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PART 2

How Patriarchal Institutions
Emerged and Changed

A historical and cross-cultural investigation of biology, kinship, subsistence, property, war,
states, religion, colonialism, and reform.

Written and researched by Lovepreet Singh

RESEARCH QUESTION
If male-skewed institutions became widespread, what actually produced them?

This volume rejects two shortcuts: that women were naturally incapable, and that one event called “"the agricultural
revolution” created the same patriarchy everywhere. It asks how several mechanisms combined, why they produced
different outcomes in different regions, and why the resulting institutions later changed.

Evidence cutoff: 27 July 2026. Geographic scope: comparative global history, with extended treatment of India and
selected religious traditions. Historical scope: human evolutionary background, prehistory, ancient states, colonial
transformations, industrialization, and modern reform.

Editorial standard

* No single-cause history. Biology, subsistence, property, kinship, coercion, law, religion, and path dependence are
evaluated separately and together.

e Counterexamples are evidence. Matrilineal farmers, matrilocal communities, women property holders, and
female political or ritual actors test the limits of every universal claim.

* Text is not practice. Religious teachings, juristic interpretations, formal law, institutions, and ordinary lives are not
treated as interchangeable.

e Pattern is not destiny. A historical association does not establish moral superiority, individual ability, or an
unchangeable future.

* Unequal power among men matters. A male ruler and a conscripted laborer are both men, but they do not
occupy the same position in a hierarchy.

This is an independent educational research project. It is not issued, supervised, or endorsed by Panjab University, Chandigarh University, IGNOU,
or any other institution named in the author's academic background.
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Author's note

Why I wanted a historical answer instead of a slogan

| began this part with a question that appears simple: if societies across much of recorded history gave men more
formal authority, why did that pattern become so common? Online debates usually answer too quickly. One side says
men ruled because men were stronger, more rational, or more efficient. Another says men deliberately invented a
single system to exploit women. Both stories contain questions worth examining, but neither is adequate as history.

| therefore treated patriarchy as a set of institutions rather than a personality possessed by every man. | separated
household authority, descent, post-marital residence, land and livestock, inheritance, political office, organized
violence, religious leadership, sexuality, and law. These dimensions often reinforce one another, but they do not
always move together. A matrilineal society can still have male chiefs. A patrilineal society can give women
substantial market or ritual authority. An empire can be ruled by a woman while ordinary family law remains
male-centered.

My approach in this volume was to compare archaeology, ancient DNA, ethnography, economics, legal history,
religious studies, and social theory. Each discipline sees a different part of the problem. Ancient DNA can reconstruct
relatedness and movement, but it cannot tell us who spoke in a council. A law code can show what authorities
prescribed, but it cannot prove universal compliance. A modern cross-country regression can detect persistence, but
it cannot recreate a controlled experiment thousands of years ago.

The evidence changed the way | frame the question. It is no longer useful to ask for the one moment when patriarchy
began. The better question is when reproductive constraints, gendered work, storable wealth, residence with male
kin, warfare, state enforcement, and legitimating ideas formed a self-reinforcing package. The package appeared in
different forms and at different times. It also failed to appear, weakened, or reversed under other conditions.

This research does not ask readers to blame men as a class or excuse harmful institutions as natural. Senior men
often benefited from patriarchal rules, but many lower-status men were controlled by the same rulers, landlords,
fathers, armies, and honor systems. Women also sometimes defended established arrangements because those
arrangements shaped security, status, family loyalty, and available choices. Explaining these facts is not the same as
morally approving them.

My final standard remains the one used in Part 1: equal dignity, symmetric scrutiny, and conclusions no stronger than
the evidence. The historical record is incomplete, and several important explanations remain contested. Where a
confident internet answer goes beyond what archaeology or scholarship can establish, | have said so directly.

REMEMBER THIS
Explanation is not justification

Showing how an institution became stable does not prove that it was fair, efficient, or biologically required. It shows
which incentives, constraints, and forms of power helped reproduce it - and therefore where change can occur.

Lovepreet Singh
Author and independent researcher
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About the author

Lovepreet Singh

Lovepreet Singh brings together academic training in commerce, computer applications, management, and business
analytics. This combination informs an interdisciplinary interest in how institutions, incentives, technology, evidence,
culture, and human behaviour shape business and social outcomes.

Academic stage Programme and institution _

Postgraduate study MBA (Business Analytics), Panjab University, Chandigarh Currently pursuing

Bachelor's degree Bachelor of Commerce (B.Com.), Chandigarh University Completed

Bachelor's degree Bachelor of Computer Applications (BCA), Indira Gandhi National Open University =~ Completed
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Academic background supplied by the author. The programme title and Panjab University spelling were checked against the university's course
page.

Research direction

This series forms part of Lovepreet's independent research portfolio and long-term preparation for planned future
doctoral study in business and management. His developing interests include organizational behaviour, institutional
decision-making, analytics, economic systems, and the relationship between business institutions and social
outcomes.

The present volume is not a doctoral thesis, a university-supervised dissertation, or evidence of current PhD
admission or candidacy. No institution named above is responsible for its arguments. The author accepts
responsibility for checking, revising, and defending the work on the strength of its evidence.

AUTHOR'S DECLARATION
Independent research and original work

| present this volume as my independent research and written work. My academic background influences the
questions | ask, but the conclusions must stand on transparent sources, careful reasoning, and willingness to correct
error.

Planned doctoral field

My intended future direction is PhD-level study in business and management. | do not claim a doctoral topic,
admission, supervisor, registration, or institutional endorsement that has not been formally established.
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How to use this volume

Read the volume in sequence for the complete causal argument, or begin with the chapter
closest to a claim you have encountered. Chapters 1-4 establish definitions, evidence limits,
evolutionary background, and forager variation. Chapters 5-10 examine agriculture, technology,
fertility, wealth, kinship, war, states, and law. Chapters 11-15 compare regions, India, religious
traditions, and matrilineal cases. Chapters 16-17 explain colonial and modern change and
present the final synthesis.

If you hear... The test applied

“Every society was patriarchal” Chapters 1, 4, 11, and 15 Separate domains of power and inspect female-line, matrilocal,
and mixed systems.

"Men ruled because men are Chapters 3, 6, and 9 Ask when average bodily differences became politically useful and
stronger” who controlled the relevant technology.
"Agriculture created patriarchy" Chapters 5-8 Distinguish domestication, sedentism, fertility, ploughing, heritable

wealth, and kinship; test counterexamples.

“Religion invented women's Chapters 12-14 Separate text, commentary, institution, law, and practice; compare
subordination” reforming and restrictive uses.
"Matrilineal means women rule” Chapter 15 Keep descent, residence, inheritance, household authority, and

political office separate.

“Patriarchy benefits every man" Chapters 9, 10, and 17 Distinguish senior male authority from the risks and subordination
imposed on lower-status men.

“Patriarchy will always exist" Chapters 16-17 Identify the material and legal conditions that have already
changed, and the feedbacks that remain.

Navigation guide. The appendices include a dated timeline, theory comparison, glossary, and complete source list.
IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS

Use three layers

Pattern: what arrangement existed? Mechanism: what reproduced it? Judgment: was it fair or suitable for a different
time and technology? A historical pattern can be real while a modern claim of necessity remains false.
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Executive summary

The best-supported conclusion is that patriarchal institutions did not arise because women
were generally less intelligent, competent, or human. They emerged repeatedly when several
historically contingent conditions reinforced one another: reproductive constraints, divisions of
labor, control of storable and heritable resources, residence among male kin, organized
coercion, and rules that converted local advantage into durable family, legal, political, and
religious authority.

FAST VERDICT

Patriarchy has causes, not one cause - and none makes it inevitable

Agriculture expanded the importance of property, heirs, fertility, and territorial kin groups. Ploughs and herds
sometimes raised the value of male-controlled work. Patrilocal residence could concentrate male coalitions. War and
states could scale coercion. Law and religion could stabilize or challenge the result. But female-line farming
communities, matrilocal societies, women property holders, and later reversals show that no step was automatic.

1. Patriarchy is not a single switch. Descent, residence, inheritance, household decisions, political office, ritual

authority, sexuality, and work can be distributed differently. A society may be male-led in one domain and relatively

balanced in another. Cross-cultural research therefore does not support a single ranking that captures every woman's
[11[2]

status.

2. Prehistory does not reveal either a universal matriarchy or universal male rule. Many mobile foragers used
sharing, mobility, and anti-dominance practices that limited accumulation. Yet sexed work, prestige, age hierarchy,

and coercion varied. Modern foragers are not unchanged fossils, and archaeological remains preserve only selected
(81911101141
traces.

3. Agriculture changed the field of incentives. Settled life, higher population density, storage, land, livestock, and
durable households made inheritance and family membership more consequential. In many sampled societies,
heritable material wealth is more unequal and more strongly transmitted under pastoralism and intensive agriculture
than under foraging or horticulture. This helps explain stronger regulation of marriage and heirs, but it does not
explain male control by itself.[161117]

4. Farming did not produce one kinship outcome. Ancient DNA now shows maternal connections at Neolithic
Catalhoyuk, two durable maternal clans at farming Fujia, and pervasive matrilocality in an Iron Age British sample.
Other Neolithic and Bronze Age sites show patrilineal pedigrees, female exogamy, and male-line status. These are
strong local findings and strong evidence against a universal sequence.[zzl[zg][24][25][27]

5. Historical work technology matters. Descendants of societies using the plough show, on average, lower female
participation in public economic and political life and less equal attitudes. The association has survived several
robustness and reanalysis exercises. The plausible channel is a mix of strength-intensive work, work location,

childcare compatibility, asset ownership, and cultural persistence - not proof that the plough alone invented
patriarchy.m][38][39][401

6. Biology is part of the constraint set, not a political constitution. Only women experience pregnancy and
lactation, and average sex-linked bodily differences could matter under particular technologies. Humans also evolved
extensive cooperation, food sharing, alloparenting, and behavioral flexibility. Comparative primate research does not
support a simple claim that clear male dominance is the universal mammalian or primate default.[28IB1B2E3]

7. Male-kin coalitions, warfare, and states can amplify asymmetry. Patrilocal residence may keep fathers,
brothers, and sons together around land, herds, defense, and councils. States can record status, tax households,
enforce inheritance, and professionalize coercion. Yet warfare is not a complete origin theory, and a genetic signal of
unequal male lineages does not identify the mechanism without additional evidence.2*IP2I153]

8. Religion is rarely the single starting point. Major traditions inherited surrounding household and legal systems,
interpreted older texts, built institutions, and generated both restrictive and reforming arguments. A scripture,
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commentary, court rule, clergy structure, and family practice may diverge. The same tradition can therefore legitimize
hierarchy in one period and supply language for equality in another.

9. India cannot be reduced to one timeless patriarchy. The subcontinent contains patrilineal, bilateral, and
matrilineal systems; regional, caste, class, tribal, linguistic, and religious variation; multiple legal traditions; colonial
codification; reform movements; constitutional equality; and persistent gaps between formal rights and practice. The
2005 Hindu succession amendment and later Supreme Court interpretation illustrate institutional change, not the
erasure of history.[66][67][68][69] [70]

10. Matriliny is not a mirror-image matriarchy. Maternal descent can give women security, land, or strong natal
kin while men still occupy lineage offices. The distinction matters because exaggerated claims about female-ruled
civilizations are no better than exaggerated claims of universal male rule [4011441045]

11. Patriarchal systems did not benefit all men equally. Senior men often controlled households, land, offices, and
armies, while younger or poorer men supplied dangerous labor, military service, tribute, or obedience. Masculinity
norms could reward courage and provision while punishing vulnerability or dissent. Gender hierarchy intersects with
class, caste, status, age, slavery, and citizenship.[54][5”

12. Institutions can change. Education, contraception, lower fertility and maternal mortality, wage and service work,
household technology, legal personhood, political organization, and new family arrangements have weakened many
older feedbacks. Change is incomplete and uneven, but its existence disproves historical inevitability.

REMEMBER THIS
The most defensible one-sentence answer

Patriarchal institutions became widespread where reproductive constraints, gendered work, heritable property,
male-kin organization, coercive power, and legitimating rules reinforced one another; they were never produced by
one cause, never identical across societies, and never evidence that women were inherently less capable.
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CHAPTER 1

1. What Exactly Is Being Explained?

Before asking where patriarchy came from, define the institutions, the unit of comparison, and the
historical claim.

1.1 A word that can hide ten different systems

The word patriarchy is often used as if an entire society had one setting: on or off. Historical evidence is not
organized that way. Authority can be male-skewed in landholding but not household production, in priesthood but
not markets, in formal office but not everyday family decisions, or in marriage law but not every form of property. A
careful explanation identifies the domain before naming the system.

For this volume, a patriarchal institution is a durable rule, norm, office, or resource arrangement that gives men -
often senior men within particular lineages or classes - systematically greater authority than comparable women. This
definition is narrower than saying that every man is powerful and broader than counting only male heads of state. It
focuses on repeated relations that survive beyond one person's behavior.

The definition also avoids treating a society as culturally pure. Legal pluralism, migration, conquest, intermarriage,
market change, and reform can place several systems beside one another. A national constitution may declare
equality while family property follows older custom. A matrilineal community may operate inside a male-led state. An
elite woman may command servants while remaining constrained by her own male kin.

LA\W

PROPER

POWER

IS VIULT|-DOMAIN

HOUSEHOLD POLITICS

SEXUALITY

Figure 1.1. Male-skewed power can appear in several domains that need not align.

m Question to ask Evidence that can answer it

Descent Whose line defines group membership? Genealogies, clan rules, names, ancestry, ancient DNA with
caution
Residence Where do spouses live after marriage? Household records, ethnography, mobility isotopes, genetic

relatedness

Inheritance Who receives land, livestock, titles, tools, or movable Wills, deeds, court records, customary rules, transmission data
wealth?

Household authority Who decides work, spending, movement, marriage, or  Ethnography, diaries, surveys, household cases
care?
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m Question to ask Evidence that can answer it

Political power Who speaks, votes, commands, judges, or holds Institutional records, chronicles, council rules, biographies
office?

Ritual authority Who interprets, officiates, teaches, or controls sacred Texts, ordination rules, institutional history, lived practice
resources?

Sexual and Who can choose, refuse, divorce, remarry, inherit Family law, contracts, court cases, demographic and health

reproductive control children, or control fertility? evidence

Work and mobility Who performs which tasks, where, with which risks Time use, tools, skeletal evidence, records, ethnography

and returns?

Table 1.1. A multidimensional test prevents one visible office or one family custom from standing in for an entire society.

1.2 Patriliny, patrilocality, and patriarchy are not synonyms

Patriliny traces descent or group membership through fathers. Patrilocality places spouses with or near the
husband's kin. Matriliny traces descent through mothers; matrilocality places spouses near the wife's kin. These
arrangements often correlate with property and coalition patterns, but none tells us by itself who rules.[21146]

In a matrilineal system, a title held by a man may pass to his sister's son rather than his own son. The line is maternal,
but the office holder may still be male. Elsewhere, women may own or transmit land while men represent the lineage
in public. Conversely, a patrilineal system may include economically powerful women, strong natal-kin protections, or
female ritual leadership.

The term matriarchy is therefore reserved here for a much stronger claim: women as a category exercise dominant
political and social authority over men. Evidence of female deities, queens, maternal descent, or women-centered
households is not sufficient. The same evidentiary discipline applies in both directions.

KEY TERM
Matrilineal does not mean ruled by women

Matriliny answers a kinship question: through which line are belonging, property, or titles traced? Matriarchy answers a
power question: which sex systematically dominates? Confusing them creates fictional histories.

1.3 Four different historical questions

Origin When and where did a specific institution first Assuming the first surviving text records the first
appear? occurrence
Spread How did an arrangement move, reproduce, or Treating similar outcomes as proof of one shared origin

outcompete alternatives?

Persistence Why did a rule survive after its initial conditions Calling persistence biological when law, inheritance, or
changed? norms carry it

Change What weakened, reversed, or reconfigured the Assuming a legal reform immediately changes households
arrangement? and practice

A theory may explain persistence without explaining origin. Plough ancestry, for example, may help explain why a
norm remains visible among descendants centuries later. It does not prove that the first male-skewed institution
began with a plough. Likewise, a religious rule may stabilize an inherited household system without having created
that system.

Similar institutions can also emerge independently. Heritable land, uncertainty about heirs, male military
organization, and taxation appeared in regions without one common founder. The correct historical picture is
therefore often convergent institution-building: different societies encounter comparable coordination and power
problems and build partly similar rules.
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1.4 The people hidden inside category averages

The sentence "men held power" can conceal a narrow elite. In kingdoms and empires, kings, male priests, military
officers, lineage elders, landlords, and household heads may dominate formal records, while enslaved men, tenants,
soldiers, younger sons, stigmatized groups, and conquered populations remain subordinate. Patriarchal power is
gendered, but it is also stratified.

Women were likewise divided by class, caste, citizenship, marital status, age, slavery, race, clan, and household
position. An elite widow might own land that a poor free man could never obtain; a queen might rule a state whose
family law constrained most women. These examples do not erase sex hierarchy. They show that accurate history
requires more than a two-column contest between all men and all women.

This is why the volume asks who benefited, who paid, and at which level. A system can privilege men relative to
comparable women while imposing severe duties and risks on most men. It can also recruit women as enforcers,
intermediaries, or beneficiaries within constrained options. Institutions are reproduced through incentives and
dependence as well as open force.

WHY THIS MATTERS

A male ruler is not the average man

Counting the sex of rulers tells us something real about elite access. It does not show that every man controlled
property, avoided violence, chose his marriage, or possessed political rights. Gender analysis becomes stronger, not
weaker, when class, age, caste, status, and citizenship remain visible.

1.5 A bounded answer to the opening question

The object of explanation is not why women "allowed" men to rule or why men are naturally superior. It is how local
differences in tasks, resources, kin organization, and coercive capacity became durable rules; how those rules were
taught, enforced, and inherited; and why some societies built different arrangements.

This framing immediately rules out the claim that every society had the same patriarchy. It also rules out the opposite
claim that any female-line custom proves an early world of women rulers. The task is comparative: identify the
dimension, establish the pattern, test mechanisms, inspect counterexamples, and state how far the conclusion travels.

REMEMBER THIS
Define the institution before explaining its history

If a claim does not specify property, residence, descent, household authority, office, ritual, sexuality, or work, it is not
yet precise enough for an origin story.
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CHAPTER 2

2. How Can We Know Anything
About Deep History?

Archaeology, ancient DNA, texts, and ethnography each illuminate the past - and each has limits that
internet certainty usually ignores.

2.1 The evidence is a set of partial windows

Most human history occurred before writing. Even after writing appeared, archives disproportionately preserved
rulers, courts, taxes, temples, contracts, wars, and elite households. Daily negotiations, informal authority, unpaid
work, affection, fear, resistance, and the lives of poor or enslaved people are harder to recover.

No single source type fixes this problem. Archaeology preserves material remains but not a complete explanation of
their meaning. Skeletons record biological experience but not every social identity. Ancient DNA can recover kinship
and migration but not a council vote. Law codes preserve official prescriptions but not compliance. Ethnography
records rich behavior but usually after contact, trade, missionization, colonialism, or state incorporation.

Responsible history therefore depends on triangulation. A claim becomes stronger when settlement layout, graves,
isotopes, ancient DNA, legal documents, household accounts, and later comparative evidence point in the same
direction. Disagreement among them is not an inconvenience to hide; it is often the most important result.

m What it can support What it cannot establish alone

Burials and grave goods Ritual treatment, identity signals, relative investment, Everyday occupation, ownership, or political power
selected status distinctions

Bones and teeth Biological sex estimates, health, diet, workload, trauma, Gender identity, consent, household decision-making
mobility

Ancient DNA Biological kinship, ancestry, movement, sex-linked Who ruled, why someone moved, whether residence was
population patterns voluntary

Tools and spaces Activities possible in a location, production patterns, The sex of every user or the full meaning of a tool

access and storage

Law codes and scripture Prescribed norms, categories, ideals, authorized Uniform practice, first origin, or unchanged interpretation
arguments

Contracts and court cases Agency and conflict visible to an institution Population prevalence or unrecorded practice

Ethnography Detailed relationships, meanings, choices, and observed An unchanged model of the distant past
institutions

Cross-cultural statistics Regularities and tested associations across coded A universal law or one-way causation without strong design
societies

Table 2.1. The same source can be strong for one question and weak for another.

2.2 Archaeological gender is inferred, not simply found

Earlier archaeology often mapped modern assumptions onto artifacts: weapons became male, domestic tools female,
and rich burials male unless proven otherwise. Feminist archaeology demonstrated that these assignments could
become circular. Researchers classified an activity by gender and then cited the classification as evidence of that
gender role.l®1t7]
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The correction is not to assume the reverse. A projectile point beside a female skeleton is meaningful evidence, but it
does not prove that every woman hunted or that sexed labor vanished. The roughly 9,000-year-old Wilamaya Patjxa
burial in the Andes is a strong counterexample to exclusive male big-game hunting, while later debate over wider
ethnographic prevalence shows how sensitive estimates are to definitions and sampling.m]m]

Burials are also performances made by survivors. Goods may reflect occupation, lineage, aspiration, ritual need, or
the community's presentation of the dead. The correct inference is graded: association is stronger than stereotype,
repeated pattern is stronger than one grave, and direct evidence of activity is stronger than symbolism alone.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
A skeleton does not arrive with a job title

Archaeologists combine body, artifacts, wear, diet, mobility, kinship, location, and comparison. Each added line of
evidence narrows the range of plausible interpretations, but none makes the past perfectly observable.

