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Abstract
Even though lithics in the Maya region have traditionally been relegated to appendices and tool-type lists,
much has been done to move beyond this descriptive approach in the last decade. In this article we highlight
general themes of lithic studies in the Maya region since 2011, including economic production and exchange,
the role of lithics in ritual practice, and the use of previously understudied raw materials and lithic forms,
such as ground stone. Employing a temporal scope that encompasses the Maya and their preceramic prede-
cessors, we explore gendered patterns of research within lithic studies from a feminist perspective and discuss
the impacts that gender disparities have on academic thought.

Resumen
La lítica en la región Maya han estado regalado a los apéndices y listos de utensilios. Sin embargo, en la última
década, muchos estudios han trabajados a superar este enfoque. Unas sumaciones examen los avances en los
estudios líticas en la región Maya desde 2011, incluyendo los temas de producción e intercambio económicas,
actividades rituales y el papel de lítica en ritual, y el uso de formas y materiales menos estudiados (e.g., piedra
molida). Usando un lapso temporal que incluye los Mayas y sus antecesores del periodo precerámica, exam-
inamos los patrones de investigación de género dentro de los estudios líthicos y seguimos la investigación
feminista sobre los impactos que tienen las disparidades de género en el pensamiento académico.
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Lithics in the Maya region have long been less important than other material classes in generating the-
oretical and methodological insights (Clark 2003:45). Except for obsidian and preceramic research,
lithic analysis is not typically a motivator of hypothesis-driven archaeological fieldwork; instead, lithics
represent collateral artifacts collected during the pursuit of broader questions. To understand the
potentialities for growth in lithic studies, we highlight new work (since 2011) concerning Maya lithics
(Figure 1), grouping these studies into themes ranging from production and exchange to the use of
understudied raw materials and lithic forms, such as ground stone. We show that lithic studies remain
dominated by male researchers (Table 1), even though diversity in research teams (and not just in
terms of gender) leads to more innovative scientific work (Nielsen et al. 2017). To begin exploring
the impacts of this gender imbalance, we look to feminist and intersectional scholarship.

There have been three Maya Lithic Conferences to date. A compilation of the papers of the Third
Maya Lithic Conference (held in 2007) was published by Hruby and colleagues (2011; see also Carpio
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and Andrieu 2012). In that volume, Braswell (2011) outlines a history of the subdiscipline from appen-
dix and cartographic to behavioral and technological phases. We use these phases to illustrate the dis-
parate progress of the field by topic, provide a gauge on scholarly development, and indicate areas
requiring further research. We note that 17 contributors to the 2011 volume were male (85%) and
three were female (15%). The percentage of chapters first-authored by women from the third confer-
ence is even lower than in the compilations from the first two conferences: the first Maya

Figure 1. Maya region with obsidian sources indicated (map by Marieka Brouwer Burg).
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Lithic Conference report (Hester and Hammond 1976) included three (21.4%) contributions first-
authored by women, whereas there were five (23.8%) in the second conference report (Hester and
Shafer 1991). These three volumes illustrate the general lack of authorship by women on these topics
through time.

Comparably, Gamble (2020) notes that of the 17 submissions on lithics received by American
Antiquity from April 2018 to 2020, 11.8% had women first authors. Looking at published pieces
from Latin American Antiquity during a similar period (June 2018–2020), 37.5% had women first
authors. Given that archaeology now grants as many PhDs to women as to men (Tushingham et al.
2017), the gender gaps in lithic studies are particularly stark. As we summarize key themes in the
last decade of lithics research, we highlight where gender disparities are starkest. This study is a starting
point for addressing these disparities, which is vital for equity and the future of intersectional research
(see Crenshaw 1989).