2.3 What ancient DNA changed - and what it did not

Ancient DNA has transformed kinship research by allowing pedigrees, sex-linked ancestry, and biological relatedness
to be reconstructed directly. At Catalhoyuk, Fujia, Iron Age Britain, the Lech Valley, and northern Yangtze sites,

researchers found sharply different patterns of maternal and paternal organization. That diversity is itself a major
resylt [221[2311241(25](27]

The method is powerful but bounded. A group of maternally related people buried under one building may indicate
maternal continuity, but political authority requires other evidence. Female exogamy may indicate women moved at

marriage, but it does not reveal whether they chose the marriage, kept natal ties, owned property, or influenced the

receiving household. Genetic sex is not a complete social gender identity. Population-level contrasts involving the X

chromosome can reveal sex-biased migration, but they still cannot identify an individual's motive or an institution by
themselves.®!

Sampling matters as well. Cemeteries may represent selected families or periods. Preservation differs by soil and
climate. Relatedness within a sampled burial population does not automatically describe the surrounding region.
Claims should therefore name the site, date, sample, and inference rather than convert one discovery into "Neolithic
society."

2.4 The ethnographic present is historical too

Cross-cultural databases make patterns testable across societies, but their entries are snapshots. Many classic
descriptions were recorded during the nineteenth or twentieth centuries, after epidemics, land loss, wage labor,
missionaries, markets, and colonial administration. A coded "traditional" custom may already reflect adaptation to
external pressure.

Societies are also not independent data points. Neighbors borrow institutions; related language groups inherit them;
empires impose common law. Good comparative work accounts for geography and cultural ancestry where possible.
Even then, the result is an association among coded variables, not a video of historical causation.PIP7196IHIE]

Modern foragers are particularly vulnerable to misuse. Their institutions help test what is possible without intensive
agriculture or a centralized state. They are not living Paleolithic fossils. They have their own histories and cannot be
treated as a direct photograph of ancestors tens of thousands of years ago.

2.5 Prescriptions, practices, and silences

Legal and religious texts are indispensable because they show categories that authorities considered important:
husband and wife, legitimate heir, widow, slave, priest, household head, adulterer, property holder. Yet the need to
repeat a rule may indicate resistance as much as obedience. A prohibition proves that an authority wanted a behavior
controlled, not that the behavior never occurred.
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Contracts, letters, petitions, and court cases often reveal a more complicated world. Women in ancient Egypt could
hold, transfer, and bequeath property in ways not predicted by a simple ranking of ancient civilizations. Roman
women's legal capacities changed across periods and marriage forms. Mesopotamian tablets document
economically active women alongside strongly gendered family codes.PeIP7IB8IB

Silence must be interpreted carefully. The absence of women from an official list may reflect exclusion, record
conventions, preservation, or the institution being measured. It is evidence, but not always evidence of total social
absence.

WHY THIS MATTERS
The first written rule is not the birth certificate of a custom

Writing often appears after institutions already exist. A surviving code tells us that a state formalized a rule by that
date; it rarely tells us when the underlying family practice began.

2.6 Confidence labels used in this volume

High confidence Several independent methods or strong direct evidence Fujia's sampled cemeteries were organized by
support the bounded claim. maternal clans.

Moderate confidence A plausible mechanism has repeated support, but Patrilocal residence can strengthen male-kin
identification or generalization remains limited. coalitions.

Limited confidence Evidence is sparse, indirect, or strongly dependent on A particular artifact proves a named political
interpretation. office.

Contested Serious specialists disagree because models, definitions, or Violent clan competition caused the
source readings differ. Y-chromosome bottleneck.

Unsupported The claim exceeds or contradicts available evidence. All early farmers were patriarchal; all foragers

generalization were equal.

REMEMBER THIS

Uncertainty is part of the result

A careful "we do not know" is more informative than a universal story assembled from one grave, one scripture, one
society, or one modern correlation.
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6 CHAPTER 3

3. Biology: Constraint, Capacity, and
Misuse

Reproduction and average bodily differences affected historical trade-offs, but no biological fact writes a
constitution.

3.1 The irreducible asymmetry of reproduction

Human reproduction is not physically symmetrical. Pregnancy, childbirth, and lactation occur in female bodies. Before
effective contraception, obstetric care, safe substitutes for breast milk, and low infant mortality, these processes could
occupy a large portion of adult life. They affected mobility, energy, exposure to risk, and which work could be
interrupted or combined with care.

This fact matters historically, but its political meaning is underdetermined. A community can respond with
cooperative childcare, food sharing, flexible residence, grandmother and sibling care, task rotation, or seclusion and
dependency. The same reproductive biology is compatible with several institutions. To move from childbirth to male
rule, a theory must explain the intervening social steps.

The relevant unit is also a life course, not a permanent condition. Not every woman is pregnant, lactating, fertile, a
mother, or caring for a young child. Institutions that convert a temporary or variable constraint into a lifelong rule for
an entire sex require additional justification and enforcement.

KEY TERM
Underdetermination

A cause underdetermines an outcome when it is compatible with several results. Reproductive biology creates real
constraints, but societies can organize care, work, residence, and authority in many ways.

3.2 Average strength and the technology around it

Men are, on average, larger and stronger in absolute upper-body tasks. In a world where ploughing, hand-to-hand
combat, hauling, and animal defense generate political leverage, that average can affect task allocation. It still does
not establish that every man outperforms every woman, that physical strength equals intelligence, or that the
strongest individuals should govern.

Technology changes the return to bodily differences. A plough, horse, firearm, engine, tractor, office, school,
computer, or care institution can amplify, redirect, or reduce particular advantages. The historical question is
therefore not simply "which sex is stronger?" It is who controls the productive and coercive technology, who can
learn it, how work is scheduled, and how returns become property or office.

Social-role and biosocial theories emphasize this interaction. Reproductive constraints and average physical
differences influence which tasks are initially efficient under a given ecology; repeated task allocation then generates
skills, expectations, identities, and institutional access. When ecology and technology change, roles can change,
although inherited norms may Iag'[za][zg]
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3.3 Parental investment and sexual selection

Parental-investment theory begins from unequal minimum biological investment in offspring. It predicts that mating
competition, mate choice, and caregiving incentives can differ when one sex bears greater obligatory reproductive
costs. The theory has generated important hypotheses about behavior across species,BO]

Its misuse begins when a broad evolutionary tendency is treated as a direct explanation of a specific human law,
wage gap, priesthood, dress code, or inheritance rule. Humans add pair bonds, concealed ovulation, paternal
investment, cooperative breeding, culture, contraception, moral rules, and institutions. A model of mating effort does
not by itself explain why a daughter cannot inherit land.

Evolutionary accounts are most useful when they specify an intermediate mechanism and a condition under which
the prediction should weaken. A claim that male sexual jealousy contributed to control of women's sexuality, for
example, must still explain why control varies by property regime, paternity rules, residence, policing, class, and
women's coalitions.>"

Biological observation Plausible historical pathway What does not follow

Pregnancy and lactation Mobility and task constraints under high fertility and limited Women are less intelligent or should lack rights
care support

Average male upper-body Specialization in some heavy work or close combat Men are better at all work or legitimate rulers
strength

Unequal minimum parental Different mating and caregiving incentives in some conditions A specific marriage or inheritance law is natural
investment

Sexual dimorphism Different returns under particular tools and risks Every individual fits the group average
Paternity uncertainty Possible demand for lineage and sexual regulation where Patriliny is inevitable or matriliny irrational

heirs matter

Table 3.1. A mechanism requires several social links between a biological fact and a political institution.

3.4 The primate shortcut fails

Internet arguments often invoke an "alpha male" model as if primate societies share one dominance system that
humans merely inherited. Comparative evidence is far more diverse. A 2025 synthesis across 121 primate species
reported that clear, species-wide sex dominance was uncommon; many relationships were mixed, context
dependent, or not clearly dominated by either sex.??

Earlier comparative work likewise emphasizes variation in intersexual power, including female dominance, male
dominance, and leverage that changes with ecology and social organization. Reconstructing the ancestral condition
is difficult, and even a probable ancestor state would not dictate human law. 3]

Primates can help identify possible constraints and bargaining conditions. They cannot settle whether humans should
organize inheritance, education, marriage, or political rights in any particular way. Human beings construct explicit
norms, teach them, punish violations, revise laws, and cooperate at scales that transform biological starting points.

3.5 Cooperation belongs in the evolutionary story

Human survival also depended on food sharing, joint defense, knowledge transfer, pair bonds, grandparents, siblings,
and care by people other than a child's mother. Mobile forager camps often contain many unrelated individuals, and
flexible residence allows both women and men to maintain ties across groups.[a]

Models using Agta and BaYaka data show that equal influence by women and men over camp composition can
generate the low relatedness characteristic of many mobile bands. This is not proof of universal equality, but it
demonstrates that female agency and cooperation are compatible with successful human social organization.[g]
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The evolutionary record therefore supplies capacities for competition and domination and for coalition, care, norm

enforcement, and leveling. Any account that selects only the trait that supports its preferred politics is not a complete

evolutionary explanation.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
Biology sets costs; institutions distribute them

Pregnancy has a biological cost. Whether that cost becomes shared care, lost education, economic dependency,
honored authority, legal restriction, or some mixture is a social and institutional question.

3.6 The naturalistic fallacy in historical clothing

Even if a division of labor was adaptive under a past mortality regime and technology, it does not follow that the
division is fair or efficient today. Historical adaptation answers how a population managed constraints, not which
rights individuals deserve.

The reverse error is also possible. Equal dignity does not require denying every average bodily difference or
reproductive asymmetry. A humane conclusion is stronger when it acknowledges facts precisely and refuses to turn
them into a total hierarchy of worth.

The correct bridge is institutional: which present rule is being defended, what objective does it serve, what less
restrictive alternatives exist, and does it treat individuals according to relevant capability rather than category alone?
That question cannot be answered by prehistory.

REMEMBER THIS
No chromosome contains a property code

Biology can influence constraints, preferences, risks, and bargaining conditions. Property rights, political offices,
inheritance, education, and equal citizenship remain human institutions that can be designed differently.
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6 CHAPTER 4

4. Foragers: Variation Before
Farming

Mobile life often limited durable hierarchy, but neither universal equality nor universal male dominance
fits the evidence.

4.1 Why foragers matter - and why they are easy to
romanticize

Foraging was the dominant human subsistence strategy for most of our species' existence. Because many mobile
foragers accumulated little durable material wealth and lacked centralized offices, they are central to debates about
whether hierarchy is natural. Their social arrangements demonstrate possibilities that later agrarian states often
obscured.

The category is nevertheless broad. It includes mobile immediate-return bands, seasonally settled communities,
complex coastal societies with stored resources, and groups partly involved in trade, wage work, gardening, or
pastoralism. A label based on subsistence does not guarantee one marriage system, one level of violence, or one
distribution of authority.

Two opposite myths should therefore be rejected. The first imagines helpless primitive people waiting for agriculture
and hierarchy. The second imagines a uniform egalitarian paradise. Foragers were historically creative societies whose
institutions actively managed autonomy, sharing, prestige, kinship, conflict, and sexed work. Outcomes varied.l73110]

4.2 Egalitarianism as a political process

In influential anthropological usage, egalitarianism often means that people resist durable domination. Demand
sharing, ridicule of boasting, mobility, flexible camp membership, and collective refusal can prevent a successful
hunter, elder, or would-be leader from converting prestige into command. These mechanisms require social action;
equality is not simply what remains when no government exists.l’?!

A 2025 target article sharpens the distinction between egalitarianism and identical outcomes. People may value
autonomy, respect, or freedom from command while accepting differences in skill, age, reproductive success, or
prestige. Some communities level food strongly yet retain male ritual privileges or unequal marriages. The word
should therefore identify the process and domain being levelled.!"”

This distinction resolves an apparent contradiction. Mobile foragers can be far less stratified than agricultural states
while still displaying gendered tasks and inequalities. Relative egalitarianism is a comparative description, not a claim
that every relationship was equal.

KEY TERM
Leveling institution

A custom that prevents prestige, wealth, or force from becoming durable command - for example obligatory sharing,
public criticism of boastfulness, the ability to leave, or collective refusal to obey.
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4.3 Residence, alliances, and women's bargaining position

Where people can change camps and maintain ties to both maternal and paternal kin, a married woman is less
isolated inside a permanent bloc of her husband's male relatives. Hill and colleagues' data from 32 foraging societies
show flexible patterns in which either sex may disperse or stay and many co-residents are not close genetic kin.[®!

Dyble and colleagues combined observations from Agta and BaYaka camps with a model. When women and men
had relatively equal influence over residence, the model generated the low relatedness and wide networks observed
in those camps. When one sex controlled decisions, camps became more closely related through that sex.”

The result supports a plausible anti-dominance mechanism: mobility and shared residence choice make it harder to
concentrate one sex's kin coalition. It remains bounded to particular data and assumptions. Some forager societies
are more patrilocal, gerontocratic, or male-dominated than these cases.

4.4 A real division of labor with flexible boundaries

Foraging labor is often sex differentiated. Across ethnographic samples, women more often target reliable plant
foods and small game compatible with childcare, while men more often pursue large, risky, widely shared game.
Ecology matters: Marlowe found less division where habitats were productive and less seasonal, and greater
specialization where extractive, tool-based foraging was important.m]

The existence of a pattern does not make its boundary absolute. Women intentionally hunt in a number of societies,
men gather and care for children, and age, skill, season, pregnancy, opportunity, and household need alter activity.
The Wilamaya Patjxa burial shows that at least one early Holocene woman was buried with a big-game hunting
toolkit.!"?!

A 2023 review reported women's hunting in 79 percent of its 63-society sample. Specialists later argued that the
sample was not designed for prevalence estimation, some sources did not support the coding, and occasional
participation was conflated with the absence of division. The responsible conclusion preserves both findings:
women's hunting is real and historically underestimated; gendered divisions of foraging labor are also real./41012]

Evidence supports Evidence does not support

"Only men hunted” Male-biased hunting in many ethnographies An absolute prohibition or universal prehistoric rule

"Women commonly hunted Documented intentional hunting and female hunter Identical frequency, prey, risk, or social meaning

too" burials everywhere

"Sexed work proves Task specialization can affect bargaining and prestige A necessary ranking of people or rights

hierarchy”

"Foragers were equal” Many mobile groups restrain accumulation and Equality in every domestic, sexual, ritual, and age
command relation

Table 4.1. Strong evidence often lies between the two viral extremes.

4.5 Wealth was limited, not absent

Mobility reduces the amount of land, architecture, livestock, stored grain, and equipment that one household can
monopolize. Sharing also spreads risk. These conditions lower the ceiling on material accumulation, but people can
still differ in health, skill, knowledge, social partners, prestige, and access to valuable places.

A comparative study of five hunter-gatherer populations found low-to-moderate intergenerational transmission
across material, embodied, and relational forms of wealth. Inequality was low by the standards of many agricultural
and modern populations, but not zero”!

This matters for origin theories. If durable, alienable property is weak, control over legitimate heirs has fewer material
consequences. When land, herds, buildings, or titles become transmissible, the cost of uncertainty over family
membership rises. Foraging does not erase kinship, but it often gives descent fewer assets to lock down.
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4.6 Sexual autonomy, coercion, and the missing utopia

Relatively fluid camps and women's subsistence contribution can strengthen exit options. They do not remove
intimate violence, forced marriage, male ritual monopolies, age hierarchy, or sexual jealousy from every society.
Evidence and ethnographic interpretations differ, and older reports sometimes ignored women while later accounts
sometimes idealized them.

Begler's distinction between more and less gender-egalitarian forager societies remains useful: equality among adult
men does not guarantee equality across sex boundaries. A community can reject male chiefs while permitting
husbands or elders authority over women.['4

The correct comparative claim is modest but important. Human beings can sustain social order without centralized
male control of land, armies, and offices. That makes later patriarchal institutions historically explicable rather than
biologically automatic. It does not require inventing a universal age of equality.

REMEMBER THIS
Foragers are evidence of possibility, not a photograph of origins

Their diversity shows that male monopoly over property and politics is not required for human cooperation. Their
modern histories and internal inequalities prevent them from proving one universal prehistoric system.
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CHAPTER 5

5. The Farming Transitions

Domestication, settlement, storage, and population growth created new pressures - but communities
assembled them in different ways.

5.1 There was no single agricultural revolution

Plants and animals were domesticated through long, regionally distinct processes. People mixed gathering, hunting,
cultivation, herding, exchange, and seasonal movement for generations. Farming began independently in several
world regions rather than spreading from one social invention with one family system.[75][76]

The phrase "Neolithic Revolution" captures the scale of eventual change but can mislead about speed and uniformity.
Sedentary settlements sometimes preceded full dependence on domesticates. Horticulture based on hand tools
differs from animal-drawn plough farming. Pastoral wealth differs from stored grain. These distinctions matter
because gendered labor and inheritance respond to the technology actually used.

The safer historical unit is a local transition: which resources were domesticated, how mobile people remained, which
tasks became intensive, how much could be stored, who controlled it, how fertility changed, and which residence and
descent rules developed.

5.2 The causal stack

0 BIOLOGY ° TASKS ° RESOURCES

Pregnancy, lactation, Mobility, risk, timing, Land, herds, tools,

average body differences child compatibility storable surplus

° KINSHIP e COERCION ° LEGITIMATION

Residence, descent, Warriors, policing, Law, ritual, custom,

marriage, inheritance state capacity education, narrative

The arrows are feedbacks, not a one-way law. Different societies combined the layers differently.
Figure 5.1. A causal stack for the consolidation of patriarchal institutions. No layer is sufficient, and arrows can run in both directions.
Agriculture can influence gender relations through several linked changes. Settlement makes houses, fields, and local
boundaries more durable. Storage makes surplus visible and defensible. Higher fertility increases care demands. Land

and animals become intergenerational assets. Specialized warriors and administrators can live from taxed surplus.
Marriage and legitimate heirs become central to transmission.
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A local male advantage in a task does not automatically become a legal system. Consolidation occurs when control of
productive assets feeds kinship rules; kinship organizes coercive coalitions; coercion protects property; and law, ritual,
or custom labels the resulting arrangement proper. Path dependence then allows the package to survive after the
original technology changes.

Counterexamples identify missing links. A farming community with maternal clans shows that settlement and crops
are insufficient. A matrilineal society with male chiefs shows that maternal descent is insufficient for women's political
dominance. A plough society with later egalitarian reform shows that inherited norms can be altered.

5.3 Catalhoyuk: settled life without a simple patrilineal model

Catalhoyuk's East Mound in present-day Turkiye was occupied roughly 7150-5950 BCE. It was a large, dense
settlement of early farmers and herders. Bioarchaeology documents major transitions in diet, health, mobility, and
disease as the population and dependence on domesticated resources changed.[zn

A 2025 ancient-DNA study of 131 individuals found that biological relatives buried within buildings were connected
predominantly through maternal lines in the studied sample. Female subadults also received more grave goods than
male subadults. The pattern changed through time and not all co-buried people were close relatives./®”!

The evidence is compatible with female-centered household organization or matrilineal practice. It does not prove a
female government, a goddess state, or equality in every domain. Its importance is narrower and stronger: a
substantial early farming settlement need not be organized around one enduring paternal lineage model.

EVIDENCE BOX
What Catalhoyuk can and cannot show

Can show: sampled household burials disproportionately preserved maternal biological connections. Cannot show
alone: the sex of political leaders, control of every house, consent in marriage, or a matriarchal state.

5.4 Fujia and northern Yangtze: opposite systems among
farmers

At Fujia in China, dated approximately 2750-2500 BCE, researchers reconstructed two cemetery groups organized
around two maternal clans. The pattern endured for about 250 years - at least ten generations - in a millet-farming
community.[23]

A different 2025 ancient-DNA study in the northern Yangtze region identified a Neolithic community organized
substantially through a paternal line. Together, these findings are more informative than either alone: settled
agricultural life in prehistoric China supported more than one kinship solution.?”!

Fujia is not evidence that women ruled all Neolithic China. The northern Yangtze site is not evidence that all farmers
became patriarchal. Each is a bounded community; the comparison falsifies a universal mechanical transition.

5.5 Gurgy and Bronze Age Europe: paternal continuity and
female movement

At Gurgy in France, approximately 4850-4500 BCE, ancient DNA reconstructed two large pedigrees spanning up to
seven generations. The community was predominantly patrilineal, and many women arrived from outside. This is
strong evidence for paternal continuity and female exogamy at one Neolithic site.l’”]

In the Bronze Age Lech Valley, household wealth and biological relatedness were structured around paternal lines
while unrelated women joined from elsewhere. The study connects male-line household continuity with status
differences, though the cemetery sample cannot reveal every form of female agency.[25]
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Other Bronze Age studies show predominantly patrilocal, multigenerational kin groups while warning against
perfectly rigid models. At Mokrin, for example, female exogamy existed without complete evidence of strict
patrilocality.[78][79]

These communities illustrate a plausible route to durable male coalitions: men remain with fathers and brothers,
inherit local assets, and bring wives from outside. They do not establish whether the arrangement began through
preference, alliance, coercion, warfare, ecology, or some combination.

5.6 Iron Age Britain: kinship systems can reverse

Ancient DNA from Durotrigian communities in Iron Age Britain, approximately 100 BCE-100 CE, found a large
maternal lineage, male in-migration, and a pattern interpreted as pervasive matrilocality. The result contrasts with
paternal continuity at several earlier European sites. >

This case is important not because it proves women ruled Britain, but because it demonstrates reversal and regional
variation. Kinship is not a ladder that moves only from maternal to paternal forms as societies become more complex.