We organize our overview into five themes: (1) Paleoindian/Archaic; (2) lithic extraction, production,
exchange, and use; (3) ritual; (4) weaponry and warfare; and (5) ground stone and uncommon lithic
materials. We conclude by discussing the state of gender disparities and identifying avenues of inquiry
for future research. Like other studies of gender in publishing, we tabulated the gender of first authors
based on first name and our personal knowledge of those individuals (Table 1; Supplemental Table 1). In
situations where the lithic analyst was not the first author (e.g., Sharpe and Aoyama 2022), we identified
the gender of the lithicist. If multiple lithicists were coauthors, we used the gender of the more senior
author. We only considered publications about lithics, rather than those cited as representative of theo-
retical trends (e.g., McAnany and Wells 2008, for ritual economies). Although we recognize that this
method imposes binary gender norms, we felt it was effective for illustrating gender disparities. We
include only articles, book chapters, theses, and conference proceedings published between 2011 and
March 2023; conference sessions and in-press work are not included.

Theme 1: Paleoindian and Archaic

The study of preceramic stone tools is placed within Braswell’s (2011:2) cartographic phase, related
to difficulties in finding ephemeral Paleoindian and Archaic (ca. 11,500–900 cal BCE) occupations,
an overall meager assemblage size, and a lack of datable material (Lohse 2020:60). However, recent
scholarship, almost all of which has been led by male researchers, has yielded new insights. For exam-
ple, Lowe points found in association with human burials and organics dating to around 10,000–7000
cal BCE from southern Belize suggest that the use of these tools (previously assigned Late Archaic,
about 3400–900 cal BCE) extended farther back in time into the Paleoindian or early Archaic
(Prufer et al. 2019; cf. Lohse 2020). Other important work is documenting new point types
(Ya’axche’ from southern Belize; Stemp et al. 2016) and tracing shared behavioral and technological
characteristics with traditions elsewhere in the Americas (e.g., the Esperanza Phase from El Gigante
Cave; Iceland and Hirth 2021; Scheffler et al. 2012; cf. Lohse 2020).

Table 1. Gender of First Authors for Each Theme.

Section
Male Lead Author

References
Female Lead Author

References
Ratio Male:
Femalea

Archaic and Paleoindian 9 (90%) 1 (10%) 9:1 (9.0)

Extraction, production, exchange,
and use

46 (62%) 28 (38%) 46:28 (1.6)

Ritual 14 (74%) 5 (26%) 14:5 (2.8)

Warfare and weaponry 5 (71%) 2 (29%) 5:2 (2.5)

Ground stone and uncommon lithic
materials

10 (53%) 9 (47%) 10:9 (1.1)

Total 84 (65%) 45 (35%) 84:45 (1.9)

a Larger number means greater gender disparity in first authorship representation.
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In Yucatan, human remains, ochre, and speleothem digging tools found in submerged caves suggest
Paleoindian ochre mining (about 11,500–11,300 cal BCE; MacDonald et al. 2020). In northern Belize,
stone tools from aceramic deposits along the New River and Freshwater Creek yielded data suggesting
that horticultural experimentation was a component of subsistence (Rosenswig et al. 2014). Use-wear
analyses of lithics from this area and from Crooked Tree Lagoon show that many tools were used in
forest-clearance activities (Brouwer Burg 2022; Stemp and Harrison-Buck 2019; Stemp and Rosenswig
2022; Stemp et al. 2021).

Although the Guatemalan highlands and Pacific coast are lacking in Paleoindian/Archaic deposits
(Lohse et al. 2021), plentiful remains have been documented in the Soconusco (Clark and Hodgson
2021; Lesure et al. 2021; Voorhies and Kennett 2021) and Chiapas, such as Santa Marta
Rockshelter, Los Grifos, and La Encañada Cave (Acosta Ochoa et al. 2019). In Honduras, El
Gigante cave has well-defined early Archaic deposits (Scheffler et al. 2012). Recent analysis of
Esperanza Phase (around 9150–7550 cal BCE) projectile points and radiocarbon dates indicates that
these points represent a transition between the Paleoindian and Archaic periods (Iceland and Hirth
2021:259). Future research on the Preceramic period must look beyond subsistence and settlement
questions to gain broader understandings of behavioral processes. Further, while prominent female
scholars work on this period, few are lithicists (Table 1).

Theme 2: Extraction, Production, Exchange, and Use

Studies of production, extraction, and exchange fit within Braswell’s (2011) technology stage. The pro-
portion of lithicists working on these themes is 62% male and 38% female (Table 1).

Extraction

Lithic raw material extraction is relatively understudied in the Maya region (see Horowitz et al. 2021),
although such studies (often focused on limestone or obsidian) are important for understanding
resource management. For example, Clarke (2020) argues that limestone extraction and production
were overseen by nearby residents (see also Gillot 2018).

Extraction of chert resources reveals similar patterns, with some regional variation. In northern
Belize, Barrett (2011) identified elite management of chert resources. In western Belize, studies find
decentralized access, with local producers managing chert extraction (Horowitz 2018, 2021, 2022);
in the Peten, the presence of chert in pockets within the limestone bedrock makes it unlikely that
resource extraction was managed (Hansen 2016:355; Kwoka 2014). Similar patterns are visible in
obsidian extraction as the geographic extent of sources makes them difficult to manage (e.g.,
Alvarado Hernandez 2016).

Production

Workshops, including household workshops, were locations of specialized production and households
the locations of generalized reduction. Studies within households often discuss differences between for-
mal and informal tools (Ausel 2012; Marino et al. 2016), reflecting variation in production activities,
with informal tools produced by householders (Carreño 2013; Horowitz et al. 2022; Mendelsohn 2019)
and formal tools produced by specialists (Hearth 2012; Johnson 2014; McCormick 2019; Shafer 2023;
VandenBosch et al. 2010). Workshops are identifiable by the scale and type of objects produced (e.g.,
bifaces, blades) indicating production for exchange not consumption (Johnson 2014, 2016; Johnson
et al. 2015). Many lithic producers were multicrafters (Johnson 2014), highlighting the diversity of
crafting practice. Masson and colleagues (2016) provide a framework to differentiate producer and
consumer households, which will be of use in future studies, particularly because consumers acquired
lithics in marketplaces (Cap 2019, 2021, 2022; Roche Recinos 2021) and from itinerant merchants
(Andrieu 2013).

Comparisons of lithic production and use across sites (Chiarulli 2016; Gunn et al. 2020; Horowitz
et al. 2020; Hruby 2018; Paling 2016; Paris 2012) provide insights into the types of activities performed.
Intrasite variation illustrates differences in socioeconomic status, whereas intersite variation enables

Latin American Antiquity 351

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/laq.2023.64
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.143.209.210, on 03 May 2025 at 19:52:27, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/laq.2023.64
https://www.cambridge.org/core


investigation of the relationships among sites (Meissner 2017, 2020). For instance, Meissner’s (2020)
study of Postclassic projectile point variation elucidates relationships among political groups.

Most lowland obsidian production is later-stage, as obsidian is nonlocal (Aoyama 2017a; Braswell
2013; Braswell and Glascock 2011; Elizalde-Rodarte et al. 2016; Glover et al. 2018; Johnson 2016;
Johnson et al. 2020; Meierhoff et al. 2012; Seidita et al. 2018). There are a few exceptions, such as
at Cotzumaluapa where producers reduced macrocores and unifacial blanks to tools (McCormick
2019). Although Cotzumaluapa is close to the highlands, its lowland location is unusual as few large-
scale lowland obsidian production areas exist.