A society can change residence rules without changing every other gender institution. Archaeogenetic matrilocality
describes movement and relatedness; political power must still be studied using settlement, grave, historical, and
institutional evidence.

Site and period Direct finding Bounded interpretation

Catalhoyuk, c. 7150-5950 BCE Maternal links predominate among related co-burials; female ~ Female-centered kin practice is plausible; matriarchy
subadults received more goods is unproven

Gurgy, c. 4850-4500 BCE Large patrilineal pedigrees and incoming women Paternal continuity and female exogamy in one

community

Fujia, c. 2750-2500 BCE Two maternal cemetery clans for about 250 years Durable matriliny among settled millet farmers

Lech Valley, Bronze Age Male-line household continuity, incoming women, inherited Patrilineal and patrilocal structure linked to
status household inequality

Durotrigian Britain, c. 100 Maternal lineage continuity and male in-migration Matrilocality can persist or re-emerge in complex

BCE-100 CE societies

Table 5.1. Archaeogenetics reveals multiple kinship histories; it does not directly measure political rule.

5.7 The correct agricultural verdict

Agriculture created new institutional possibilities: dense settlements, accumulated surplus, transmissible productive
assets, higher population, specialized administration, and stronger concern over household continuity. These
conditions could make controls over marriage, sexuality, heirs, and residence more consequential.

They did not determine whether continuity ran through mothers or fathers, whether women or men held land, or
whether public office was shared. Those outcomes depended on crop and animal technology, war, migration, kin
coalitions, marriage exchange, ecology, class formation, and historical sequence.

The statement "agriculture created patriarchy" is therefore too strong. A better statement is that some agricultural
and pastoral systems supplied the material and demographic foundations on which patriarchal institutions could
become more durable, scalable, and inheritable.

REMEMBER THIS
New possibilities are not automatic outcomes

Farming made land, storage, heirs, settlement, and population more important. The kinship and power system built
around those facts still had to be socially organized.
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° CHAPTER 6

6. Ploughs, Herds, and Task
Technology

Economic tools can change the bargaining value of work and then leave norms behind long after the
original task disappears.

6.1 Boserup's enduring question

Ester Boserup challenged development theories that treated households as gender-neutral. She argued that farming
systems allocate productive work differently: in some hoe-based systems women contribute substantially to
cultivation, while animal-drawn plough systems historically concentrated field work and asset control more heavily

among men.[4”

The point is not that one tool mechanically causes one ideology. Technology changes which tasks require strength,
long uninterrupted time, distance from the household, animal control, or capital. If the most productive asset is
learned, owned, and inherited through men, a work difference can become a bargaining difference.

Once work is tied to respectability and identity, the norm can outlive the job. Descendants may inherit beliefs about
women's proper place even after tractors, services, migration, and schooling remove the original constraint.
Economists call this cultural persistence or path dependence.

6.2 The plough study and what it actually found

Alesina, Giuliano, and Nunn linked ancestral plough use to lower contemporary female labor-force participation,
lower female ownership and entrepreneurship, less female political representation, and less equal gender attitudes.
They combined ethnographic ancestry with historical crop suitability and examined second-generation immigrants to
reduce the influence of current national institutions.>”!

The immigrant comparison is especially important. People with different ancestral histories live under the same
present national law, so persistent differences are more consistent with transmitted norms. The historical
crop-suitability strategy also seeks variation in whether environments favored plough-positive crops. These designs
strengthen a causal interpretation beyond a simple map correlation.

They do not recreate random assignment. Historical crop choices, migration, state formation, family systems, and
unmeasured regional traits may still matter. The outcomes are modern averages, not the first appearance of
patriarchy. The appropriate conclusion is that ancestral work technology plausibly contributed to persistent gender
roles, not that the plough is a complete origin story.

KEY TERM
Cultural persistence

A norm can remain after the original economic condition weakens because families teach it, institutions reward it,
people coordinate around it, and violations carry reputational costs.
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6.3 Replication, reanalysis, and surviving uncertainty

Later work has tested the plough relationship with broader model searches and different methods. Baiardi used
machine-learning approaches to assess many possible specifications and found a persistent negative relationship
between plough ancestry and female outcomes.*®!

Vu revisited the ancient-origins claim with alternative proxies, falsification tests, spatial dependence, and sensitivity to
unobserved selection. The reported relationship remained robust while the analysis emphasized that historical
disruption can weaken cultural transmission.>”

Hansen, Jensen, and Skovsgaard found that a longer history of agriculture itself predicts less equal contemporary
roles, proposing fertility and labor-intensive cereal processing alongside ploughing. This broadens the mechanism
but also shows why "the plough” should not become a magic variable.**!

The studies are serious evidence for long-run influence. They are not evidence that present discrimination is efficient,
that individual women lack aptitude for agriculture, or that all descendants share one belief.

Did ancestral plough use correlate with Yes, across several public and political outcomes. High
later gender roles?

Is a persistent cultural channel Yes; descendant and immigrant comparisons support it. Moderate to high
plausible?

Did the plough alone create patriarchy? No such claim is identified by the research. Unsupported
Does the association apply to every No; it is a population-level tendency with exceptions. High

society or person?

Does historical adaptation justify No; descriptive persistence does not establish fairness or efficiency. High
present inequality?

6.4 Cattle and the shift away from matriliny

Livestock is unusually important for kinship because animals are movable, accumulable, defensible, exchangeable,
and reproductively productive. Where men specialize in herding, raiding, or long-distance animal movement, cattle
can become a male-controlled store of wealth.

Holden and Mace used a cultural phylogeny of 68 Bantu and Bantoid-speaking populations. Their analysis was
consistent with cattle acquisition preceding the loss of matrilineal descent. The result supports a regional coevolution
between livestock wealth and paternal inheritance.*?]

It should not be generalized into "pastoralists are naturally patriarchal.” Pastoral systems vary, and cattle adoption is
entangled with ecology, migration, warfare, bridewealth, markets, and political incorporation. The study also explains
why matriliny may weaken, not why every relevant asset first came under male control.

6.5 Why work location and childcare compatibility matter

The same amount of physical effort can have different institutional consequences depending on where and when it
occurs. Work near a settlement can be paused, combined with supervision of children, and shared among kin. Work
requiring long uninterrupted travel, dangerous animals, warfare, or seasonal absence is harder to combine with
pregnancy and infant care.

This compatibility channel can produce sexed specialization without a belief that one sex is inferior. Inequality
emerges when the externally located task controls exchange, cash, titles, tools, or public information while
household-compatible production is treated as dependent, invisible, or non-owning.

The response is not to call women's work economically irrelevant. Processing, storage, water, fuel, textiles, food
preparation, and childcare sustain the labor force and may require substantial skill and time. The political question is
which contributions generate recognized claims over resources and decisions.
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WHY THIS MATTERS
Productivity and control are different

A task can be essential while the person performing it lacks title to the land, product, wage, or office. Historical power
followed recognized control and transfer rights, not simply the number of hours worked.

6.6 Technology can reopen institutions

Mechanization lowers the return to brute strength in many occupations. Schooling and service work raise the return
to literacy, analysis, communication, and reliability. Contraception changes the timing of care. Transport and digital
communication alter distance. Childcare services make schedules more compatible.

Yet a new technology does not instantly erase an old norm. Ownership, training, safety, network access, inheritance,
and family expectations determine who benefits. A tractor owned by a man can preserve male control even while it

removes the physical reason for excluding women. A computer can expand opportunity while unpaid care still limits
uninterrupted time.

Historical efficiency is therefore conditional. A role may have fit one ecology, become legally entrenched, and then
survive after its material rationale weakened. That is an argument for institutional review, not for treating either sex as
naturally suited to every inherited role.

REMEMBER THIS
Tools change bodies into bargaining power only through institutions

Ask who owns the tool, who learns it, who can use it safely, who receives the output, and who can pass the asset to an
heir. Those links explain more than the tool alone.
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0 CHAPTER 7

7. Fertility, Sedentism, and Care

The demographic expansion of farming increased reproductive and care demands, but how societies
distributed those demands remained open.

7.1 The Neolithic demographic transition

Archaeological demography identifies a broad rise in birth rates after the adoption of farming in several regions. This
pattern is called the Neolithic demographic transition. Sedentism, changes in diet and breastfeeding, and the labor
value of children are among proposed mechanisms.?%!

The transition was not a simple improvement in well-being. Early farming populations often experienced infectious
disease, nutritional stress, crowding, and heavier repetitive work. At Catalhoyuk, biological evidence documents
changing health burdens alongside settlement growth and increasing dependence on domestic plants and

; [21]
animals.

Page and colleagues used data from extant Agta foragers experiencing cultivation and settlement. Their results
support a quantity-quality trade-off: sedentarization and cultivation were associated with higher fertility and
reproductive success even while child survival and health could worsen. This is a model for a possible demographic
mechanism, not a direct measurement of every Neolithic population.“g]

7.2 More births can change women's economic options

With high fertility, a woman may spend more years pregnant, recovering from childbirth, breastfeeding, and
supervising dependent children. If water, fuel, food processing, and care are labor intensive, settlement can increase
rather than reduce her workload. These constraints make distant, dangerous, or uninterrupted tasks harder to
perform.

A feedback can follow. Men specialize in mobile external work and gain networks, weapons, animals, or public
information. Women specialize in household-compatible production but receive fewer transferable assets or offices.
The resulting expectation that men belong outside and women inside then shapes childhood training and
inheritance.

None of this requires women to prefer dependency or men to plan a conspiracy. It is a coordination path. But once
the path gives one group control over property and enforcement, it becomes a power relation, not merely a neutral
division of tasks.

7.3 Why care arrangements are the missing variable

The same fertility level can generate different outcomes depending on alloparenting. Grandmothers, siblings, fathers,
co-wives, other kin, and community institutions can share care. Flexible work and nearby production can preserve
women's economic contribution. Seclusion, isolated residence, or weak natal ties can reduce it.

This is why recent cross-cultural research warns against assigning a fixed fertility level to a subsistence label. In data
on 10,250 women across 27 small-scale societies, fertility varied substantially within categories; individual farming
involvement and market integration mattered differently by context.[”!
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Care should therefore appear inside the causal model rather than as an afterthought. If a theory says pregnancy
pushed women out of public work, it must ask who cared for children, how long breastfeeding lasted, where tasks
occurred, what mortality families faced, and whether women retained claims over the output.

Likely effect on mobility and bargaining Institutional implication

Shared care and flexible residence Costs are distributed across kin and sexes Women can retain broader work and alliance
options
Patrilocal residence with strong Care may be shared but natal exit options weaken Security and dependence can rise together

in-law support

Patrilocal residence with weak High workload and isolation Household authority can become strongly

support asymmetric

Nearby household production Care and production can be combined Contribution may remain high but ownership
still matters

Distant field, herd, trade, or war Child-compatible participation becomes harder External networks and assets concentrate among

work the mobile

Reliable contraception and Timing and continuity of education or work improve Old task divisions become less economically

childcare services necessary

Table 7.1. Reproduction has social consequences through the care system surrounding it.

7.4 Maternal mortality, risk, and family strategy

In high-mortality settings, families make decisions under severe uncertainty. Early marriage, repeated births,
extended kin households, and strong claims on daughters-in-law can be understood partly as strategies for lineage
survival and labor. Understanding that logic does not make coercion or unequal rights morally acceptable.

A family may also invest differently in sons and daughters when residence and inheritance send daughters to another
lineage. If sons remain, inherit, perform ancestor rites, defend land, or support parents, parents receive different
expected returns from each child. Patrilocality and patriliny can therefore reinforce son preference without any claim
that sons are intrinsically more valuable.

The feedback can become self-confirming. Parents invest more in boys because boys inherit and stay; boys then
become more productive in recognized work; institutions cite that outcome as proof that inheritance should remain
male. Breaking the cycle requires altering expected returns, legal claims, care responsibility, and security - not simply
lecturing families about attitudes.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
Families respond to the rules they expect

If daughters leave and sons inherit, parents may invest more in sons. That unequal investment then produces the very
economic gap used to justify the rule. Institutions and preferences co-produce each other.

7.5 From demographic pressure to moral rules

High fertility and property transmission make marriage and sexuality public concerns for lineages and states. Rules
about premarital sex, adultery, divorce, widowhood, remarriage, legitimacy, veiling, and seclusion often regulate the
placement of children and resources, not only private morality.

Women usually face stricter sexual regulation where maternity is observable, paternity affects inheritance, and a bride
moves between groups. Men may also be regulated through obligations to provide, marry within a group, protect
family honor, or recognize heirs. The asymmetry lies in which body, mobility, and reputation are most closely
monitored.
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Religious and legal systems later express these rules in moral language. That language can deepen enforcement, but
the demographic and property problem often predates the surviving formulation. This is why religion should be
treated as a participant in institutionalization rather than the automatic first cause.

7.6 Modern fertility decline as a natural experiment in change

Reliable contraception allows education, marriage, and childbirth to be sequenced with greater control. Goldin and
Katz found that access to the oral contraceptive pill for young unmarried women in the United States was associated
with delayed marriage and increased investment in long-duration professional careers.l?!

The result is historically specific and not a complete global account, but it illustrates the mechanism: reducing
uncertainty about fertility changes the expected return to education and employers' expectations about continuity.
Legal access, norms, health systems, and labor-market design determine who receives the benefit.

Fertility decline alone is not equality. Care remains necessary, and if it remains concentrated on women, career
penalties persist. The lasting institutional question is not whether children should exist but how the time, cost, and
risk of raising them are distributed.

REMEMBER THIS
Reproduction is not weakness; unsupported reproduction is constraint

The historical effect of childbearing depends on mortality, care sharing, work design, property, and law. Change those
conditions and the same biological capacity has different social consequences.
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° CHAPTER 8

8. Property, Inheritance, and the
Household

Storable wealth made lineage rules more consequential, but property did not move automatically into
male hands.

8.1 Why durable wealth changes family politics

Food, knowledge, reputation, and social relationships matter in every society. Land, herds, houses, irrigation,
workshops, stored grain, enslaved labor, and titles add a distinctive feature: they can be defended, accumulated,
transferred, and inherited. The household becomes an institution for reproducing both people and property.W]

Comparative data across 21 historical and small-scale populations found that material wealth was generally more
unequal and more strongly transmitted between generations among pastoralists and agriculturalists than among
foragers and horticulturalists. Land and livestock were especially consequential.m]

A study of eight agricultural populations likewise found strong intergenerational transmission of productive assets.
The argument is not that farming guarantees inequality, but that intensification and heritable land raise the possible
return to controlling succession.!”!

KEY TERM
Reproductive property

An asset such as land, livestock, office, or business that generates future resources and can be transmitted. Control
over the next owner can be as important as control over today's output.

8.2 The inheritance chain

A common materialist chain runs from private property to concern over paternity, control of women's sexuality,
monogamous marriage for women, and paternal inheritance. Friedrich Engels made this account famous in the
nineteenth century, drawing heavily on Lewis Henry Morgan's evolutionary anthropology.[49]

The chain identifies a genuine mechanism: if a man controls durable property and wants it to pass to biological
descendants, institutions defining legitimate wives and children become valuable. But Engels's universal sequence
from an earlier mother-right stage to monogamous patriarchy rested on limited evidence and a unilineal model that
modern anthropology rejects.

Gerda Lerner offered a different historical synthesis centered on ancient Mesopotamia. She argued that
appropriation of women's reproductive and sexual capacities was foundational and that the creation of patriarchy
unfolded over millennia rather than at one property event. Her work remains influential while its chronology and
generalization beyond the ancient Near East are debated.*®

The strongest modern formulation treats property as an amplifier rather than an independent first cause. It explains
why heirs and marital control become valuable. It still needs an account of who controls force, why residence and
descent favor men in a particular setting, and which alternative systems were available.
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8.3 Why property sometimes follows mothers

Matrilineal inheritance is not irrational under heritable wealth. Maternal relatedness is directly observable; sisters'
children belong to the same line; women may manage land-based subsistence; and men can hold offices or manage
property on behalf of a maternal clan.

Worldwide phylogenetic comparisons find matriliny more stable when it is joined to matrilocal residence, inheritance
of real property through the female line, or hereditary succession compatible with maternal descent. A descent rule
survives more easily when residence, property, and office support rather than contradict it [44]

In Solomon Islands data, reef resources were associated with matrilineal inheritance. Yet this did not consistently
produce greater female political or economic agency. The case is a valuable warning: a resource can shape descent
without settling the distribution of everyday power.[80]

8.4 Bridewealth, dowry, and marriage transfers

Marriage transfers are frequently reduced online to a price paid for a woman. Their meanings vary. Bridewealth may
compensate a lineage for labor or reproductive claims, formalize obligations between kin groups, or secure rights for
a wife and children. Dowry may be a daughter's premortem inheritance, a contribution to the new household, a
status display, or a transfer controlled by the husband or his family.

The same named practice can strengthen or weaken a woman's bargaining position depending on legal ownership
and return rights. A dowry she controls and can reclaim at divorce differs from property absorbed by in-laws.
Bridewealth that creates enforceable obligations differs from a payment treated as ownership of the bride.

Marriage transfers also interact with class. Competitive dowry or bridewealth can delay marriage, indebt households,
rank families, and favor sons or daughters differently. An origin theory must therefore ask who gives, who receives,
who controls, whether the asset is refundable, and what rights accompany it.

Potential protective function Potential unequal function

Dowry A daughter's property or inheritance; security in marriage Asset captured by husband or in-laws; competitive
burden on natal family

Bridewealth Creates obligations and recognizes value of labor or lineage ~ Treated as purchase, limits divorce, or transfers
ties reproductive claims
Dower Husband's legally recognized obligation owed to wife Nominal amount, delayed enforcement, or family

pressure to surrender it

Joint property Recognizes both spouses' contribution Title or management remains formally male despite joint
labor
Matrilineal land Secures women's natal residence and continuity Senior male lineage managers may retain public control

Table 8.1. A transfer's name does not reveal its effect; control and enforceability do.

8.5 Ancient law shows variation, not a civilization ranking

Ancient Egyptian women of nonservile status could own, inherit, transfer, and bequeath property, make contracts,
and bring legal actions. Marriage did not automatically erase a woman's separate legal identity. These rights varied in
practice with class, period, literacy, and access, but they complicate any claim that all early states used the same
paternal property model.POIE7]

Roman law centered the paterfamilias and patria potestas, yet women's property position changed over time and
depended on marriage form. Marriage without manus could leave a wife legally connected to her natal family and
preserve separate property, even while formal political citizenship and office remained male.®!

Chinese property history likewise moved rather than remaining static. Women could bring and retain dowry, inherit in
particular circumstances, and litigate, while consolidation of patrilineal succession in later periods narrowed some
claims. Birge and Bernhardt show why "Confucian law" should not be treated as one rule across a millennium.[6263]
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8.6 Ownership, management, use, and benefit are separate

A record saying that a woman "owned" land may refer to title, use, income, inheritance, or disposition. She might
farm a plot but lack sale rights, hold dowry but need a guardian for litigation, manage household goods but not
choose an heir, or inherit only in the absence of sons.

The same distinction applies to men. A male household head may manage lineage land without an individual right to
sell it. A younger son may be included in a patriline but excluded by primogeniture. Collective property can restrain
both sexes while doing so asymmetrically.

Historical claims should therefore identify the bundle of rights: access, use, management, income, exclusion, sale,
mortgage, inheritance, and enforcement. The apparent paradox of female property inside a patriarchal system often
disappears when these rights are separated.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
Using an asset is not the same as controlling its future

Ask who has title, who receives income, who can sell, who can leave with it, and who chooses the next owner. Power
often sits in the last three questions.

8.7 The Indian example of legal change

India's Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act 2005 replaced section 6 so that a daughter in a Mitakshara joint Hindu
family becomes a coparcener by birth in the same manner as a son, with the same rights and liabilities. The reform
addressed a formal male-line institution rather than merely expressing a general aspiration.[eg]

In Vineeta Sharma v. Rakesh Sharma, the Supreme Court held that the daughter's status applies whether born before
or after the amendment and that the father need not have been alive on the commencement date. Later orders
reproduced this operative hoIding.WO]

A statutory right is a major institutional change but not self-executing social equality. Knowledge, records, litigation
costs, family pressure, informal renunciation, land fragmentation, and marriage expectations affect whether women
claim and retain shares. Law changes bargaining options even when practice lags.

REMEMBER THIS
Property helps explain persistence, not female incapacity

When control of land, herds, or office passes through men, male authority can reproduce itself across generations. That
is an institutional feedback, not proof that men created more value or women were unable to own.
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Q CHAPTER 9

9. Kinship, Marriage, and Male
Coalitions

Where spouses live and how lineages reproduce can turn dispersed individual differences into organized
power.

9.1 Residence is political

Post-marital residence sounds domestic, but it organizes alliances. In a patrilocal system, fathers, brothers, and sons
remain near one another while wives arrive from different natal groups. In a matrilocal system, sisters and mothers
remain together while men arrive. Bilocal and flexible systems distribute ties more widely.

A resident coalition can defend territory, mobilize labor, arrange marriages, sanction members, manage common
property, and dominate councils. The spouse who moves may gain support in the new household but loses daily
access to natal kin and familiar resources. Exit becomes more costly.