Exchange

Research on exchange in the Maya region (see Masson et al. 2020) illustrates that goods moved through
multiple distribution networks. Because of the ease of geochemically sourcing obsidian, examinations
of lithic exchange focus on long-distance obsidian trade (Aoyama 2017a, 2017b, 2017c; Braswell 2013;
Braswell and Daniels 2014; Elizalde-Rodarte 2016; Glover et al. 2018; Golitko and Feinman 2015;
Golitko et al. 2014; Hruby et al. 2020; Johnson et al. 2020; Meierhoff et al. 2012; Moholy-Nagy
2022; Moholy-Nagy et al. 2013; Paris and Lopez Bravo 2021; Rivero-Torres et al. 2017; Seidita et al.
2018; Shults and LeCount 2013; Silva de la Mora 2018; Stark et al. 2016; Woodfill and Andrieu
2012). Chert is more difficult to source geochemically, and its varied appearance complicates visual
sourcing. Although chert is assumed to be locally exchanged, we cannot say this with any certainty.

Trade routes were affected by political shifts during the Classic period (Woodfill and Andrieu 2012)
and in the contact and colonial periods (Oland 2013). Non-elite resource management also occurred
(Horowitz 2023; Meierhoff et al. 2012); thus, lithics were exchanged through varying economic networks.

Marketplace and distributional studies of lithics show that markets were locations of lithic exchange.
Investigations of marketplaces in western Belize (Cap 2019, 2021) and the Piedras Negras region
(Roche Recinos 2021; Roche Recinos and Matsumoto 2018) and of households (Johnson 2016;
Marino et al. 2020) demonstrate that chert bifaces and obsidian prismatic blades were distributed in
marketplaces.

Functional Analyses

Most functional analyses in the Maya region are use-wear studies conducted by just a few analysts
(Aoyama 2017a; Aoyama, Inomata, Triadan, et al. 2017; Aoyama et al. 2018; Stemp 2016a, 2016b;
Stemp, Peuramaki-Brown, and Awe 2018; Stemp et al. 2019). These discussions emphasize ritual activ-
ities like bloodletting (Stemp 2016a; Stemp, Peuramaki-Brown, and Awe 2018; Stemp et al. 2013, 2015,
2017, and 2019) and quotidian activities (Aoyama et al. 2018; Stemp 2016b; Stemp, Stoll, et al. 2018;
Stemp et al. 2010), such as food processing (McKillop and Aoyama 2018) and crafting (Sharpe and
Aoyama 2022). Use-wear analysis is time consuming, and the dearth of such analysis in the Maya
region can probably be explained by these time constraints. Other functional studies examine residues
to identify weapons (Meissner and Rice 2015) and food processing (Rosenswig et al. 2014). Such anal-
yses have potential for further application despite tropical climate limitations.

Summary

Increasingly, lithic studies are providing insight into important questions about Maya sociopolitical
and economic interactions, including the role of markets in lithic exchange and their significance
for political organization. Future research should build on current studies to expand our understanding
of lithics in economic and sociopolitical networks. Authorship gender within the theme of extraction,
production, exchange, and use is more equitable due in part to several junior scholars, which may be a
leading indicator of future trends in the discipline (Table 1).

Theme 3: Ritual

Ritual economy (McAnany and Wells 2008) and ritual production (Flad and Hruby 2007) perspectives
have shaped research on lithics and ritual that uses ethnographic, epigraphic, and ethnohistorical data
(Bassie-Sweet 2019; Doyle 2022) to discuss the symbolic importance of stone. Such studies fall within
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Braswell’s (2011) technological stage. The gender imbalance here is stark: 74% male and 26% female
(Table 1).

Intricately designed and difficult to produce, eccentrics are the most well-known lithics in the Maya
region.1 Studies focus on their ritual significance and production techniques (Agurcia et al. 2016; Clark
and Woods 2014; Kwoka et al. 2019; Sullivan 2017).

Scholars have examined lithics in ritual deposits including caches and burials (Andrieu 2020;
Aoyama, Inomata, Triadan, et al. 2017; Carpio and Chavarría 2014; Flores López 2019; Horowitz
et al. 2020; Hruby and Rich 2014; Johnson and Johnson 2021; Ruiz Aguilar 2011; Zralka et al.
2016, 2017), exploring both their symbolic meaning (e.g., watery underworld symbolism; Johnson
and Johnson 2021) and their relationship to production activities. For example, the lack of biface pro-
duction debris in the Maya region compared to finished product quantities may be the result of debi-
tage deposition in tombs and caches (Andrieu 2020). Other lithics were recycled into ritual objects,
such as obsidian cores that were repurposed into eccentrics (Lytle et al. 2019).

Recent technological studies of items from ritual contexts (Stemp and Awe 2014; Stemp, Peuramaki-
Brown, and Awe 2018; Stemp et al. 2015, 2017) suggest that they were quotidian tools deposited in ritual
settings. Given the use of debitage in caches and burials, classifying lithics as “ritual” versus “quotidian”
requires further consideration. We suggest that the preponderance of male researchers publishing on
ritual activities relates to the prevalence of lithic artifacts, such as eccentrics and obsidian blades, as
well as to the implicit assumption that men were the primary lithic producers in the past.

Theme 4: Warfare and Weaponry

Warfare can be seen archaeologically through the convergence of multiple lines of direct (e.g., weapons
and other specialized equipment, skeletal trauma) and indirect evidence (e.g., defensive architecture,
refuge use; Kim et al. 2023:5; Scherer et al. 2022). We highlight the gendered perceptions that under-
score approaches to weaponry and note that 71% of the articles addressing this theme had male first
authors (Table 1). The tendency to equate bifacial points with warfare and hunting, traditionally
viewed as male-dominated activities, negates the possibility that such tools were used for gathering,
processing, and other activities associated with female spheres of activity, to say nothing of the gender
of the toolmakers.

Weapons research has focused on identifying makers, users, and technological changes over time
(Kim et al. 2023). Concentrations of weapons in elite residences suggest that elites were important pro-
ducers and users of these tools (Aoyama and Graham 2015). Others argue that commoners were
involved in combat, despite the paucity of archaeological or iconographic evidence (Scherer et al.
2022; Stanton 2019:216). Technologically, data suggest that spears and lance points predominated
until the bow and arrow arrived in the Late/Terminal Classic period (Aoyama and Graham 2015),
when increased weapons production is equated with increased warfare (Alcover Firpi and Golden
2020; Aoyama and Graham 2015; Scherer et al. 2022). Roche Recinos and colleagues (2022) question
the idea that only flaked stone artifacts were weapons, presenting evidence of more than 300 spherical
slingstones cached near defensive structures. These ground stone artifacts suggest socioeconomic var-
iation in the makers and users of weapons including untrained individuals, because these artifacts
required little technical skill to produce or use (Alcover Firpi 2020; Roche Recinos et al. 2022:310).

Other researchers have examined the functional divide between tools and weapons. Rice (2022) pro-
vides an analysis of Postclassic obsidian blade segments, suggesting that their standard sizes indicate
they were hafted in macanas, which resemble the Aztec macuahuitl. Hruby’s (2020) analysis of atlatl
iconography shows that these tools were used most often in hunting and fishing, except in situations
associated with Teotihuacan where they were used in warfare. Meissner and Rice (2015) discuss the
function of the bow and arrow, which was used widely for hunting and warfare in the Postclassic
and contact periods, whereas Aoyama (2021) uses microwear and impact damage to distinguish bifaces
used as projectiles from those with other functions. These studies diversify the types of objects classi-
fied as weapons and ask critical questions about the applicability of the term “weapon.”Most studies of
weaponry within the Maya region fit into Braswell’s (2011) behavioral stage, although recent analyses
(Hruby 2020; Rice 2022; Roche Recinos et al. 2022) push into the technological stage. Future work can
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investigate the involvement of individuals of different sociopolitical status in warfare through discus-
sions of the range of materials used as weaponry and their use contexts.

Theme 5: Ground Stone and Uncommon Lithic Materials

In addition to chert and obsidian, the ancestral Maya used various other stones. The range of variation
in problematization and interpretation span every one of Braswell’s (2011) categories, making it diffi-
cult to describe. There is near-parity in the gender of researchers: 53% male and 47% female first
authors (Table 1).