Ancient DNA makes parts of this pattern visible. Male-line continuity with incoming women at Gurgy and the Lech
Valley is consistent with patrilocality; maternal continuity with male movement in Iron Age Britain is consistent with
matrilocality. Neither pattern directly measures whether the incoming spouse was powerless.[77][25][24]

9.2 Why patrilocality can reinforce patriarchy

Patrilocality can create four linked asymmetries. First, men retain lifelong cooperation with close male kin. Second,
women enter households where they are initially outsiders. Third, sons become the expected defenders and
inheritors of local assets. Fourth, daughters' labor and children are expected to contribute elsewhere.

The arrangement can strengthen senior women relative to junior women even while the system remains
male-centered. A mother-in-law may exercise authority over a new bride because age and lineage position partly
compensate for her earlier subordination. This is one reason women can enforce patriarchal norms without
disproving their gendered structure.

Patrilocality is neither universal nor sufficient. Strong natal-kin ties, return rights, women's property, mutual marriage
alliances, market income, or state protection can alter bargaining. Some patrilocal households are cooperative; some
matrilocal households contain male violence or male political office. Residence changes probabilities and resources,
not moral character.

WHY THIS MATTERS
Power can come from being surrounded by your own kin

A household newcomer negotiates with people who already share history, property, and loyalty. Residence can
therefore affect bargaining even when formal rules say husband and wife are equal.

9.3 Descent solves membership; it also excludes

Lineages answer who belongs, who owes support, who inherits, who may marry whom, who avenges harm, and who
succeeds to office. Clear membership can facilitate cooperation across generations. It also creates boundaries around
legitimacy and exclusion.
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Patrilineal descent can align men, names, land, ancestor rites, and political office. Matrilineal descent can align
women, maternal clans, land, and succession, though men may act as lineage representatives. Bilateral systems
recognize both sides but may require different rules for dividing finite property.

Low's cross-cultural study found matrilineal or double descent associated with women's overt political power in its
sample, while several other proposed correlates were not. The finding is evidence that kinship can support coalitions
and office; it is not proof that matriliny guarantees female rule.l*”!

9.4 Paternity, legitimacy, and the regulation of sexuality

Maternity is normally observable; paternity historically depended on social recognition. Where a man's land, title, or
lineage membership passes to biological sons, uncertainty can make sexual exclusivity a property concern. Marriage,
adultery, seclusion, virginity, and widowhood become institutions for organizing heirs.

The mechanism should not be exaggerated. Social fatherhood can operate without genetic certainty. Matriliny routes
inheritance through a known maternal line. Adoption, levirate, clan membership, and legal presumptions solve
legitimacy differently. The existence of paternity uncertainty does not logically require control of women.

Restrictions are also stratified. Elite women whose marriages transfer dynastic property may face more seclusion than
working women whose labor must remain public. Enslaved women can face extreme sexual exploitation precisely
because elite lineage rules protect some women while excluding others.

9.5 Marriage as alliance, not only romance

In many premodern settings, marriage joined households, land, labor, ritual status, and political allies. Individual
attraction could exist, but kin groups had material stakes in the match. This helps explain arranged marriage,
endogamy, exogamy, cousin marriage, bride service, plural marriage, and controls on divorce.

Endogamy preserves property and status inside a community; exogamy builds alliances and avoids prohibited kin.
Caste endogamy in South Asia has been analysed as a mechanism of social reproduction in which control of women's
marriage and sexuality protects group boundaries. The concept of Brahmanical patriarchy captures that intersection,
while requiring careful limits across caste, region, and period.

Marriage can also protect. Recognized spouses may gain maintenance, inheritance, legitimacy for children, alliance
support, and enforceable obligations. The historical task is to compare these benefits with constraints on exit,
sexuality, work, and personhood rather than label marriage itself either liberation or oppression.

9.6 Transitions away from matriliny

A newly coded review of the Standard Cross-Cultural Sample identified both transitions away from and toward
matriliny. Depending on coding strictness, movement away appeared more common. The strongest clusters involved
subsistence transition, social complexity, markets, and colonial institutions; warfare and paternity-uncertainty
explanations received less consistent support.[43]

The authors warn that apparent decline partly reflects the colonial and globalizing period in which ethnographies
were recorded. A mission, court, cash crop, land title, or state office may recognize male household heads and
thereby transform a system that was already changing.

Slave-trade exposure in Africa is associated with later matriliny in some research, plausibly because male-biased
disruption made maternal links more reliable. The result shows that severe shocks can push kinship in more than one
direction.®"!

Male-kin coalition Patrilocality co-occurs with male control of defense, land, or Patrilocality without male-skewed authority across
councils comparable cases
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Heritable wealth Descent becomes more formal where productive assets Strong inheritance rules without durable wealth, or
transmit wealth without lineage concern

Paternity and heirs Sexual regulation intensifies when paternal transmission Stable paternal inheritance with little concern for
matters legitimacy

Women's production Female-controlled productive resources support maternal High production with no control, showing
descent or bargaining contribution alone is insufficient

Colonial codification Male household categories harden under courts, titles, Local systems remain unchanged despite
census, or missions institutional replacement

Table 9.1. A useful theory makes predictions and admits evidence that could count against it.

9.7 Kinship is not destiny

Kinship systems are durable because people organize love, obligation, identity, property, ritual, and security through
them. They are also adaptable. Migration, wage work, schooling, state pensions, land reform, interfaith marriage,
lower fertility, and legal change alter who depends on whom.

Replacing patriliny with bilateral inheritance can increase daughters' formal claims while weakening collective land.
Replacing matriliny with individual property can give some women title while reducing the security of the maternal
clan. Reform has distributional effects inside each sex and generation.

The appropriate goal is not to identify one universally superior lineage diagram. It is to ask whether individuals have
equal dignity, meaningful consent, secure rights, support for care, fair claims over contributions, and protection from
coercion within the system they inhabit.

REMEMBER THIS
Kinship turns relationships into institutions

Residence and descent decide whose relatives surround a person, whose property continues, and whose obligations
are enforceable. That is why family structure can become political power.
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@ CHAPTER 10

10. War, States, Law, and the Costs
of Hierarchy

Organized coercion can scale male advantage, but warfare is neither a universal origin nor a benefit
shared equally by all men.

10.1 Why organized violence matters

If men dominate close combat, raiding, herd defense, and weapon training under a particular technology, military
organization can become a route to political voice. Warriors control coercion, form coalitions, gain prestige, capture
resources, and demand authority in exchange for defense.

Evolutionary models examine why male-biased warfare may coevolve with sex differences in risk and coalitional

behavior. Such models clarify possible incentives; they do not demonstrate that one pathway occurred in every
ity [34]

society.

Anthropological review also resists the claim that war simply expresses an ancient male instinct. Violence varies
sharply with ecology, political organization, history, and relations with states. Women have participated in war, men
have avoided it, and some societies constrain lethal conflict. 2!

10.2 The classic warfare theory and its limits

Divale and Harris argued in 1976 that warfare was the most important cause of a male-supremacist complex in band
and village societies, connected to demographic regulation and female infanticide. The study used cross-cultural and
demographic data from 112 societies.*®

The theory was influential because it linked male coalitions, war, population, and ideology in a testable way. Its
assumptions about causation, female infanticide, and cultural coding have been heavily debated. Later work finds war

an inconsistent predictor of transitions away from matriliny.[43]

The appropriate use is historical: war can intensify male solidarity and exclude those outside the warrior role. It is not
established as the unique root of gender hierarchy, and peaceful lineage dynamics can produce some patterns
previously attributed to violence.

10.3 From warrior coalition to state

States concentrate taxation, administration, courts, record keeping, and coercion. Surplus supports specialists who no
longer produce all of their own food. Officials can define households, register land, enforce contracts, classify
legitimate heirs, punish sexuality, and mobilize armies across many communities.

State formation did not follow one path. Spencer's model emphasizes territorial expansion across six cases of primary
state formation; Tilly's famous account links coercion and capital in European state making. Neither is a universal
gender theory, but both show how organized force and revenue build durable offices.>21>3]

Recent global work connects grain, agricultural intensification, taxation, writing, and state formation across historical
data. Grain is divisible, storable, visible, and taxable. The study does not directly prove a gender effect, but it
identifies the administrative environment in which household and inheritance categories can be scaled.’®
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10.4 How states can formalize household hierarchy

A state needs legible units for tax, labor, service, and succession. The male household head can become such a unit
where men already control external production or military duty. Administrative convenience then turns a local
custom into a recognized legal category.

Written law can stabilize expectations beyond face-to-face kin negotiation. Marriage contracts, adultery rules, widow
rights, guardianship, legitimacy, and inheritance become enforceable by courts. Formalization may protect some
women against arbitrary treatment while preserving an unequal status structure.

The Code of Hammurabi illustrates this mixed character. Its provisions are strongly differentiated by sex, marital
status, and class. They regulate wives, adultery, divorce, dowry, children, and inheritance, while also giving some
women claims to property or maintenance under stated conditions.[”!

Middle Assyrian laws include severe status-specific controls over sexuality and veiling. At the same time, Old Assyrian
commercial archives document women managing textiles, credit, property, and family enterprise. Prescription and
practice must remain separate.[86][87]

KEY TERM

State legibility

The simplification of people and property into categories an administration can record and govern - household head,
taxpayer, legitimate heir, widow, citizen, slave, landholder. Legibility can enable protection and control at the same
time.

10.5 The Y-chromosome bottleneck: a model dispute, not a
solved massacre

Population-genetic research inferred a major reduction in male effective population size roughly 5,000-3,000 years
ago without an equivalent female-line reduction. Effective population size describes lineage diversity and
reproductive contribution; it is not a literal count of men alive 188

One model showed how competition among patrilineal corporate kin groups could eliminate entire male lineages
and produce the pattern. The fit made violent clan competition a plausible explanation.[gg]

A later model showed that nonviolent segmentary lineage dynamics and unequal reproduction among groups could
also reproduce the bottleneck. Violence could accelerate the effect but was not necessary under the model; polygyny
alone was not sufficient in the tested calibration.’”’

The permissible conclusion is that the genetic pattern is compatible with expanding patrilineal organization and
highly unequal male reproductive success. It does not prove that patriarchal warriors killed most men, that all regions
shared one cause, or that the bottleneck identifies the origin of patriarchy.

CONTESTED CLAIM
Did male clans violently create the bottleneck?

One supported possibility: violent competition eliminated male lineages. A supported alternative: peaceful lineage
fission and unequal reproduction can generate a similar signal. Genetic data alone do not adjudicate the social
mechanism.

10.6 Patriarchal hierarchy also disciplines men

Male-skewed office does not imply equal male power. Senior men may command sons, clients, tenants, soldiers,
servants, enslaved people, and defeated men. Primogeniture can privilege one son over his brothers. Military honor
can give men public status while requiring exposure to injury, death, separation, and obedience.
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The concept of hegemonic masculinity describes a culturally honored model that legitimates both men's dominance
over women and hierarchy among men. Not every man embodies or benefits equally from the ideal; subordinate
masculinities and nonconforming men can be stigmatized.[54]

Provision and protection norms can carry dignity and meaning while becoming coercive when a man is valued only
for income, risk, stoicism, or violence. A balanced history recognizes these costs without pretending that they cancel
women's legal or bodily subordination.

This is also why the word "privilege" should remain specific. A poor conscript may possess male legal advantages
relative to a comparable woman while being radically less powerful than a male ruler. More than one hierarchy can
be true at once.

m Potential advantage Potential imposed cost

Senior male household head Property management, authority, lineage Provision duty, conflict responsibility, dynastic pressure
representation

Younger son Membership in male line, future public access Obedience, conscription, exclusion by primogeniture

Soldier or warrior Prestige, booty, citizenship or office pathways Injury, death, trauma, compulsory service

Poor male laborer Some gendered freedom or mobility Dangerous work, tribute, low political voice, landlord
control

Widow or senior woman Household experience, property claims, authority over Sex-based legal limits, vulnerability without male or natal

juniors protection

Junior wife or daughter-in-law Household membership and possible future status Outsider position, labor burden, reduced exit and property

control

Table 10.1. Patriarchal institutions distribute advantage and burden through gender, generation, and class simultaneously.

10.7 War can disrupt as well as reinforce gender order

Conflict can strengthen militarized masculinity, sexual violence, and male political networks. It can also kill or displace
men, force women into production and household leadership, expose contradictions in old roles, and create new
collective organizations.

Research on post-conflict settings shows that mobilization is contingent. New public roles may persist, disappear
after demobilization, or be absorbed into a different hierarchy. Greater participation during war is not the same as
durable equality afterward.[83/6%]

A serious warfare theory therefore predicts variation: the effect depends on who fights, who controls weapons and
land, whether the state recognizes service, how casualties alter households, and whether post-war institutions
preserve new rights.

REMEMBER THIS
Coercion scales a system; it does not explain every part of it

Warriors and states can enforce property, marriage, and status rules across large populations. The content of those
rules still comes from kinship, economy, religion, class, and political struggle.
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G CHAPTER 11

11. Regional Patterns in Ancient and
Premodern Worlds

Civilizations did not line up on one ladder from matriarchy to patriarchy; they assembled different
combinations of family, property, work, office, and ritual power.

11.1 Do not rank whole civilizations with one word

A statement such as "Egypt was better for women than Greece" can be a useful opening comparison, but it is not yet
a complete historical claim. Better in contractual capacity, inheritance, marriage, political office, bodily autonomy,
literacy, labor, or daily security? Better for an elite widow, enslaved worker, rural cultivator, royal woman, or migrant?

The evidence is also uneven. Mesopotamia left law codes, contracts, administrative tablets, and literary texts. Egypt
preserved papyri, monuments, and elite tombs. Greece and Rome generated philosophical, legal, dramatic, and
epigraphic records. Many African and Indigenous American institutions were filtered through oral transmission and
later colonial observers. Archive size is not the same as historical importance.

The purpose of this chapter is therefore comparative diagnosis, not a beauty contest. Each case is read across five
questions: who held property, who belonged to a lineage, who could make or exit marriage, who occupied formal
office, and whose labor and sexuality were regulated.m]

KEY TERM
Institutional bundle

A recurring combination of rules - for example patrilineal inheritance, patrilocal residence, male household
representation, and sex-specific marriage law. Bundles can be strong in one domain and weak in another.

11.2 Mesopotamia: hierarchy, contracts, and status

The urban societies of ancient Mesopotamia provide some of the earliest extensive written evidence for households,
debt, land, temples, slavery, marriage, and inheritance. The records are not one continuous legal system. Sumerian
cities, Old Babylonian kingdoms, Assyrian states, and later empires differed across more than two millennia.

The Code of Hammurabi, conventionally dated to the eighteenth century BCE, prescribes different consequences
according to sex, class, marital status, and freedom. Its family provisions treat marriage as a legally and economically
consequential arrangement, regulate adultery and divorce, and address dowry, maintenance, children, and
success[iscgl]m The text displays male-headed household authority but also specific claims that wives or widows could
invoke.

Middle Assyrian rules on veiling make status visible on women's bodies: some women were required or permitted to
veil while enslaved women and prostitutes were prohibited. The institution was not simply "modesty for every
woman"; it marked rank, sexual status, and protection.[86]

Commercial archives complicate any picture of passive women. Women of Assur organized textile production,
exchanged letters, advanced credit, managed property, and participated in long-distance family enterprises
connecting Assur and Kanesh. Their agency operated inside marriage, kinship, and merchant households rather than
proving sex-neutral institutions.®”]
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The Mesopotamian lesson is mixed: written administration could protect claims by making obligations enforceable,
while the categories being enforced remained gendered and status-stratified.

11.3 Ancient Egypt: legal capacity without complete equality

Women in ancient Egypt could, in many periods, own, inherit, buy, sell, and bequeath property; enter contracts;
initiate litigation; and in some circumstances end a marriage. Surviving legal documents record women acting in their
own names rather than only through a permanent male guardian.[56”57]

Those capacities make Egypt an important counterexample to the claim that every ancient state treated women as
legally incapable. They do not make Egypt a matriarchy. Kingship was normally male, high office was overwhelmingly
male, households and occupations were differentiated, and exceptional female pharaohs acquired authority through
a royal institution conventionally coded as masculine.

Royal women, priestesses, village women, servants, and enslaved women cannot be treated as one class. Nor should
a papyrus rule be assumed to describe every village practice. Egypt shows why legal personhood and political
representation must be measured separately.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
Women could have rights in a male-led state

Ancient Egypt demonstrates that patriarchy is not an all-or-nothing label. Significant property and contractual rights
can coexist with male-skewed kingship and office.

11.4 Classical Greece and Rome: citizenship, household, and
variation

The Greek world was politically fragmented. Athens is often used as shorthand for all Greece, yet Spartan property
patterns, colonial cities, Hellenistic kingdoms, and local customs differed. In classical Athens, citizen women's legal
and political position was mediated through male guardianship, while enslaved and noncitizen women faced other
constraints. Goddesses and powerful heroines did not create equal civic membership.[60]

Rome organized social life through citizenship, slavery, marriage, and the authority of the paterfamilias. Roman
family law changed across the Republic, Empire, and late antiquity. Forms of marriage differed in whether a woman
entered her husband's legal family; dowry, guardianship, divorce, succession, and maternal status evolved rather than
remaining one fixed system‘[

Roman women could own and manage property under important conditions, sponsor buildings, conduct business,
and use kin networks. Yet voting, magistracy, military command, and formal civic authority remained male domains.
Imperial women sometimes exercised enormous influence without converting the political constitution into female
rule.

These cases also warn against deriving social facts directly from philosophy or drama. A misogynistic passage can
reveal a cultural argument, but one author does not measure the economic activity or legal strategy of all women.

11.5 China and East Asia: Confucian traditions were
historical, not frozen

Confucianism is better understood as a changing philosophical, ritual, educational, familial, and political tradition
than as a single church with one gender rulebook. Early texts place strong weight on differentiated roles, family
hierarchy, filial duty, and ritual order. Yet scholars dispute whether the familiar rigid separation of an inner female
sphere and outer male sphere accurately describes the earliest materials.® 11148
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Women's ritual work inside the household was not politically meaningless. Ancestral continuity, marriage alliances,
mourning, domestic management, and the production of cultivated persons depended on it. The fact that later
institutions called this work "inside" does not prove it lacked power; it does show that authority was organized
through differentiated locations.

Ban Zhao's Admonitions for Women, written around the first or early second century CE, accepts hierarchy and
counsels deference, diligence, and proper conduct. It also insists that girls require education. The combination is
historically important: an argument can expand women's competence while preserving unequal roles.147!

Song and Yuan legal and economic history shows that women's property claims changed with marriage, dowry,
widowhood, lineage organization, and state policy. Confucian reaction did not operate as one timeless rule, and later
imperial practice varied by class and Iocality.[62”63]

China, Korea, and Japan borrowed and reshaped Confucian vocabularies within different political economies and
kinship histories. Comparative scholarship therefore resists the phrase "Confucian culture did this" unless the period,
institution, and jurisdiction are named.|'%%!

REMEMBER THIS
A tradition is an argument across time

Later lineage rules should not automatically be projected backward onto early Confucian texts, and a philosophical
ideal should not automatically be treated as everyday practice.

11.6 African histories: gender, seniority, lineage, and colonial
categories

Africa contains thousands of communities and many descent, residence, ecological, and political systems. The
category "African patriarchy" is too broad to explain cattle-keeping patrilineages, matrilineal farming communities,
centralized kingdoms, age-grade systems, trading cities, and small-scale societies at once.

Oyewumi's influential study of historical Oyo-Yoruba argues that Western scholarship imposed a body-centered
man/woman hierarchy on a society in which seniority was a more fundamental organizing principle. The work is a
major postcolonial challenge to universal categories, but its stronger claims remain debated by African feminist
scholars who find evidence of gendered power alongside seniority.[64]

Amadiume's study of Nnobi-Igbo institutions describes social positions sometimes translated as "male daughters"
and "female husbands." The categories show that political and lineage roles did not map mechanically onto bodily
sex. They should not be romanticized: flexible office could coexist with hierarchy, seniority, wealth, and reproductive
obligations.[65]

Among Akan and Asante polities, queen mothers held recognized authority in relation to chiefly office, including
roles in selection, counsel, and lineage continuity. Their power existed in a paired and gendered constitution rather
than a simple state ruled by women. Colonial administrations frequently dealt with male chiefs as the official
representatives, marginalizing some women's offices.3"

This scholarship does not prove that gender was irrelevant before colonialism or that colonial rule invented every
inequality. It demonstrates that European legal categories, male-household assumptions, mission institutions, land
registration, and indirect rule could reorganize local balances.

11.7 The Americas: matrilineal politics and colonial
disruption

Indigenous societies of the Americas ranged from mobile bands to large agrarian states. They cannot be summarized
as uniformly egalitarian, patriarchal, or matriarchal. Descent systems, residence, war, tribute, ritual, land use, and
colonial transformation differed sharply.
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The Haudenosaunee Confederacy offers a well-documented case in which clans are matrilineal and clan mothers
have authority in the selection and removal of male chiefs. Male chiefs speak in council, while clan mothers hold
consequential responsibilities in lineage and governance. The structure is better described as complementary and

matrilineal than as women ruling all men.

[131]

European conquest altered population, land tenure, warfare, mission authority, and legal recognition. Colonial

observers often addressed men as chiefs or household heads even when women held land-use or lineage authority.
At the same time, precolonial societies had their own coercive and status hierarchies. A responsible account neither
erases Indigenous women's authority nor invents a paradise without conflict.