Although research is scarce, chalcedony was sometimes knapped by the ancient Maya (Marino et al.
2016). General utility bifaces are examples of tools made of silicified limestone in the Mopan Valley
even when chert outcrops were present (Horowitz et al. 2019). In northern Belize, siliceous materials
were used for tool production across social sectors (Marino et al. 2020; Meissner 2014). Additionally,
slate was sometimes fashioned into backings for mirrors comprising polished hematite or pyrite (Healy
and Blainey 2011).

Ubiquitous during the Maya period, ground stone implements (including the mano and metate set)
have received less theoretical and analytical attention than flaked stone lithics, perhaps because of the
relegation of these artifacts to domestic, female-oriented activities. Recent studies have probed more
deeply into their production and use (Brouwer Burg et al. 2021; Duffy 2016; Searcy 2011). LeCount
and colleagues (2022) examined the intensity of ground stone tool use across elite and commoner
households and found that the latter peaked during the Late Classic, related to increased tax demands.

Scholars have developed methods for geochemically sourcing coarse grained, heterogenous rocks
like granite using X-ray fluorescence (Brouwer Burg et al. 2021; Tibbits et al. 2022); this
research reveals that ground stone tools were transported over long distances and has prompted
new questions about exchange mechanisms. Geochemically based analysis of jadeite has also been
fruitful (e.g., LA-ICP-MS, stable isotope analysis, elemental geochemistry; Kovacevich et al. 2005), pro-
viding further data on trade and exchange.

Other research initiatives have investigated the economic and social dimensions of artifacts made by
or for grinding, including jade (Andrieu et al. 2014; Aoyama, Inomata, Pinzón, and Palomo 2017;
Kovacevich and Callaghan 2018; Rochette 2014), implements classified more generally as “grinding
tools,” and artifacts referred to as “donut stones” (Eberl and Doonan 2022; Tomasic 2012). Scholars
focusing on jade items have theorized about “gradations of value” (Andrieu et al. 2014) and jade’s
social and symbolic role(s) (Kovacevich 2013, 2014).

More research should focus on nonflaked objects and uncommon raw materials. Although this
theme is marked by near-parity in researcher gender, we believe it is the product of misconceptions
about the relationship between gender and the division of labor in the past.

Discussion

Gender in the Present versus Past

Lithic studies have long been dominated by male researchers, a trend that continues today (Gamble
2020). This pattern is an extension of trends in the field of archaeology, in which scholars pursue
research along gendered divisions reminiscent of domestic–public realms (Fulkerson and
Tushingham 2019; Hanscam and Witcher 2022; Heath-Stout 2020; Tushingham et al. 2017). We rec-
ognize that other factors influence scholarly research, including intersectional identities, institutional
inequalities, and other structural barriers, but a full analysis of such factors is beyond the scope of this
article (see Flewellen et al. 2021; Hutson et al. 2023).

We argue that, even when gendered themes are not the focus of study, implicit assumptions and
presentist biases affect the types of materials we study, the questions we ask, and the theoretical frame-
works we use (Hunt 2002). Or, following Finlay (2013:157), “The arguments posited against the view
of women as stoneworkers reveal . . . more about contemporary Western gender ideologies and con-
temporary archaeological practice than . . . prehistoric realities.” The problem with assuming gender
neutrality—even in research focused on supposedly agendered topics like economics and politics
—is that such an approach ignores aspects of the lived experience of individuals of all genders

354 Rachel A. Horowitz and Marieka Brouwer Burg

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/laq.2023.64
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 3.143.209.210, on 03 May 2025 at 19:52:27, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at

https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/laq.2023.64
https://www.cambridge.org/core


and results in the application of Eurocentric gender norms to the archaeological record (e.g.,
Battle-Baptiste 2011; Finlay 2013; Gero 1991). For example, Gero (1991) relates shifts in
Formative period Peruvian women’s use of lithics to the changing cultural significance of nonlocal
materials. Using culturally relative ideas of gender, Gero (1991) provides information about past life-
ways and demonstrates how the lack of gender representation affects scholarship. In the Maya area,
few lithic or crafting studies focus on gender (cf. Aoyama 2009; Ardren et al. 2016; Inomata and
Triadan 2000). However, Kovacevich (2016) proposes that labor-intensive crafting involved individ-
uals of various ages and genders. Importantly, Maya conceptions of gender include a variety of gen-
der identities (Brumfiel 2016).

Gender inequities have a generational impact. Women are less likely to obtain positions at
PhD-granting universities, reducing the diversity of individuals trained in lithic analysis. As this pipe-
line issue has been discussed elsewhere (Speakman et al. 2018), we only mention its systemic nature.

Looking at gender breakdowns by the themes outlined earlier is revealing: the sections on
Paleoindian/Archaic periods, ritual, and warfare/weaponry have the lowest number of female research-
ers, whereas the ground stone and uncommon lithic materials section has the highest (Table 1;
Supplemental Table 1). We tie these trends to underlying assumptions about gendered tasks: flaked-
stone production has long been assumed to be “men’s work” (Finlay 2013; Gero 1991), whereas
ground stone objects are myopically tied to food preparation and “women’s work.” This is reiterated
in the gender imbalances of researchers publishing on warfare, another activity assumed to be
male-oriented, and on the Paleoindian/Archaic periods, which stem from the “man the hunter”
model. Similarly, ritual activities are also often assumed to be performed and produced by men.
These data illustrate that essentialized views of past gender roles influence the gender of those who
study them today (Finlay 2013; Weedman Arthur 2010).

Beyond the gendered study of different materials, we see some elements of hope. The citation pat-
terns we identify are not dissimilar from other disciplinary gendered citation patterns (Hanscam and
Witcher 2022; Health-Stout 2020; Tushingham and Fulkerson 2020). Furthermore, we underscore the
shifting complexity of researcher gender in the section on production and exchange.

Maya Lithic Research in Context

Several areas of comparison exist for lithic studies beyond the Maya world. Most of the literature dis-
cussed focuses on sedentary societies, so there are comparable explorations on the impact of sedentism
on lithics, formal and informal tools, and the tool types produced (see Horowitz and McCall 2019). For
example, blade production is comparable with Canaanean blade technology in the circum-
Mediterranean world (e.g., Rosen et al. 2014).

In regional comparisons, although there is extensive work on hunter-gatherer-fisher lithics from
South America, there are fewer studies of lithics in sedentary societies. Pratt and Guengerich (2023)
illustrate that in the last decade of Latin American Antiquity articles on Peru, only six included quan-
titative lithic analyses. Therefore, few comparisons can be made, although the number of use-wear
studies has increased (Pratt and Guengerich 2023).

In Mesoamerica, the most apt comparisons to the Maya region are from Central Mexico (Hirth
2002; Hirth and Andrews 2023). Because of the availability of obsidian, research is focused on core-
blade technology and the ritual significance of lithics (Levine and Carballo 2014). The proximity of
sources affects resource management, a topic of interest in both regions (Carballo 2013).

Conclusion

Several themes emerge from this overview. Foremost is the continued gender imbalance, which is
structured so that fewer women are encouraged to study lithics. We need more female and nonbinary
lithicists at degree-granting universities who can serve as role models. Achieving this aim is easier said
than done, because systemic issues that disenfranchise non-male students (to say nothing about his-
torically underrepresented populations) persist in academia. We can start by making small changes
in the way we talk about lithics to students and reflect on how our positionality affects our research.
Although the focus of this article is on gender, we recognize intersectional factors that influence the
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decisions of underrepresented minorities entering archaeology (Flewellen et al. 2021; Hutson et al.
2023).

Throughout this article, we indicate how future lithic analyses could fill in gaps of scholarship and
push the boundaries of understanding. To conclude, we call for self-reflection regarding how gender
imbalances affect our research and how we may work together moving forward.
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