11.8 What the comparison actually establishes

Case

Mesopotamia

Ancient Egypt

Greek and Roman

worlds

Confucian East Asia

Selected African

systems

Haudenosaunee

Female authority or capacity visible in

the record

Contracts, dowry, property claims, textile and
merchant enterprise

Independent property, contracts, litigation,
inheritance in many periods

Property and public patronage varied by polity

and period

Ritual, household management,
dowry/property, education, court influence

Queen mothers, flexible offices, maternal
descent, market networks

Matrilineal clans; clan mothers select or remove

Male-skewed or unequal domain

Household authority, sexuality rules, state
and military office

Kingship and high office normally male

Citizenship, voting, magistracy,
guardianship structures

Patrilineage and formal political-literary
office

Chiefship, age and lineage authority can
remain male-skewed

Council speakers and war roles

Main caution

Law code is prescription; periods and
statuses differ

Elite documents do not describe every
woman

Athens or one Roman era is not the
whole classical world

Early text, later interpretation, and
practice differ

Colonial categories changed what was
recorded

Complementarity is not a mirror

chiefs differentiated patriarchy

Table 11.1. Regional variation defeats the claim that all dimensions of power always moved together.

Across the cases, three patterns recur. First, women often possessed more economic and legal agency than a slogan
about universal female seclusion suggests. Second, formal military and political office was commonly more
male-skewed than household production or property use. Third, sex interacted with status: an elite woman could
command lower-status men and women while remaining excluded from an office available to elite men.

The commonness of male-led states is historically significant. It is compatible with the earlier causal model:
technologies of war, territorial defense, tax extraction, and lineage succession often rewarded organized male
coalitions. The exceptions and mixed cases show that this was an institutional pathway, not evidence of a universal
female incapacity.

WHY THIS MATTERS

The past contains combinations, not two pure systems

History rarely presents a complete patriarchy facing a complete matriarchy. It presents bundles: female property with
male office, maternal descent with male chiefs, female ritual authority with patrilineal succession, or formal equality
with unequal practice.
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Q CHAPTER 12

12. India: A Long, Diverse, and
Contested History

No single text, invasion, caste, region, or reform can represent the subcontinent's gender history.

12.1 Why the phrase "Indian society" needs a map and a date

South Asia contains long histories of cities, villages, pastoral communities, forests, trade routes, kingdoms, empires,
castes, tribes, linguistic regions, and religious traditions. Family systems have included strong patriliny, bilateral
practices, matrilineal descent, joint households, nuclear households, and many local arrangements.

A claim about "Indian women" must therefore specify period, region, community, caste or class where relevant,
institution, and source. A Sanskrit normative text, a Buddhist donor inscription, a Mughal court memoir, a colonial
court judgment, a Sikh code, and a present-day household survey answer different questions.

India is also a place where interpretations of the past carry political stakes. Narratives of an original golden age, a
decline caused entirely by outsiders, a uniformly oppressive indigenous tradition, or complete colonial rescue each
select evidence to support a modern identity. The historical record is more complicated.

RESEARCH RULE
Never let one India stand for every India
Ask: which century, which region, which community, which class or caste, which institution, and which kind of source?

12.2 The Indus civilization: sophisticated cities, undeciphered
social rules

The Mature Harappan or Indus urban phase is conventionally dated roughly 2600-1900 BCE. Archaeology reveals
planned settlements, craft specialization, long-distance exchange, seals, weights, drainage, and diverse burial and
figurine traditions. The script remains undeciphered, so claims about family law, theology, and political office are
unusually uncertain.*”

Female-form figurines have often been labeled mother goddesses, fertility goddesses, or proof of matriarchy.
Archaeological context does not justify that certainty. Figurines can have many uses, and identifying a female image
does not tell us who controlled land, councils, marriage, or ritual institutions.['%%

The strongest verdict is disciplined ignorance: Indus society cannot presently be classified as a demonstrated
matriarchy, and its gender system cannot be reconstructed from figurines alone.

12.3 Vedic evidence: female voices inside changing
hierarchies

The Vedic corpus is layered rather than a single book written at one moment. The Rigveda, later ritual texts,
Upanishads, epics, and dharma literature reflect different genres and periods. Female deities, women associated with
hymns, and philosophical figures such as Gargi and Maitreyi are important evidence against claims of total
intellectual exclusion.!'""]
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They do not establish universal equality. Attribution of some hymns to female seers is textually and historically
debated, and elite literary visibility cannot measure the lives of all women. Witzel's analysis cautions against
converting traditional author lists directly into social statistics.!'%?!

Later texts show expanding concern with lineage, marriage, ritual eligibility, inheritance, sexuality, and household
order. The direction was not a single smooth decline; norms changed across schools, regions, and political
economies.

The frequently repeated story of a perfectly equal Vedic golden age followed by one later collapse therefore exceeds
the sources. Historical women had agency and intellectual presence, while institutions could still be gendered.

12.4 Dharma texts, Manu, and Brahmanical patriarchy

The Manusmriti or Manava-Dharmasastra, compiled around the turn of the Common Era and revised through a
manuscript tradition, is a major Brahmanical normative text. It contains strongly hierarchical prescriptions concerning
varna, life stage, marriage, dependence, inheritance, sexuality, and ritual conduct %4

It was not a single nationwide penal code uniformly enforced in every village for two thousand years. Dharma
literature was learned jurisprudence and normative reasoning interacting with custom, royal authority, community
institutions, and dispute practice. Modern legal categories should not be projected backward without care.'%!

Uma Chakravarti's concept of Brahmanical patriarchy explains how caste reproduction can depend on controlling
marriage and women's sexuality, especially through endogamy and patrilineal descent. It is powerful because it joins
gender with caste rather than treating women as one class. Its scope should remain historically and socially
specified.[103][m6]

Normative restriction and practical agency coexisted. Women could possess forms of stridhana, make gifts, work,
litigate, patronize religion, and influence households, but the meaning and security of these capacities varied.

KEY TERM
Brahmanical patriarchy

A historical framework describing the interaction of caste hierarchy, patrilineal reproduction, endogamy, and control of
women's sexuality. It is not a claim that every Hindu, caste, region, or century was identical.

12.5 Buddhist and Jain alternatives - and their own debates

Early Buddhism created a recognized order of nuns and preserved women's religious poetry in the Therigatha.
Inscriptions at sites such as Sanchi identify nuns and laywomen as donors, showing material patronage and
institutional participation rather than merely literary symbolism.“ommS]

Buddhist monastic traditions also transmit additional rules subordinating the nuns' order to monks. Scholars debate
the textual history, authenticity, purpose, and contemporary application of the garudhammas. The existence of an
ordained female community and the persistence of institutional hierarchy must both be acknowledged.“og]

Jain traditions contain an especially explicit doctrinal disagreement. Svetambara traditions recognize the possibility of
liberation for women in a female body and maintain a large female mendicant presence. Classical Digambara
arguments held that perfected nudity and liberation required male rebirth. The contrast shows that one broad
religious family can generate opposed gender theologies.mo]

Neither Buddhism nor Jainism can be summarized as simply egalitarian or patriarchal. Renunciation could open
authoritative lives beyond marriage while monastic institutions preserved sex-differentiated rules.

INDEPENDENT RESEARCH AND ORIGINAL WORK BY LOVEPREET SINGH 48



PATRIARCHY, MATRIARCHY & THE GENDER DEBATE PART 2 / ORIGINS AND CHANGE

12.6 Bhakti: religious voice can challenge hierarchy without
abolishing it

Bhakti traditions made personal devotion, vernacular expression, song, and saintly authority available through social
locations not monopolized by learned male elites. Women remembered as saint-poets could reject expected
marriages, question honor, claim divine intimacy, or speak with a public authority normally denied to them.!'3°!

Their lives should not be reduced to modern political manifestos, and exceptional sanctity did not automatically
transform property or family law for ordinary women. The institutional importance lies in the alternative basis of
authority: devotion could authorize speech that birth, office, or scholarship withheld.

Bhakti therefore belongs in both sides of the history. It shows religious traditions as resources for criticism and
female agency; it also shows the difference between symbolic challenge and general structural reform.

12.7 Sultanate and Mughal India: interaction, not a one-cause
decline story

The claim that Muslim rule single-handedly created Indian patriarchy is historically untenable. Patriliny, caste
endogamy, child marriage in some communities, control of sexuality, and female seclusion among elites have
histories that cannot be assigned to one invasion or religion.

Purdah and seclusion changed through court culture, security, honor, class emulation, region, and community.
Practices associated with high status also appeared among some Hindu groups. Working women whose labor was
required in fields, workshops, markets, or service could not live the same secluded life as an elite court household.

Mughal imperial women owned property, commissioned architecture, conducted trade, patronized religious and
literary activity, formed political networks, and at times exercised major influence. Ruby Lal's work on early Mughal
domesticity shows the imperial household as a political arena rather than a private space without power.m(’]

Elite agency did not erase polygyny, dynastic marriage, guarded spaces, slavery, or male sovereign office. The period
is best understood as interaction among Persianate, Central Asian, Islamic, Rajput, regional, caste, and household
traditions.

12.8 Colonial rule: codification, reform, and new forms of
power

British colonial governance did not encounter a single settled personal-law system and simply preserve it.
Administrators, judges, translators, pundits, maulvis, missionaries, reformers, and litigants selected and reinterpreted
texts while building Anglo-Hindu and Anglo-Muhammadan law. Codification could harden one elite reading as the
rule for a broad population.[66][m]

Gender became central to arguments about civilization and legitimate rule. Colonial officials could portray
themselves as rescuers of women, Indian reformers could criticize harmful practices from within religious and ethical
traditions, and nationalist politics could treat women as bearers of cultural authenticity.

Lata Mani's study of the sati debate shows how women were often made the ground on which colonial and
indigenous authorities argued about tradition while women's own subjectivity remained constrained. This does not
make sati unreal or reform meaningless; it changes how the politics of reform is interpreted.mz]

Law both opened and closed possibilities. Recognition of male household heads, individual land titles, codified
inheritance, courts, census categories, education, and wage labor could alter local balances in patrilineal and
matrilineal communities. Feminist legal history therefore rejects both "colonial rescue" and "colonialism changed
nothing."ms][m
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12.9 A reform timeline - important dates, incomplete
transformations

_ Law or institutional change What it did - and what it did not do

4 Dec 1829 Bengal Sati Regulation XVII Declared sati illegal and punishable in the Bengal Presidency; later extension and
enforcement remained historical processes.

1856 Hindu Widows' Remarriage Act Legally enabled remarriage for Hindu widows under colonial law; did not remove
stigma, economic dependence, or every inheritance consequence.

1929/ 1 Apr 1930 Child Marriage Restraint Act Set minimum-age restraints and penalties; later amendments and replacement law
changed standards and enforcement.

1950 Constitution of India in force Established equality, nondiscrimination, liberty, and reform powers within a
constitutional order; rights require interpretation and implementation.

1954-1956 Special Marriage Act and Hindu-law reforms Reorganized civil marriage, succession, adoption, guardianship, and maintenance for
covered populations; personal-law plurality continued.

2005 Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act Made daughters coparceners by birth under the amended Mitakshara framework on
the same basis as sons.

2020 Vineeta Sharma v. Rakesh Sharma Supreme Court held that the daughter's coparcenary right is by birth and does not
depend on the father being alive on 9 Sept 2005.

Table 12.1. Formal law changes a rule; social access, records, litigation cost, family pressure, and enforcement determine how fully the right is
realized [137111381[68][69]70]

12.10 The Constitution, succession, and the gap between right
and use

India's Constitution guarantees equality before law and equal protection, prohibits specified forms of discrimination,
permits special provisions for women and children, and places personal liberty and dignity within a wider
constitutional structure. These provisions reject the idea that historic male authority is a sufficient legal justification
today,[68]

The Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act 2005 removed the sex distinction in Mitakshara coparcenary status for
daughters within its statutory scope. In Vineeta Sharma, the Supreme Court clarified that the right is by birth and is
not conditional on the father being alive when the amendment commenced.®?7%!

A legal entitlement is not self-executing. Awareness, land records, family settlement, litigation delay, cost, retaliation,
emotional attachment, and pressure to relinquish a share can produce a gap between law and actual control. This
gap is evidence about implementation, not proof that the right is unnecessary.

India also retains plural personal laws and special customary or regional arrangements. Any current legal claim
requires jurisdiction-specific checking; this historical chapter is not individualized legal advice.

12.11 Sikh teaching, Punjab, and the code-practice gap

The Guru Granth Sahib contains a famous passage on Ang 473 asking why woman should be called bad when kings
are born from her. In context it is a strong rejection of contempt for women, not a complete modern statute about
every institutional role.l*4

The Sikh Rehat Maryada presents women and men as participants in Sikh initiation and congregational life,
recognizes widow remarriage, and rejects treating face covering as a religious requirement. These resources support
a principled argument for equal dignity and participation.[114

Historical practice has not always matched that potential. Scholarship documents contest over women's
representation, ritual service, authoritative memory, and the construction of gender in Sikh institutions. Formal

theological equality should therefore be compared with actual access to leadership and prestigious ritual
[115][116]
roles.
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Punjab's agrarian economy, landholding, patrilineal inheritance, migration, honor, caste, dowry, military history,
education, and diaspora also shape gender practice. Religion is one layer within a broader regional institutional
system.

WHY THIS MATTERS
A liberating text does not enforce itself

A tradition may contain clear language of equal dignity while families and organizations preserve older practices. The
honest comparison is teaching, interpretation, institution, law, and daily life.

12.12 Matrilineal and tribal India complicate the national
story

Khasi communities in Meghalaya organize clan identity and important ancestral property through women, commonly
with special responsibility for the youngest daughter. Maternal uncles and male political institutions remain
important, and Khasi men have articulated grievances about role and representation. Matriliny therefore gives
women real security without creating a simple female dictatorship.“m

Historical Nair marumakkathayam in Kerala organized descent and property through the maternal line and the
taravad. Senior male karanavars could manage joint property, showing once again that maternal descent and female
political rule are different. Colonial courts, modern education, individual property, and marriage reform transformed
the system.mg]

Adivasi and tribal communities display further variation in descent, bridewealth, work, land, customary councils, and
exposure to state law. Some indicators may be less restrictive than dominant-caste practice while other vulnerabilities
- dispossession, poverty, violence, or exclusion from formal institutions - are severe.

These cases do not cancel widespread patriliny in India. They disprove the claim that one religious text or one
uniform family form explains every Indian region.

12.13 India's bounded historical verdict

"Ancient India was a perfect gender-equal golden Unsupported. Female intellectual, ritual, economic, and political agency coexisted with

age." differentiated and sometimes restrictive institutions.

"One scripture governed every Indian woman's False. Normative texts interacted with custom, courts, caste, locality, political power, and
life." competing traditions.

“Muslim rule created all Indian patriarchy.” False. Earlier and later institutions had multiple sources; Indo-Islamic periods also contained

variation and powerful women.

"British rule simply liberated Indian women." False. Some reforms mattered, while colonial codification and governance also hardened or
reorganized inequalities.

"Indian matriliny proves women ruled men." False. Maternal descent can protect women while senior men retain office or management.
"Constitutional equality solved the historical False. Formal rights are foundational, but enforcement, assets, care, safety, and norms shape
problem.” practical use.

"Religion alone explains Punjab or India."” Too simple. Economy, land, caste, migration, family, state policy, and institutional practice

interact with belief.

Table 12.2. The most common one-cause narratives about India fail because they collapse distinct periods and institutions.

INDEPENDENT RESEARCH AND ORIGINAL WORK BY LOVEPREET SINGH 51



PATRIARCHY, MATRIARCHY & THE GENDER DEBATE PART 2 / ORIGINS AND CHANGE

G CHAPTER 13

13. Judaism and Christianity: Text,
Office, and Historical Change

Related scriptures contain both hierarchy and equality resources; communities have interpreted and
institutionalized them in different ways.

13.1 The five-layer method

Religious influence is real, but it is rarely captured by one quotation. This chapter separates: (1) sacred or canonical
text, (2) later interpretation and disagreement, (3) religious institutions, (4) state or personal law, and (5) ordinary
family and economic practice. A claim that moves from one layer to another must supply evidence for the

movement.[%]

The method prevents two opposite errors. Critics sometimes select the most restrictive passage and declare it the
whole religion. Defenders select the most egalitarian passage and declare every unequal institution a betrayal
unrelated to religion. Historical traditions are arguments in which texts, authority, material interests, and reform
interact.

Judaism and Christianity also include many denominations, legal traditions, languages, movements, and periods.
“The biblical view" or "Christianity says" must be treated as an interpretive claim, not a self-proving fact.

1. Text What does the passage say in genre and context? Critical edition, translation, language, literary setting
2. Interpretation How have communities understood it? Commentary, jurisprudence, theology, debate

3. Institution Who may teach, lead, officiate, own, or decide? Constitution, canon law, ordination policy, records
4. State law What did public authority enforce? Statute, court, personal law, colonial code

5. Practice What did people actually do? Contracts, letters, census, ethnography, oral history

Table 13.1. The same five layers are used for every religious tradition in this report.

13.2 Judaism: patriarchal households and women within
covenantal history

The Hebrew Bible emerged from ancient Near Eastern societies organized substantially through patrilineal
genealogy, male priesthood, household authority, land, and descent. Its narratives frequently foreground fathers and
sons. Yet women act as judges, prophets, strategists, land claimants, household authorities, and agents of collective
survival.

Deborah judges Israel and Huldah is consulted as a prophet. The daughters of Zelophehad petition for inheritance
when their father dies without a son, and Numbers 27 records a rule granting them a claim while preserving a wider
kinship order. These episodes show recognized female authority and legal reasoning inside, not outside, a gendered

social world.['#3!

Biblical narrative is not a complete sociological survey. A powerful woman in a text does not prove universal equality;
a patriarchal genealogy does not prove that women lacked property, labor, religious knowledge, or household
influence.
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13.3 Rabbinic law: person, property, and maternal status

Rabbinic literature systematized marriage, divorce, vows, property, ritual, testimony, and family status through
centuries of legal argument. Wegner's influential analysis of the Mishnah describes women as legal persons in some
domains and as subject to male acquisition or control in others. The point is not that women were literally only
chattel, but that status shifted by institutional context.!'?

Rabbinic Judaism came to define Jewish status through the mother in important circumstances. That matrilineal
principle is a rule of communal membership, not a matriarchy and not necessarily a transfer of household or rabbinic
office to women. Cohen traces its historical development rather than treating it as an unchanged rule from the
earliest biblical period.“zs]

Jewish communities also lived under diverse imperial, Christian, Islamic, and modern state systems. Local economy,
minority status, communal autonomy, and surrounding family law shaped what religious rules meant in practice.

13.4 Modern Jewish movements show institutional
disagreement

Modern movements did not reach one conclusion about women's religious office. Reform Judaism ordained Sally
Priesand in 1972, the first woman ordained by a rabbinical seminary in North America. Conservative Judaism later
ordained women. Many Orthodox communities expanded women's study and professional roles while retaining
male-only rabbinic or ritual offices, with substantial internal debate [14°1146]

An official Rabbinical Council of America policy rejects ordaining women as Orthodox rabbis or employing women in
positions using a rabbinic title. That policy documents one institution's present boundary; it should not be presented
as the voice of every Jewish community.mm

The variation demonstrates path dependence and interpretation. The same broad textual inheritance exists alongside
different theories of legal authority, tradition, communal continuity, and equality.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS

Matrilineal membership is not female rule

A child can inherit communal identity through the mother while religious office, divorce authority, or public leadership
remains male-skewed. Descent and government are different dimensions.

13.5 Christian scripture contains both leveling and restrictive
passages

Christian communities inherited the Hebrew scriptures and developed a New Testament canon within the Greek and
Roman worlds. Genesis 1:27 presents male and female as created in the image of God. Galatians 3:28 declares unity
in Christ across Jew and Greek, slave and free, male and female. Romans 16 names women including Phoebe, Prisca,
Junia, Mary, and others among patrons, coworkers, apostles or notable laborers, depending on translation and
interpretation.[143][144]

Other passages instruct wives and husbands through differentiated household roles, restrict teaching or authority in
certain settings, or require head coverings and order in worship. First Corinthians 11 also presumes that women pray
and prophesy. The textual record therefore cannot honestly be reduced to either "the Bible commands equality in
every office" or "the Bible says women must never speak."mg]

Authorship and textual history matter. Many scholars dispute Pauline authorship of the Pastoral Epistles, and the
location or interpolation history of the restriction in 1 Corinthians 14 is debated. A report can note these disputes
without pretending that scholarship has erased the passages from communities that treat the received canon as
authoritative.
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13.6 Early Christian women: leadership existed, but its form
varied

Literary, epigraphic, and documentary evidence identifies early Christian women as patrons, household hosts,
missionaries, prophets, teachers, martyrs, ascetics, widows, deacons or deacon-like office holders, and participants in
networks of transmission. The titles, responsibilities, and recognition differ by place and period.[1 17

House churches could make the domestic sphere a site of public religious organization, but growing clerical
structures did not develop uniformly. Some later histories minimized women's offices; some modern reconstructions
overstate fragmentary evidence. The best scholarship defines the specific title and source.

Asceticism could offer an alternative to marriage and childbirth, education and community, or authoritative sanctity.
It could also subject women to new disciplines of sexuality, obedience, and bodily renunciation. Religious alternatives
to the household were neither simply liberation nor simple control.

13.7 Church institutions: doctrine, office, and denominational
change

Christian institutions later governed marriage, celibacy, divorce, inheritance, charity, education, and clerical office in
interaction with state power. Their effects varied across Catholic, Orthodox, Protestant, restorationist, independent,
and local traditions, as well as across colonial and postcolonial settings.

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that priestly ordination is reserved to men; Ordinatio Sacerdotalis states that the
Church has no authority to confer priestly ordination on women. Women exercise many other forms of theological,
educational, administrative, religious-order, and lay leadership, but not ordained priesthood under this teaching.mg]

Other churches changed their rules. The Church of England completed legislation enabling women to become
bishops in 2014 while also adopting principles intended to accommodate members unable to receive the ministry of
women bishops or priests.mg]

These institutional differences cannot be explained by scripture alone. They also reflect theories of ordination,
apostolic continuity, interpretive authority, ecclesiology, social movements, education, political context, and
organizational coalitions.

13.8 A balanced verdict on Judaism and Christianity

m What the evidence supports What it does not support

Did these traditions arise in Yes. Ancient households, citizenship, lineage, and formal That every rule in every later community came directly
patriarchal worlds? office were substantially male-skewed. from one scripture.
Do their texts contain hierarchy?  Yes. Several passages differentiate authority, marriage, That context and interpretive disagreement are

ritual, or teaching by sex. irrelevant.
Do their texts contain equality Yes. Creation, covenant, prophecy, discipleship, patronage,  That an egalitarian passage automatically produces
and female authority? and spiritual unity supply strong resources. equal institutions.
Have women exercised religious Yes, in multiple forms across both traditions and many That role labels were identical or that access was
leadership? periods. universal.
Can communities reform? Yes. Denominations have changed education, ordination, That change follows automatically or that all

ritual participation, and leadership rules. communities must use one theology.

Table 13.2. The evidence supports neither a one-verse indictment nor a one-verse acquittal.
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@ CHAPTER 14

14. Islam: Scripture, Jurisprudence,
Empire, and Practice

Qur'anic rights, classical legal asymmetries, women's agency, and modern reforms must be studied
together without apologetic or hostile simplification.

14.1 Begin with context - but avoid the "before Islam was pure
darkness" myth

The Qur'an emerged in seventh-century Arabia within a world of tribal affiliation, trade, slavery, warfare, marriage
exchange, and regional Jewish, Christian, and other religious influences. Practices affecting women differed by tribe,
status, and place. It is too broad to say that all pre-Islamic women had no rights, just as it is too broad to deny that
Qur'anic rules challenged some existing practices.

Islamic gender history must distinguish revelation, hadith, jurisprudence, court practice, imperial governance, local
custom, colonial codification, and contemporary national law. Muslims disagree about interpretation through
methods that are themselves historical traditions.

The Qur'an should be read by verse, genre, and subject rather than through viral paraphrases. This report uses an
established translation while relying on specialist scholarship for legal and interpretive context,[13911201140]

14.2 Property, dower, inheritance, and consent

Qur'an 4:4 directs that women receive their marriage gifts or dower. Qur'an 4:7 states that both men and women
have obligatory shares in what parents and close relatives leave. Qur'an 4:11-12 specifies inheritance shares under
several family configurations, and 4:19 rejects inheriting women against their will.[139

These provisions recognized women as holders of defined claims rather than merely objects transmitted between
men. Classical Islamic law generally treated a married woman's property as legally separate from her husband's, even
while marital law assigned differentiated rights and duties.[1221141]

The internet slogan "a woman always inherits half a man" is false. Some corresponding son-daughter or sibling
configurations assign a male twice the female share; other configurations give equal shares, fixed shares without a
matching male comparator, or different results based on kin position. The system is sex-differentiated, not captured
by a universal one-half rule.

Historical entitlement is not the same as universal receipt. Family pressure, informal settlement, documentation, court
access, and custom could limit women's control, while women also used contracts, dower, gifts, inheritance, and
litigation strategically.

FACT CHECK
“Every Muslim woman inherits half of every Muslim man*

False. Qur'anic inheritance is a kinship schedule with several configurations. Some pairings are two-to-one; other heirs
receive equal or independently fixed shares. Accurate criticism must state the actual relationship and estate.
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14.3 Moral equality and differentiated family rules

Qur'an 33:35 names Muslim men and women in parallel across belief, truthfulness, patience, charity, fasting, chastity,
and remembrance, promising forgiveness and reward to both. Other passages describe believing men and women as
allies and hold each morally accountable 131120

Moral or spiritual equality does not automatically answer every institutional question. Classical jurists generally
developed differentiated rules concerning financial maintenance, marital authority, divorce routes, polygyny,
guardianship, child custody, and some public offices. Schools of law disagreed on important details and practice
could depart from doctrine.[2211142]

Modern interpreters differ over whether differentiated responsibilities express complementarity under conditions of
male maintenance, whether they establish enduring hierarchy, or whether the Qur'an's ethical direction supports
more equal legal outcomes under changed conditions. Those are theological and jurisprudential arguments, not facts
settled by counting one verse.

14.4 Testimony: why Qur'an 2:282 is often overstated

Qur'an 2:282 concerns documentation of deferred debt. It recommends writing the transaction and, if two men are
not available as witnesses, one man and two women so that one may remind the other. The verse should not be

generalized without legal evidence into "a woman's word is always worth half a man's" in every criminal, civil, ritual,
or everyday matter.!

Classical jurists developed differentiated evidentiary rules by subject and school. Some matters associated with
women's bodily knowledge could be established through female testimony. Modern legal systems in
Muslim-majority countries do not apply one uniform rule.

A fair analysis can still ask why the debt verse uses a sex-differentiated arrangement and how historical market
participation shaped it. Context limits a claim; it does not make the difference disappear.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS
One debt-document verse is not every courtroom

Qur'an 2:282 has a specific transaction setting. Broader testimony rules came through jurisprudence and vary by legal
subject, school, and modern state.

14.5 Qur'an 4:34 and the central interpretive dispute

Qur'an 4:34 links men's giwama over or responsibility for women to expenditure and discusses marital discord using
terms whose translation and legal implications are deeply contested. Premodern interpreters commonly read the
verse within a hierarchical marriage and often permitted a bounded form of physical discipline. Modern interpreters
range from defending that inherited reading to strict limitation, nonviolent reinterpretation, or rejection on ethical
grounds.“39][12”

Ayesha Chaudhry's study shows that the dispute is not only over one Arabic verb. It concerns authority: whether
premodern consensus controls, how moral knowledge operates, what historical context does, and whether an
egalitarian ethical commitment may reshape interpretation.m”

It would be inaccurate to say that the verse has always been understood as completely nonviolent. It would also be
inaccurate to claim that every Muslim endorses wife beating or that modern reforming readings are merely
ignorance. The disagreement is real and should be stated plainly.
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14.6 Classical law and lived practice

Classical Islamic jurisprudence was not a single civil code. Jurists in several schools reasoned from Qur'an, prophetic
reports, consensus, analogy, custom, public interest, and other methods with different weight. Marriage was
commonly treated as a contract with dower and maintenance obligations, but husbands and wives did not receive
identical powers of unilateral exit, sexual access, residence, or polygyny.mzmm]

Court records and legal instruments show women buying, selling, endowing, inheriting, suing, appointing agents,
negotiating marriage stipulations, and seeking divorce. These acts demonstrate legal agency. They do not prove that
litigation was equally accessible or that the underlying family rules were symmetrical.

The charitable endowment or waqf could allow women to direct assets, support relatives, fund institutions, and shape
succession. It could also reproduce elite family strategies. The same instrument should not be labeled inherently
feminist or patriarchal without examining control and beneficiaries.

Hadith transmission and religious education included prominent women. Asma Sayeed documents historical change
in women's participation as transmitters of knowledge, including periods of visibility and later institutional shifts.
Religious authority was never wholly absent, but access and recognition varied.l'?*!

14.7 Empire, local custom, colonial law, and the modern state

Islam spread across societies with different kinship systems, including strongly patrilineal, bilateral, and matrilineal
communities. Local custom and Islamic jurisprudence could conflict, coexist, or divide domains - for example
ancestral land under maternal rules and acquired or religiously governed property under other rules.!1?®

Imperial administrations rarely applied one exhaustive family code to every household. Colonial regimes later
selected, translated, and codified parts of Islamic law, often making personal status a central marker of communal
identity. Postcolonial states then legislated different minimum ages, divorce procedures, polygyny rules, inheritance
processes, and court structures.

Consequently, a current statement about Muslim family law must name the country, statute, sect where relevant, and
date. Theology does not by itself describe the law of India, Indonesia, Tunisia, Saudi Arabia, Nigeria, the United
Kingdom, or diaspora communities.

Modern Muslim feminists, traditionalists, reformist jurists, Islamists, secular activists, and ordinary believers disagree
about both method and outcome. Professional scholarship studies the arguments; it should not pretend that one
camp is the entire faith.14%]

14.8 A balanced verdict on Islam and gender

Internet claim Bounded verdict

"Islam gave women no rights." False. Qur'anic and legal traditions recognized dower, property, inheritance, contract, learning, and
legal claims, though access varied.

“Islam made men and women legally identical." False. Classical family law contained important sex-differentiated rights and obligations.

"A woman's testimony is always half." False generalization from a debt-document verse and selected juristic rules.

“A woman always inherits half." False. Some paired shares are two-to-one; the full schedule contains other configurations.
"Qur'an 4:34 has one uncontested meaning."” False. Premodern hierarchy and modern ethical reinterpretation form a genuine dispute.
"Muslim women were merely passive victims." False. Historical records show property holding, litigation, patronage, scholarship, labor, and

political action.
"Female agency proves the system was equal." False. People exercise agency inside unequal institutions.
"One country shows what Islam necessarily does."” False. State law, economy, colonial history, sect, class, and local kinship change outcomes.

Table 14.1. Accurate description neither erases historical rights nor hides legal asymmetry.
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CHAPTER 15

15. Matriliny Without Myth

Maternal descent can reorganize property, belonging, and support without creating a universal system in
which women dominate men.

15.1 Five terms that must not be collapsed

Matrilineal Descent, clan identity, or inheritance follows the maternal Who holds political office or makes daily household
line. decisions.

Matrilocal / uxorilocal A couple lives with or near the wife's kin. Whether descent is maternal or whether women rule.

Avuncular authority A mother's brother holds responsibility or authority for That mothers lack all power; authority can be divided.

sister's children or lineage property.

Female-centered household ~ Women form the durable residential core. That fathers, husbands, or male kin are absent or
powerless.
Matriarchy Systematic female or maternal rule, defined by the author Mere visibility, inheritance through women, or one
across specified domains. female ruler.

Table 15.1. Most internet claims of matriarchy actually describe one of the first four arrangements.

Matrilineal systems matter because they show that patrilineal inheritance is not a biological necessity. They can keep
land or clan identity with a woman's natal group, surround women with kin, protect children after union instability,
and give mothers or senior women consequential authority.[46][44]

They do not reverse every hierarchy. Maternal uncles may control joint property, male chiefs may represent the clan,
sexed labor may remain unequal, and women may face violence or exclusion from formal politics. A system can
improve one dimension of women's security without satisfying every modern equality standard.

15.2 Khasi: daughters inherit, men still contest authority

Among Khasi communities in Meghalaya, clan identity is maternal and the youngest daughter often has special
responsibility for ancestral property and care. Children belong to the mother's clan, and the natal home can provide
women a durable base.!'?”]

Yet maternal uncles and men remain important in clan representation, religion, and politics. Khasi women have not
simply governed a population of subordinated men. Modern education, Christianity, wage work, migration, and
individual property have changed household relations.

Men's organizations have argued that matriliny disadvantages men or weakens fatherhood. Such grievances should
be examined rather than mocked. The correct test is concrete: who controls which property, who bears care, who
represents the clan, who can leave, and who receives public office? A male complaint does not by itself prove female
domination, just as a female complaint does not by itself prove total male rule.
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15.3 Nair histories: maternal property with a senior male
manager

Historical Nair systems in Kerala included marumakkathayam, descent and inheritance through the female line, and
the taravad, a corporate maternal household. Marriage and residence practices differed by status, place, and period;
popular accounts often reduce them to sensational claims about sexuality.

The senior male karanavar could manage joint property and represent the household. Women benefited from natal
security and maternal continuity while not necessarily holding final corporate authority. The arrangement is a clear
example of matriliny without a simple matriarchy.ms]

Colonial courts and modern reform favored standardized marriage, nuclear households, and individual shares.
Change gave some members greater personal choice while dissolving collective protections for others. Reform
therefore cannot be scored only as freedom replacing tradition; it redistributed risk and authority.

15.4 Minangkabau: ancestral land, maternal houses, Islamic
institutions

The Minangkabau of West Sumatra are often described as the world's largest matrilineal population. Ancestral
property and clan identity pass through women, senior women hold substantial household authority, and maternal
houses provide continuity. Men serve as maternal uncles, lineage representatives, religious authorities, migrants, and
office holders.

Minangkabau institutions combine adat or custom with Islam rather than choosing one and rejecting the other.
Different categories of property can be governed through different principles, and the relationship has been
historically negotiated.[1

The case disproves the idea that Islam and matriliny can never coexist. It also disproves the idea that maternal land
automatically makes every institution female-led.

WHY THIS MATTERS
Institutions can divide domains instead of choosing one pure logic

A community may keep ancestral land in maternal lines, recognize male religious and political offices, and apply
different rules to acquired property. Real systems are layered.

15.5 Mosuo: maternal households beyond the tourist myth

Mosuo communities in southwest China are known for maternal households and a form of visiting union in which
partners may remain members of their natal homes. Women can be central to domestic continuity, and maternal
relatives share responsibility for children.!?°!

Popular media often portray the Mosuo as a sexually unrestricted "kingdom of women" without marriage, jealousy,
fathers, or male authority. Ethnography documents more variation: visiting unions, cohabitation, marriage, paternal
involvement, household leadership, and political authority have all existed under changing economic and state
conditions.

Tourism can reward an exotic story that turns real people into evidence for a fantasy. The scholarly task is to describe
actual kinship and household practice, not use Mosuo women as symbols in an internet argument.
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15.6 Akan and Asante: paired offices, not a female mirror

state

Akan descent is substantially matrilineal, and Asante political institutions include queen mothers with authority in
lineage affairs, political counsel, and the nomination or removal process surrounding chiefs. Their office is

institutional, not merely ceremonial.

[130]

Male chiefs nevertheless held major public and military authority. The political order paired gendered offices and
lineage responsibilities rather than replacing kings with a government of women over men.

Colonial governments often recognized male chiefs as the legible authorities for indirect rule and reduced the public
standing of women's offices. This is an example of colonial transformation operating through administrative
recognition rather than only through explicit gender legislation.

15.7 Haudenosaunee: clan mothers and male chiefs

Haudenosaunee clans are matrilineal. Clan mothers have responsibility for selecting male chiefs and can remove a
chief who fails his obligations. Women also historically held important authority in agriculture, land use, household

continuity, and decisions concerning war and peace.

[131]

Male chiefs speak for clans in confederacy councils, and responsibilities are organized through complementary
offices. Calling the system "matriarchy” can make the clan mothers visible, but it can also hide the actual
constitutional relationship by implying that men possess no recognized authority.

European colonialism, missionization, land loss, imposed elected councils, and settler law altered these institutions.
Present official accounts preserve constitutional memory but should be read alongside historical scholarship and

community voices.

15.8 What matriliny changes - and what it may leave

unchanged

Maternal institution Important male role Why "matriarchy” misleads

Khasi

Historical Nair

Minangkabau

Mosuo

Akan / Asante

Haudenosaunee

Clan membership and important ancestral
property through women

Taravad and marumakkathayam inheritance

Ancestral land and houses in maternal line

Maternal household core; visiting unions in

many families

Matrilineal succession; queen-mother office

Matrilineal clans; clan mothers select chiefs

Maternal uncles; substantial formal political
role

Senior male karanavar manages lineage
property

Mamak, penghuluy, religious and migration
roles

Brothers, uncles, partners, fathers, village
and state roles

Chiefs and male military-political office

Male chiefs deliberate in council

Women gain natal security without
exclusive rule

Maternal continuity can coexist with
male management

Custom and Islam distribute different
domains

Practice is more varied than the tourist
story

Authority is paired rather than simply
reversed

Constitutional complementarity is not
female domination

Table 15.2. Matriliny redistributes security and authority, but no case is a photographic negative of total male rule.

15.9 Why stable matriarchies appear rarer than matrilineal

systems

A strict matriarchy would require women as a class to dominate multiple central institutions - organized coercion,
political office, property, descent, household authority, and sexual regulation - rather than merely inherit through
mothers. Well-documented societies more often distribute these domains than place all of them under women.
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Average male advantages in close combat under premodern technology, sex differences in pregnancy and lactation,
and the ease of organizing resident male kin may help explain why female-line descent did not commonly become
exclusive female control of armies and states. That is a conditional historical explanation, not a claim of female

intellectual inferiority.

Women may also benefit from allocating external defense or lineage representation to brothers while retaining land
and household continuity. Men may gain recognized responsibilities in their sisters' lineages. Functional
complementarity can be stable without producing equal freedom for every individual.

The scarcity of a mirror-image female patriarchy therefore does not prove that male patriarchy was morally right. It
shows that kinship can protect women without reproducing every mechanism by which militarized agrarian states
concentrated power.

15.10 What these cases teach the wider debate

Patriliny is not inevitable. Durable communities have organized belonging and property through mothers.
Women's kin support matters. A natal home and maternal land can strengthen security and exit options.
Property form matters. Corporate ancestral land creates different authority from individually saleable assets.

Men's roles do not vanish. Maternal uncles, chiefs, religious specialists, and partners can retain substantial
authority.

Modernization is not one-directional. Individualization can expand personal choice while dissolving collective
support.

Male grievances deserve evidence. Equality requires examining burdens and voice for every sex without
converting discomfort into a total-system label.

No case licenses contempt. Matriliny does not prove women are superior; patriliny does not prove men are
superior.

REMEMBER THIS

Matriliny is evidence against inevitability, not evidence of female supremacy

It proves that descent, land, residence, and care can be organized differently. Its actual strengths and inequalities must
be measured domain by domain.
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16. Colonialism, Industrialization,
and Institutional Change

Old gender bundles were not simply erased by modernity; law, markets, technology, fertility, education,
and political coalitions pulled them apart and recombined them.

16.1 Colonialism changed the rules it claimed merely to

record

Colonial states needed legible taxpayers, landholders, workers, subjects, tribes, castes, religious communities, and
household representatives. Census schedules, title deeds, customary-law manuals, and personal-law categories
converted fluid practices into administrative facts. Male elders and literate male informants were often treated as the
authoritative voice of a community.

The effect was not uniform. A colonial court might strengthen an individual widow's claim while weakening a
maternal lineage; recognize a religious rule while suppressing a local variation; educate girls while making a male
household head the unit of land or labor policy. Mission institutions could offer literacy and new organizations while
attacking indigenous female ritual authority.

Postcolonial criticism is strongest when it identifies such a mechanism. It becomes weak when it claims that every
precolonial inequality was invented by Europeans or that local women had no reason to criticize pre-existing
institutions. African and Indian scholarship both document interaction rather than an innocent-before/guilty-after

binary.[66] [113][64][65]

Possible gender effect Why outcomes differed

Land title and tax register

Census and customary-law

manual

Personal-law court

Mission and colonial school

Indirect rule

Wage and cash-crop economy

Recognize a male household head; individualize clan land;
occasionally document women's title

Harden caste, tribe, religion, marriage, or descent categories

Convert selected religious texts and interpretations into
enforceable rules

Expand literacy or employment; displace local ritual authority
or domestic labor

Recognize male chiefs and marginalize paired female offices

Increase independent income or concentrate valuable
production under men

Pre-existing tenure, crop, labor, inheritance, and who
could access officials

Enumerator choices, elite informants, later litigation, local
resistance

Community, school of law, precedent, translators,
statutory reform

Denomination, class, language, curriculum, family
strategy

Local political constitution and administrative
convenience

Crop, migration, control of wages, care, and property

Table 16.1. Colonialism often changed gender relations through administrative categories, not only explicit laws about women.

16.2 Industrialization separated home and paid work -

unevenly

In agrarian households, production and reproduction were often physically intertwined: fields, animals, food
processing, craft, trade, and care operated through family labor. Industrialization moved some production into mines,
mills, factories, offices, and transport networks with fixed locations and schedules.
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That change could exclude women where pregnancy, childcare, law, safety, or respectability restricted access. It could
also create wages outside patriarchal households, collective organization, urban anonymity, and new demand for
women's labor. The direction depended on industry, technology, family income, migration, and policy.

The ideology of a male breadwinner and female homemaker became influential in some industrial societies,
especially where a single male wage could sustain a household. It was never a universal description: poor women,
enslaved and formerly enslaved women, agricultural workers, servants, migrants, and family-business workers
continued to labor.

Goldin's long-run account of the United States describes a movement from income-driven withdrawal in some stages
toward greater labor-force participation, education, career identity, and delayed family formation. It is one national
history and a framework for comparison, not a universal timetable.’"!

16.3 Fertility and contraception altered the timing problem

High fertility, maternal mortality, breastfeeding, and repeated infant care historically consumed time and created
health risk. When education and professional training require uninterrupted years early in adulthood, uncertain
fertility timing can make investment costly even if formal admission is equal.

Reliable contraception changed that calculation. Goldin and Katz find that access to the oral contraceptive pill
contributed to delayed marriage and increased women's investment in lengthy professional education in the United
States. The mechanism is control over timing, not a claim that one technology alone caused women's liberation.®!

Fertility decline also changes household bargaining and parental investment. Fewer births can reduce cumulative
care, increase investment per child, and make daughters' education more valuable. The results depend on son
preference, care services, health systems, and labor demand.

Reproductive choice is therefore economically and institutionally important, while remaining ethically and religiously
contested. A historical explanation should not conceal the values involved.

IN THE SIMPLEST WORDS

Timing is power

When people can plan education, work, partnership, and parenthood with greater reliability, the cost of long-term
investment falls. That can change bargaining even before attitudes fully change.

16.4 Education and human capital changed men's incentives
too

An institution can change when former beneficiaries develop new interests. As returns to education rise, fathers may
value daughters' schooling, employers may value talent, states may want a skilled labor force, and voters may
support legal personhood even if older household rules advantaged husbands.

Doepke and Tertilt model a political transition in which men balance their interests as husbands against interests in
daughters' welfare and human capital. The model is not a literal account of every reform vote; it demonstrates why
rights can expand without assuming that one sex suddenly becomes morally pure.[94]

A broader review finds feedback between economic development and women's rights. Rights can increase
investment and productivity; development can raise the cost of exclusion. Neither direction is automatic, and legal
change can precede, follow, or interact with economic transformation.'”

This helps explain why "men created women's rights, therefore equality is a male gift" is a poor conclusion. Coalitions
included women organizers, male allies, affected families, parties, religious reformers, employers, and state actors.
Power holders may be necessary to pass a law without owning the moral right being recognized.
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16.5 From strength-intensive work to service and knowledge
work

Mechanization reduced the value of raw strength in many occupations while increasing returns to literacy, numeracy,
coordination, communication, and specialized knowledge. Service and professional sectors expanded. These changes
weakened one historical basis for a strongly sexed division of paid labor.

They did not make bodies irrelevant. Pregnancy, childbirth, health, physical standards, shift work, travel, and
occupational risk remain material. The proper response is task-specific measurement and reasonable
accommodation, not a universal assumption that every woman is incapable or every sex difference is imaginary.

Historical plough associations can persist through norms even when few people now plough. Families teach
expectations, employers anticipate careers, marriage markets reward roles, and institutions are designed around
earlier patterns. Cultural persistence is a mechanism, not a mystical national character.7/38113]

16.6 The care economy is the unfinished institutional bridge

Paid-work equality is difficult when unpaid care remains concentrated and workplaces reward uninterrupted
availability. Children, older people, disabled people, and sick people require time whether or not markets price it.
Families, states, employers, and communities decide who supplies that time.

The International Labour Organization identifies care responsibilities as a major barrier to women's labor-force
participation and emphasizes care services, leave, decent care work, and shared responsibility. This is an institutional
explanation: the constraint is not that women are naturally less serious about work.[3%

Men can also be trapped by the breadwinner side of the bargain. When paternal leave is stigmatized and masculine
worth is tied to earnings, fathers lose care time and carry provider pressure. Reform that normalizes men's care can
expand both women's paid-work options and men's family options.

Care policy has tradeoffs. Public provision requires resources; employer mandates can affect hiring incentives; leave
design can entrench mothers as default carers if fathers rarely use it. Good policy specifies who pays, who qualifies,
and how behavior may adjust.

WHY THIS MATTERS
A formally open door is not enough when the schedule assumes no one needs care

Equality at work depends partly on how care is financed, shared, and accommodated. The household and the labor
market are one connected system.

16.7 Law can remove barriers without instantly changing
behavior

Modern legal reforms have expanded women's capacity to sign contracts, own and inherit property, choose
employment, travel, participate politically, obtain education, and seek remedies. They have also addressed violence,
harassment, maternity, equal pay, and workplace discrimination with different scope and enforcement.>”!

The World Bank's Women, Business and the Law 2026 compares legal frameworks, supportive policies, and
enforcement-related conditions across economies. Its central methodological lesson is that legislation,
implementation systems, and outcomes are distinct. A statute can remove an explicit barrier while childcare, safety,
documentation, finance, or informal exclusion remains.['*

Legal indices are useful but incomplete. Coding necessarily simplifies a jurisdiction; local practice and intersectional
barriers can be missed. The direction of reform is nonetheless clear: historic precedent is not accepted as sufficient
reason to deny women equal legal capacity.
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16.8 Institutions can move from private to public forms

Walby's institutional theory distinguishes household production, paid employment, the state, male violence,
sexuality, and culture. It explains why a decline in a husband's formal authority can coexist with occupational
segregation, unequal care, or organizational barriers. Patriarchy can change form rather than simply vanish.?

A company may have a sex-neutral promotion rule while rewarding late-night availability built around an employee
with no care constraints. A family may endorse daughters' education while expecting daughters-in-law to absorb
domestic work. Informal enforcement can neutralize formal equality.

This is not a license to call every unequal outcome discrimination. Job choice, hours, risk, experience, performance,
preferences, and selection must be measured. It is a reason to examine how preferences and options were produced
rather than treating them as self-explanatory.

Goldin identifies nonlinear rewards for long, inflexible hours as a major remaining source of occupational earnings
gaps in high-income professional work. Where workers are substitutable and schedules flexible, the penalty can
shrink !

16.9 Why change produces backlash

A gender rule is connected to identity, marriage expectations, inheritance, status, religion, and livelihood. Changing it
can create real winners and losers, uncertainty about duties, and fear that valued relationships are being treated as
oppression. Backlash is therefore not explained only by hatred.

Some men fear loss of role, respect, or family access. Some women fear loss of security or condemn conduct that
threatens family reputation. Elites can mobilize these anxieties, while reform movements may speak in language that
humiliates people whose cooperation is necessary.

Kandiyoti's "patriarchal bargain" captures how women may defend an arrangement that grants security or eventual
seniority under constrained options. When the economy changes faster than the bargain, both younger women and
men can experience disorientation.” "

None of this makes coercion acceptable. It explains why sustainable reform combines rights with credible
alternatives: property security, jobs, care, due process, safety, and dignified roles for men and women.

16.10 The change engine

_ Old feedback weakened New risk if poorly designed

Girls' and women's education Dependence, literacy exclusion, low return to daughters Credentials without jobs; backlash; unequal quality

Contraception and health Unplanned timing, repeated fertility, maternal risk Unequal access; coercive population policy

Property and inheritance rights Dependence on male kin and marital status Paper title without possession; family retaliation

Service and knowledge work Premium on strength and male mobility Always-on culture; digital harassment; occupational
sorting

Childcare and leave Care as private female obligation Cost shifting; motherhood penalty if leave is
asymmetric

Political representation Male monopoly on formal agenda setting Tokenism; elite capture; violence against candidates

Religious reinterpretation Sacral legitimacy for one hierarchy Polarization or reform limited to symbolism

Due process and protection Private impunity and coerced silence Weak enforcement or procedures that abandon
fairness

Table 16.2. Reform works by changing assets, outside options, enforcement, and legitimacy; every lever also has design risks.
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The strongest explanation is a feedback model that treats biology as conditional, institutions as causal,
variation as evidence, and equality as a moral rule rather than a claim of sameness.

17.1 What each major theory can and cannot explain

Evolutionary / parental
investment

Biosocial / social-role

Materialist / property

Plough and task technology

Kinship / residence

Warfare / state

Religious / cultural

Feminist institutional

Bargaining

Postcolonial / intersectional

Useful mechanism

Pregnancy, lactation, mating competition, paternal
care, dimorphism

Task allocation shapes skills, expectations, and
stereotypes

Surplus and heritable assets increase concern with
heirs and labor

Strength-intensive, child-incompatible work
becomes male-specialized

Patrilocal male coalitions and patrilineal assets alter
bargaining

Weapons, defense, taxation, and office scale
coalitional power

Legitimation, identity, ritual, and moral sanction
reproduce rules

Linked structures persist beyond formal reform

Assets, outside options, kin, violence, and norms
shape choices

Gender interacts with caste, class, race, empire, and
legal category

Main strength

Explains recurring incentives and
conditional sex differences

Explains feedback and rapid historical
change

Connects family regulation to economic
power

Replicated long-run association and
persistence pathway

Explains strong cross-cultural variation

Explains formal coercion and civic
exclusion

Explains durability and motivated
compliance

Explains public/private shifts and informal
enforcement

Explains constrained compliance and
household variation

Corrects false universal subjects and
colonial distortions

Table 17.1. Theories are most useful as mechanisms with boundaries, not identities to defend.

17.2 The integrated causal model

The evidence supports a layered feedback model. Reproductive differences and average dimorphism created
constraints and opportunities. Ecology and technology determined whether those differences mattered for

production, mobility, or combat. Control of valuable assets and coalitions affected bargaining. Kinship and marriage
converted bargaining into durable membership rules. States scaled the rules, and religion, law, education, and
custom made them meaningful and enforceable.

Failure if treated as the

whole answer

Cannot derive a specific law, religion,
wage, intelligence rank, or moral
right

Needs an account of original task
and power allocation

No universal sequence; hierarchy
exists without private property

Plough does not explain every region
or domain

Patriliny is not total male rule; causal
direction may reverse

War is neither necessary nor
sufficient; hierarchy can cause war

Texts do not mechanically create
practice; traditions contain disputes

Becomes circular unless a specific
rule and mechanism are named

Does not by itself explain who
created macro rules

Cannot mean precolonial inequality
was absent

The arrows also run backward. A law can change property incentives. A religious reform can alter marriage. A war can
reorganize residence. A labor market can change fertility. A family rule can shape which skills children acquire,
making the rule appear natural in the next generation.
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No layer is sufficient. Pregnancy does not write an inheritance code. A plough does not choose patrilocality by itself.
Property does not dictate which sex controls it. A scripture does not interpret itself. A state can enforce equality or
hierarchy. The historical outcome is the interaction.

0 BIOLOGY ° TASKS a RESOURCES

Pregnancy, lactation, Mobility, risk, timing, Land, herds, tools,

average body differences child compatibility storable surplus

° KINSHIP e COERCION ° LEGITIMATION

Residence, descent, Warriors, policing, Law, ritual, custom,

marriage, inheritance state capacity education, narrative

The arrows are feedbacks, not a one-way law. Different societies combined the layers differently.

Figure 17.1. A six-layer feedback model. The same components combine with different strength across societies.

17.3 Why so many recorded states were patriarchal

The answer is not that women were idiots, less rational, or unable to organize. Under many premodern conditions,
pregnancy and lactation constrained mobility; close combat rewarded average male size and strength; herds and
distant fields rewarded mobile male coalitions; patrilocal residence kept those coalitions together; and inherited land
or office raised the stakes of recognized paternity.

When territorial states formed, they often recruited from existing warrior, lineage, priestly, and property-holding
elites. Those elites were disproportionately men. Record keeping then recognized male household heads, heirs,
soldiers, and officials. Law and religious interpretation converted a contingent concentration of roles into a legitimate
social order.

States that survive and leave archives are not a random sample of human life. Centralized, militarized societies are
more visible than flexible bands or communities without writing. Historical commonness therefore does not prove
universal existence or superior efficiency.

The system also did not require every man to conspire. Families pursued security, rulers pursued tax and war
capacity, parents pursued lineage continuity, and individuals adapted to reputational sanctions. Many local decisions
could reproduce a structure no single person designed.

DIRECT ANSWER
Why was the world often patriarchal?

Because several modest asymmetries repeatedly reinforced one another under agrarian, herding, military, and lineage
conditions, and states then made the resulting rules durable. Not because women lacked intelligence or human worth.
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17.4 Was patriarchy historically efficient?

An institution can be stable without maximizing total welfare. It may solve coordination for powerful groups, reduce
uncertainty about heirs, mobilize male defense, or organize care while imposing large costs on women, younger men,
disfavored sons, enslaved people, and outsiders.

Efficiency also depends on the objective. Efficient for a dynasty preserving land? For a state raising soldiers? For a
household surviving without public care? For individual freedom, innovation, health, or total productivity? A system
can perform one function while wasting talent and coercing people.

Selection among states does not establish moral superiority. A militarized institution might help conquer a neighbor
while damaging those who live under it. Survival tells us that a system reproduced under its environment, not that it
was just or optimal.

Modern knowledge economies increase the cost of excluding talent. When strength matters less, fertility can be
planned, education is valuable, and law can protect individual contracts, many old restrictions lose even their earlier
functional rationale.

17.5 Does biology mean patriarchy will return or never
disappear?

Biology does not disappear. Pregnancy and childbirth remain sex-linked, average physical distributions remain
different, and mating, care, and family formation continue to create interests and tradeoffs. A credible equality model
must work with those facts.

But biology underdetermines institutions. Contraception, medicine, sanitation, mechanization, communication,
education, insurance, policing, childcare, and flexible work change the consequences of bodily differences. Families
and laws can distribute the costs of care differently.

The persistence of some sexed preferences or roles would not justify inferior legal status. Equality does not require
every occupation, family choice, or trait distribution to become exactly 50:50. It requires that people not be denied
dignity, protection, opportunity, or fair reward merely because a group average or historic role is assigned to them.

Future arrangements may remain gendered in some respects, become more individualized in others, or develop new
inequalities. "Patriarchy will always exist" is not a scientific conclusion unless patriarchy is defined so broadly that it
cannot be disproved.

17.6 Why women sometimes defend patriarchal rules

Women are not a single political bloc. They differ by religion, class, caste, age, sexuality, family position, risk, and
values. A rule may disadvantage women on average while benefiting a senior woman, protecting a lineage, securing
marriage, or providing status under existing conditions.

Kandiyoti's patriarchal bargain explains how compliance can be strategic within constrained choices. A
daughter-in-law may submit partly because she expects authority as a mother-in-law. A family may restrict mobility
because reputation affects marriage prospects. A woman may defend a clerical boundary because she believes it
divinely authoritative >

Calling these women brainwashed denies agency; calling every choice free ignores structure. The disciplined question
is what alternatives, information, sanctions, material security, and moral commitments shaped the decision.

Men also support equality for varied reasons - justice, affection, daughters' opportunities, economic benefit, religious
conviction, or political coalition. Neither sex has one mind.
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17.7 Why men's suffering does not refute male-skewed
institutions

Patriarchal systems often privilege senior, propertied, dominant-group men while requiring younger or poorer men
to fight, provide, obey, suppress vulnerability, and accept dangerous work. Male homicide, workplace death,
conscription, imprisonment, homelessness, and family-role pressures deserve direct study.

Connell's hegemonic-masculinity framework explains how one honored model can subordinate women and rank

men against other men. A man can possess a sex-linked advantage in one legal or social domain and suffer severe
. . . . 54

class, caste, racial, health, or family disadvantage in another.>*

It is therefore wrong to say every man lives easily because patriarchy exists. It is equally wrong to say women's
exclusion cannot be real because men also suffer. Fair analysis compares like with like and remedies each
documented harm.

Two disadvantages can be true at once

Recognizing male burdens does not erase female subordination. Recognizing female subordination does not make
male pain disposable. Institutions distribute different risks and powers through sex, class, age, caste, race, and status.

17.8 What professionals broadly agree on - and what remains
disputed

e e

High confidence

High confidence

High confidence

High confidence
High confidence
Moderate to high
Moderate
Contested
Contested
Unsupported

Unsupported

Patriarchy is multidimensional; descent, residence, property, office, and everyday autonomy must be measured
separately.

No evidence establishes a universal prehistoric matriarchy or one universal transition from equality to male rule.

Agriculture, durable wealth, kinship, technology, and state capacity changed the incentives around family and
authority.

Matriliny and matrilocality exist and are not synonymous with female domination.

Religious traditions contain internal diversity; text, interpretation, institution, law, and practice can diverge.
Historical plough use is associated with persistent average differences in gender norms and public participation.
Patrilocal male-kin coalitions and some forms of warfare helped consolidate male authority in particular settings.
The post-Neolithic Y-chromosome bottleneck was principally caused by violent patrilineal clans.

Any one material, evolutionary, or ideological theory explains the first origin of patriarchy everywhere.

Women's lower intelligence, efficiency, or moral worth explains male-led states.

Historical commonness makes a hierarchy just, necessary, or permanently optimal.

Table 17.2. Confidence is assigned to claims, not to political camps.

17.9 The final verdict

Patriarchal institutions became widespread through converging mechanisms, not a single invention. Sex-linked
reproductive realities and average physical differences formed part of the initial conditions. Subsistence technology
and ecology determined their economic significance. Heritable resources made descent and paternity consequential.
Residence organized coalitions. War and states concentrated coercive office. Law, religion, custom, and socialization
stabilized the bundle.
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This explanation has boundaries. Forager societies varied. Farmers produced maternal as well as paternal systems.
Women held property, conducted business, transmitted learning, patronized religion, ruled kingdoms, and shaped
reform within male-skewed orders. Matrilineal societies gave women durable kin and land without usually creating a
mirror hierarchy. Colonialism transformed rather than simply introduced gender institutions.

Nothing in that history demonstrates female stupidity or male moral superiority. Average strength is not general
intelligence. Military advantage is not a title to civil rule. A system's survival is not proof of optimality. Women's
participation in a norm is not proof that the norm was freely created under equal options.

The best modern standard is equal legal and moral personhood combined with evidence-sensitive policy. Equal pay
means equal pay for equal or comparable work under the governing rule, not that every group must have identical
aggregate earnings. Equal opportunity does not require denying task-relevant differences. Protection from
discrimination does not require contempt for men, and concern for men's burdens does not require restoration of
women's dependency.

History is useful because mechanisms can be changed. When people control property and fertility, can learn and
work, have support for care, possess fair exit and due process, and enter institutions whose rules do not assume one
sex's subordination, the old feedbacks weaken. Change remains incomplete, but it is already sufficient to refute
inevitability.

"The past explains why a hierarchy could become durable. It does not give the hierarchy a
permanent right to rule the future."

BALANCED FINAL ANSWER
What should be carried into the rest of the series

Men and women are neither enemies nor interchangeable abstractions. They are overlapping human populations
living inside institutions built from bodies, resources, kinship, power, belief, and history. Justice requires equal dignity,
honest measurement, task-specific standards, protection from coercion, and sympathy for harms suffered by either
Sex.

17.10 Key takeaways

* There was no single worldwide moment when patriarchy began.
* Women were not historically excluded because they lacked general intelligence or competence.

e Agriculture mattered through storage, land, livestock, fertility, work technology, and inheritance - not as a magic
switch.

* Patrilocal residence and male-kin coalitions could convert task specialization into durable authority.
e Warriors and states scaled hierarchy, but war is not a complete cause and often imposed severe costs on men.

¢ Religion has legitimated hierarchy, protected claims, enabled agency, and supplied reforming arguments; its effect
is institution-specific.

¢ India contains multiple gender histories and cannot be represented by one text, invasion, caste, or custom.
e Matriliny is real and important, but it is not automatically matriarchy.

* Colonialism, industrialization, education, contraception, rights, and care systems changed old bargains without
eliminating every inequality.

* Formal equality and actual capacity are different; both matter.
* An explanation of historical stability is never a moral justification.

A fair gender politics rejects contempt for women and contempt for men with the same seriousness.
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Appendix A. Dated timeline

Dates are approximate where marked c. The timeline mixes archaeological cases, texts,
institutions, and modern reforms; it does not imply one linear worldwide sequence.

c.

()

n

&

o

5

o

o

n

o

around turn of Common Era

C.

11,700 years ago

10,000-3,000 BCE

. 7150-5950 BCE

4850-4500 BCE

2750-2500 BCE
2600-1900 BCE

2200-1550 BCE

. eighteenth century BCE

. 1400-400 BCE

. 100 BCE-100 CE

100 CE

seventh century CE

medieval and early modern

periods

c.

1526-1707

4 Dec 1829

1856

1884

1929 / effective 1930

26 Jan 1950

1954-1956

1970

1972

1986-1989

1994

2005

2013

2014

2020

2023-2025

2024

2026

Holocene begins

Multiple agricultural transitions

Neolithic Catalhoyuk

Gurgy, Neolithic France

Fujia, Neolithic China

Mature Indus civilization

Bronze Age European kinship cases

Code of Hammurabi

Layering of major Vedic materials

Iron Age Durotrigian Britain

Manava-Dharmasastra develops
Ban Zhao's Admonitions for Women

Qur'anic revelation and early Islam

Bhakti, court, monastic, and juristic change

Core Mughal imperial period

Bengal Sati Regulation XVII
Hindu Widows' Remarriage Act

Engels publishes Origin of the Family

Child Marriage Restraint Act

Constitution of India in force

Major Indian marriage and Hindu-law reforms

Boserup on women and economic development

Sally Priesand ordained

Lerner, Kandiyoti, and Walby

Ordinatio Sacerdotalis

Hindu Succession (Amendment) Act

Plough-persistence study

Church of England women bishops legislation

Vineeta Sharma judgment

New ancient-DNA kinship evidence

Alternative Y-bottleneck model

World Bank legal-framework update

Climate stability forms the background to several independent domestication
transitions.

Plants and animals are domesticated in different regions at different times; there is no
single agricultural revolution.

Ancient DNA later identifies maternal connections and changing kinship; this is not
proof of a matriarchy.

Pedigrees show patrilineal organization and female mobility in one farming
community.

Ancient DNA identifies two maternal clans maintained for roughly 250 years.

Urban society flourishes; undeciphered script limits confident claims about gender law
or theology.

Several cemeteries show patrilineal pedigrees, female exogamy, and inherited status,
with local variation.

Written provisions regulate marriage, adultery, dowry, divorce, children, status, and
inheritance.

Texts preserve female voices and deities alongside developing ritual and household
hierarchies.

Genomic evidence later supports pervasive matrilocality and male immigration in the
sampled community.

A major Brahmanical normative text, not a uniformly enforced all-India criminal code.
Accepts differentiated hierarchy while arguing that girls should be educated.

Scripture addresses dower, inheritance, marriage, moral responsibility, and community
life.

Women exercise saintly, scholarly, commercial, property, and political agency within
varied hierarchies.

Imperial households, regional alliances, property, patronage, and court politics create
mixed gender institutions.

Colonial government prohibits sati in the Bengal Presidency.
Legal recognition expands, while stigma and material barriers persist.

Property-and-state theory becomes foundational but its universal sequence is later
criticized.

Age restraint becomes statutory; enforcement and later revision remain necessary.
Equality, nondiscrimination, liberty, and reform powers enter the constitutional order.

Marriage, succession, adoption, guardianship, and maintenance are reorganized for
covered populations.

Task technology and farming systems become central to gender-and-development
research.

Reform Judaism ordains the first woman rabbi through a North American seminary.

Major theories emphasize long historical construction, constrained bargains, and
multiple institutional structures.

Roman Catholic teaching states priestly ordination is reserved to men.

Daughters become Mitakshara coparceners by birth on the same basis as sons within
the Act's scope.

Cross-country, within-country, and migrant evidence links ancestral plough use with
later gender outcomes.

The institution enables women to enter the episcopate while providing
accommodation principles.

India's Supreme Court clarifies the daughter's coparcenary right by birth.

Gurgy, Catalhoyuk, Fujia, Britain, and Chinese sites reveal multiple maternal and
paternal arrangements.

Segmentary lineage dynamics can reproduce the genetic pattern without requiring
violence.

Women, Business and the Law separately emphasizes law, supportive frameworks, and
implementation.

Timeline sources are documented throughout the chapters and in Appendix E; key archaeological anchors include Catalhoyuk, Gurgy, Fujia, and

Iron Age Britain.
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Appendix B. Major claim audit

This table gives a short verdict, confidence level, and the evidence that would be needed to

strengthen or overturn it.

All societies were patriarchal.
Most recorded states had male-skewed formal
authority.

Universal prehistoric matriarchy came first.

Women were less intelligent, so men ruled.

Average male strength mattered historically.
Biology made patriarchy inevitable.

Agriculture created patriarchy.

The plough affected gender roles.

Private property alone created patriarchy.
Patrilocality strengthens male coalitions.

War created patriarchy everywhere.

The Y-chromosome bottleneck proves clan
massacres.

Religion invented patriarchy.

Every scripture is simply misogynistic.

An egalitarian verse proves equal practice.
Islam gives every woman half a man's inheritance.
Qur‘an 2:282 defines all testimony.

Matriliny means women rule men.

Colonialism created all non-Western patriarchy.
Colonialism merely preserved local tradition.
Women who enforce a norm prove it is freely
chosen.

Patriarchy benefits every man.

Men's suffering disproves female disadvantage.
Historical survival proves efficiency.

Modernization au

ically creates

Equal rights require identical outcomes.

False as stated

Broadly supported

Unsupported

Unsupported

Supported with scope

False

Too broad

Supported average association

Unsupported as a sole cause

Plausible and often supported

Unsupported

Contested

False as a sole cause

False generalization

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

False

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

Moderate-high

High

Moderate

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

High

Define domains; matrilineal, matrilocal, mixed, and relatively
egalitarian counterexamples exist.

Political and military office must still be separated by region,
period, and status.

Would require convergent archaeological and institutional
evidence across regions, not figurines alone.

No historical evidence connects general female cognitive
inferiority to state formation; group averages do not establish
rights.

Effect depends on task, weapon, technology, organization, and
individual distribution.

Biology generates constraints and probabilities; institutional
variation and historical change refute necessity.

Separate storage, fertility, land, herds, plough, residence,
inheritance, and state power.

Causal strength remains dependent on historical reconstruction
and identification assumptions.

Male authority can exist without concentrated property; maternal
property systems also exist.

Residence, kin support, violence, assets, and office must be
measured together.

War can reinforce male office; reverse causality and peaceful
patriarchal cases remain.

Violent and nonviolent models fit important features; genetic
data do not reveal the sole social mechanism.

Major traditions arose within existing kinship and political
systems and later reshaped them.

Texts contain genres, internal tensions, female authority,
hierarchy, and interpretive history.

Institution, law, office, and everyday access must be
independently documented.

Shares depend on the kinship configuration; some corresponding
shares are two-to-one and others are not.

The verse concerns deferred debt; juristic and modern evidentiary
rules vary by domain.

Descent and inheritance are distinct from household, religious,
military, and political office.

Earlier hierarchies existed; colonial rule also transformed,
codified, and sometimes intensified them.

Administrative recognition, property, census, missions, and courts
altered institutions.

Choice can reflect belief, interest, kin loyalty, sanctions, or
constrained alternatives.

Benefits and burdens differ by class, caste, age, status, sexuality,
race, and position in male hierarchy.

Different harms and privileges can coexist and require separate
denominators.

Stability for rulers or war making is not total welfare, justice,
innovation, or individual freedom.

Technology opens options; law, care, safety, organization, and
legitimacy determine implementation.

Equal dignity and fair rules are compatible with voluntary
variation; unequal outcomes still warrant causal investigation.

Table B.1. Confidence refers to the bounded proposition, not to every possible wording of the topic.

A verdict is not a substitute for the chapters

Short claims hide definitions. Follow the cited chapter before repeating a conclusion in debate, especially for religion,
India, violence, law, or current policy.
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Appendix C. Glossary

These are working definitions for this volume. Several terms have additional technical or
tradition-specific meanings.

Genetic material recovered from ancient remains. It can show biological relatedness, ancestry, and some mobility patterns, but

Ancient DNA (aDNA)

Anisogamy
Authority

Bilateral descent
Bride service
Bridewealth

Clan

Corporate kin group
Descent
Dimorphism
Division of labor
Dowry

Effective population size
Endogamy
Exogamy

Gendered institution

Hegemonic masculinity

Matrilineal
Matrilocal / uxorilocal
Matriarchy

Patriarchy

Patrilineal
Patrilocal / virilocal

Personal law

Plough agriculture

Power

Prescription
Primogeniture

Qiwama

Social reproduction

State capacity
Stridhana
Taravad

Wagf

not directly reveal authority, belief, or consent.

Difference between smaller and larger reproductive cells; a starting point in sexual-selection theory, not a political rule.
Socially recognized capacity to make binding decisions or legitimate claims.

Recognition of kinship through both maternal and paternal lines.

Labor contributed by a spouse, often the husband, to the other spouse's family as part of marriage arrangements.
Property transferred from a groom's side to a bride's family or kin; its meaning varies and it is not simply a purchase price.
A named kin group claiming descent or identity through a recognized line, sometimes including many households.

A kin group that holds property, office, liability, or ritual identity collectively across generations.

The rule through which people trace belonging, ancestry, succession, or inheritance.

Average physical difference between sexes in a species; distributions overlap and individual ability must be measured.
Allocation of productive and care tasks among people or groups.

Property transferred at marriage, commonly associated with the bride's side, with ownership and control varying by system.
A genetic concept describing lineage diversity and reproductive contribution, not the literal census number alive.
Marriage within a defined social group, such as caste, clan category, religion, or status.

Marriage outside a specified kin or social group.

A rule or organization whose roles, assumptions, burdens, or outcomes are structured by gender, whether explicitly or
informally.

A culturally honored form of masculinity that helps legitimate gender hierarchy and hierarchy among men; not a description
of every man.

Tracing descent, clan identity, or inheritance through the female line.
Post-marital residence with or near the wife's kin.
A contested label for systematic female or maternal rule across specified domains; not synonymous with matriliny.

A pattern of disproportionate male, often senior-male, authority across one or more important institutions. The domain,
population, and period must be named.

Tracing descent, clan identity, or inheritance through the male line.
Post-marital residence with or near the husband's kin.

Rules governing matters such as marriage, divorce, maintenance, adoption, guardianship, or inheritance for a legally defined
community.

Cultivation using an animal-drawn or mechanized plough; historical theories focus on strength, field distance, and childcare
compatibility.

Capacity to shape outcomes, resources, rules, options, or other people's conduct; it can be coercive, economic, legal,
relational, symbolic, or agenda-setting.

What an authoritative text or rule says should happen, distinct from observed practice.
Inheritance or succession favoring the firstborn, commonly the eldest son in historical systems.

A Qur'anic term central to interpretation of 4:34, translated through ideas such as authority, responsibility, maintenance, or
guardianship.

Processes through which households and institutions reproduce people, labor, status, culture, and inequality across
generations.

A state's ability to tax, record, enforce, provide, regulate, and implement decisions.
A category of property associated with a woman in Hindu legal traditions; scope and control have varied historically.
A historical matrilineal joint household or estate associated especially with Kerala systems such as marumakkathayam.

An Islamic charitable or family endowment that dedicates property or revenue to specified purposes under legal conditions.
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Appendix D. Research and
verification method

The report used parallel research tracks for official and primary sources, competing scholarly
explanations and criticism, regional and religious specialist literature, and an independent
claim audit. Findings were reconciled at the level of individual propositions rather than by
choosing one ideological camp.

D.1 Source priority

* Archaeology and ancient DNA: peer-reviewed site studies and critical archaeological methods before popular
civilizational summaries.

* Cross-cultural comparison: documented datasets and samples, with attention to Galton's problem, coding,
historical relatedness, and nonrandom coverage.

* History: contemporaneous or primary texts read through critical editions and professional historical scholarship.

* Religion: scriptures or official institutional texts for doctrine and policy, paired with specialists for interpretation,
legal history, and practice.

* Law: constitutions, statutes, judgments, and official policies for what a rule says; sociolegal scholarship for
implementation.

* Modern economic change: peer-reviewed causal or long-run studies and current international institutional
reports, with design limits stated.

* Contested theory: original foundational work paired with later criticism, alternatives, and evidence capable of
falsifying a strong version.

D.2 What each evidence type can establish

Burial and artifact Body treatment, goods, diet, trauma, spatial pattern, local Sex-wide authority, belief, or universal social rank
practice

Ancient DNA Biological kinship, ancestry, sex-biased mobility, lineage Who decided, consented, worshipped, owned, or ruled
continuity

Normative text An articulated ideal, category, argument, or rule Population prevalence or universal enforcement

Contract / court record A legally visible act and available procedure Equal access or typical experience of people absent from

records

Ethnography Rich contextual practice in a studied community and An unchanged prehistoric fossil or automatic global
period generalization

Cross-cultural correlation Pattern across coded societies under stated model Causation without assumptions; independent observations if

histories are related
Formal model Logical possibility and predictions under assumptions That the model's mechanism actually occurred historically

Natural experiment / More credible causal estimate under design assumptions Universal effect beyond the population, treatment, and period
quasi-experiment

Official current index Comparable coding of specified legal or policy domains All local practice, enforcement quality, or lived experience
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D.3 Verification rules

Names, titles, dates Checked against DOI, publisher, official institution, scripture edition, statute, or judgment where available.
Quotations The report principally paraphrases; short textual descriptions are linked to the relevant source.

Statistics Included only with a defined population and measure; fragile viral numbers were omitted.

Religious claims Text, interpretation, institution, state law, and practice were separated; internal disagreement was identified.
Regional claims Period and community were specified; one elite or local case was not generalized to a civilization.

Causal language Correlation, model, mechanism, and causal estimate were labeled differently.

Counterexamples Used to reject universal claims, not to calculate worldwide prevalence.

Confidence High, moderate, limited, contested, or unknown attaches to a bounded proposition.

Currentness Official and recent materials were reviewed through 27 July 2026; later law or research may supersede them.

D.4 Known limitations

The deep past is incompletely preserved. Burials are selected social events; biological sex estimation and genetic
sampling have limits; many settlements lack recoverable remains. New ancient-DNA findings can rapidly revise local
histories.

Ethnographic databases are historical snapshots, often collected under colonial or postcolonial disruption. Societies
share ancestry and contact, so cases are not automatically independent. Modern foragers are living communities with
histories, not fossils of a universal Stone Age.

Religious traditions contain languages and interpretive schools beyond the coverage of one volume. Translation
choices matter. Official positions document institutions but do not describe every believer. This report gives bounded
examples rather than a final theology of any faith.

The regional coverage is selective. Extended treatment of India reflects the author's context and this volume's stated
scope, not a claim that other regions are less important. Africa, the Americas, Europe, the Middle East, and East Asia
each require book-length treatment.

Long-run economic studies depend on reconstructed ancestral traits, modern proxies, migration, and identification
assumptions. Replication strengthens an association without converting history into a randomized experiment.

The report does not estimate one global percentage of patriarchy, one global cost, or one global timeline. Existing
data do not support that precision under a consistent definition.

D.5 Author responsibility and correction standard

Lovepreet Singh is responsible for the selection, synthesis, argument, and presentation of this independent work.
Academic institutions named in the author's background did not supervise, approve, or endorse the report.

The work should be revised if a citation does not support its attached claim, a translation is misrepresented, a date is
wrong, a counterexample defeats a universal statement, or stronger evidence changes the balance. Correction is part
of research, not an admission that inquiry was pointless.

Readers should cite the underlying sources for specialized claims and verify current law before practical use. This
volume is educational research, not individualized legal, religious, medical, or policy advice.
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Appendix E. Complete sources

Numbered citations in the text link to these records. Source titles are externally linked where
the PDF reader supports links. A source may be foundational, primary, official, empirical, or
critical; inclusion does not imply agreement with every claim it contains.

[1] Human Relations Area Files (accessed 27 July 2026). Gender. Explaining Human Culture, Yale University. Open source Cross-cultural
summaries are useful for variation, not a census of all past societies.

[2] Human Relations Area Files (accessed 27 July 2026). Residence and Kinship. Explaining Human Culture, Yale University. Open source

[3] Human Relations Area Files (accessed 27 July 2026). Explaining Human Culture. Yale University. Open source The database summarizes more
than 1,275 cross-cultural studies.

[4] Turchin, Brennan, Currie, Feeney, Francois, Hoyer, Manning, Marciniak, Mullins, Palmisano, Peregrine, Turner, and Whitehouse (2015).
Seshat: The Global History Databank. Cliodynamics 6(1), 77-107. Open source

[5] Turchin and colleagues (2018). Quantitative historical analysis uncovers a single dimension of complexity that structures global variation in
human social organization. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 115(2), E144-E151. Open source

[6] Conkey, Margaret W., and Janet D. Spector (1984). Archaeology and the Study of Gender. Advances in Archaeological Method and Theory 7,
1-38. Open source

[7] Bickle, Penny, and Marta Cintas-Pena (2024). Gender and Social Inequality. Gender Trouble and Current Archaeological Debates. Open
source

[8] Hill, Walker, Bozicevic, Eder, Headland, Hewlett, Hurtado, Marlowe, Migliano, and Wood (2011). Co-residence patterns in
hunter-gatherer societies show unique human social structure. Science 331(6022), 1286-1289. Open source

[9] Dyble, Salali, Chaudhary, Page, Smith, Thompson, Vinicuis, Mace, and Migliano (2015). Sex equality can explain the unique social structure
of hunter-gatherer bands. Science 348(6236), 796-798. Open source The evidence combines Agta and BaYaka data with a model; it does not
establish every forager society.

[10] Stibbard-Hawkes, Duncan N. E., and Christopher von Rueden (2025). Egalitarianism is not Equality: Moving from outcome to process in
the study of human political organisation. Behavioral and Brain Sciences. Open source A target article with peer commentary; it challenges
loose uses of the word egalitarian.

[11] Marlowe, Frank W. (2007). Hunting and Gathering: The Human Sexual Division of Foraging Labor. Cross-Cultural Research 41(2), 170-195.
Open source

[12] Hoffman, Farquharson, and Venkataraman (2024). Female foragers sometimes hunt, yet gendered divisions of labor are real: a comment
on Anderson et al. (2023). Evolution and Human Behavior 45(4), 106586. Open source

[13] Haas, Watson, Buonasera, Southon, Chen, Noe, Smith, Llave, Eerkens, and Parker (2020). Female hunters of the early Americas. Science
Advances 6(45), eabd0310. Open source

[14] Begler, Elsie (1978). Sex, Status, and Authority in Egalitarian Society. American Anthropologist 80(3), 571-588. Open source

[15] Smith, Hill, Marlowe, Nolin, Wiessner, Gurven, Bowles, Borgerhoff Mulder, Hertz, and Bell (2010). Wealth Transmission and Inequality
among Hunter-Gatherers. Current Anthropology 51(1), 19-34. Open source

[16] Borgerhoff Mulder and colleagues (2009). Intergenerational Wealth Transmission and the Dynamics of Inequality in Small-Scale Societies.
Science 326(5953), 682-688. Open source

[17] Shenk, Borgerhoff Mulder, Beise, Clark, Irons, Leonetti, Low, Bowles, Hertz, Bell, and Piraino (2010). Intergenerational Wealth
Transmission among Agriculturalists: Foundations of Agrarian Inequality. Current Anthropology 51(1), 65-83. Open source

[18] Page, Viguier, Dyble, Smith, Chaudhary, Salali, Thompson, Vinicius, Mace, and Migliano (2016). Reproductive trade-offs in extant
hunter-gatherers suggest adaptive mechanism for the Neolithic expansion. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 113(17),
4694-4699. Open source

[19] Page and colleagues (2024). Women's subsistence strategies predict fertility across cultures, but context matters. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 121(9), e2318181121. Open source Data cover 10,250 women in 27 small-scale societies and show major within-category
variation.

[20] Bocquet-Appel, Jean-Pierre (2011). When the World's Population Took Off: The Springboard of the Neolithic Demographic Transition.
Science 333(6042), 560-561. Open source

[21] Larsen, Knusel, Haddow, Pilloud, Milella, Sadvari, Pearson, Ruff, Garofalo, Bocaege, Betz, Dori, and Glencross (2019). Bioarchaeology
of Neolithic Catalhoyuk reveals fundamental transitions in health, mobility, and lifestyle in early farmers. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences 116(26), 12615-12623. Open source

[22] Yuncu and colleagues (2025). Female lineages and changing kinship patterns in Neolithic Catalhoyuk. Science 388(6754), eadr2915. Open
source

[23] Wang and colleagues (2025). Ancient DNA reveals a two-clanned matrilineal community in Neolithic China. Nature 643, 1304-1311. Open
source

[24] Cassidy and colleagues (2025). Continental influx and pervasive matrilocality in Iron Age Britain. Nature 637, 1136-1142. Open source
[25] Mittnik and colleagues (2019). Kinship-based social inequality in Bronze Age Europe. Science 366(6466), 731-734. Open source
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[26] Goldberg, Gunther, Rosenberg, and Jakobsson (2017). Ancient X chromosomes reveal contrasting sex bias in Neolithic and Bronze Age
Eurasian migrations. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114(10), 2657-2662. Open source

[27] Liu and colleagues (2025). Ancient DNA reveals the population interactions and a Neolithic patrilineal community in Northern Yangtze
Region. Nature Communications 16. Open source

[28] Wood, Wendy, and Alice H. Eagly (2002). A Cross-Cultural Analysis of the Behavior of Women and Men: Implications for the Origins of Sex
Differences. Psychological Bulletin 128(5), 699-727. Open source

[29] Eagly, Alice H., and Wendy Wood (1999). The Origins of Sex Differences in Human Behavior: Evolved Dispositions versus Social Roles.
American Psychologist 54(6), 408-423. Open source

[30] Trivers, Robert L. (1972). Parental Investment and Sexual Selection. Sexual Selection and the Descent of Man, Aldine. Open source A
foundational theoretical chapter, not a direct account of any legal or religious institution.

[31] Smuts, Barbara B. (1995). The Evolutionary Origins of Patriarchy. Human Nature 6, 1-32. Open source

[32] Huchard, Surbeck, Lukas, Kappeler, and van Schaik (2025). The evolution of male-female dominance relations in primate societies.
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 122(28), e2500405122. Open source

[33] Lukas, Clutton-Brock, and Huchard (2023). The Diversity of Intersexual Power Relationships in Mammalian Societies. Evolutionary Human
Sciences. Open source

[34] Micheletti, Ruxton, and Gardner (2018). Why War Is a Man's Game. Proceedings of the Royal Society B 285, 20180975. Open source An
evolutionary model, not proof of a single historical pathway.

[35] Ferguson, R. Brian (2021). Masculinity and War. Current Anthropology 62(S23), S108-S120. Open source

[36] Divale, William Tulio, and Marvin Harris (1976). Population, Warfare, and the Male Supremacist Complex. American Anthropologist 78(3),
521-538. Open source Historically influential, but its causal and demographic assumptions remain debated.

[37] Alesina, Alberto, Paola Giuliano, and Nathan Nunn (2013). On the Origins of Gender Roles: Women and the Plough. Quarterly Journal of
Economics 128(2), 469-530. Open source

[38] Baiardi, Donatella (2024). The Effect of Plough Agriculture on Gender Roles: A Machine Learning Approach. Journal of Applied Econometrics.
Open source

[39] Vu, Trung V. (2026). Revisiting the Ancient Origins of Gender Inequality. Journal of Applied Econometrics 41(2), 209-215. Open source

[40] Hansen, Casper Worm, Peter Sandholt Jensen, and Christian Volmar Skovsgaard (2015). Modern Gender Roles and Agricultural History:
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