Materialities
Theory: Gender theory
Sex, biologically determined, gender a cultural construct, therefore the assumption is that there are two sexes, but may be multiple genders in a society. The stereotypical view that women stay at home because of their role in childcare (biologically determined) is challenged by some feminists who argue that the body itself is a cultural construct

Bodies and the sexual division of labour

Eg, man the hunter, woman the gatherer

Androcentic language -
Assumptions, based on our own androcentrism, such as the dichotomy between public and private, domestic production and production for exchange, the importance of mens’ work over women’s work etc 

Feminism.

Political movement crosscutting many intellectual disciplines, arguably born of suffrage (the fight for women’s right to vote) and exploded in the 1960s with the invention of the contraceptive  pill, which put women in charge of their own reproduction, and allowed them to break free from the domestic sphere, associated with childcare, and enter the public domain of work, previously dominated by men. Early feminism dominated by the need to expose the power structures that brought about inequalities between men and women. During this “hardline” phase, feminists went to the extreme of placing women in a superior position to men.
Inequalities of status of women in academia. Androcentric language. Differential funding of research for men and women working in universities. Gender pay gap.
Gender is political, looks at our own society for sources of bias, looks at language, seeks multivocality. 

Queer theory

Argues that gender studies are ill-equipped to deal with the issues of inequality in modern society faced by non-heterosexual women and men as well as other sexual difference such as tranvestitism, transsexuality. The denial of their rights in modern Euroamerican society (clause 28 in the UK, for example) and prejudice leads to a bias in the amount of non-heterosexual people employed in academia, and of those, there are even fewer who feel able to declare their sexuality, and make it a part of their intellectual programme. 
Thus like women once were, non-heterosexuality is effectively rendered invisible. This bias then, is used to justify and perpetuate prejudiced attitudes in the present and so the thing goes on.
Queer theory is connected to political movements outside the academy, it is an interdisciplinary mode of enquiry and one that situates itself in terms of its critical relationship to a set of hegemonic social and cultural formations. Queer theory has its roots in lesbian and gay studies 

Butler (1990) discusses the relationship between feminism and queer theory and argues that ‘sexuality’ has become the focus of attention of queer theory, partly as a result of feminism’s heterosexist frame of thinking (Butler 1990, 2). Queer theory has thus removed itself to a certain degree to the core objects of feminist enquiry – those of sexual difference, ie differences between the sexes, and those of gender. 
Butler argues that sexual practices, that is, sexuality cannot be completely divorced from gender, ‘on the contrary, it is precisely our sense of gender that is disorientated through [sexual] practices; the possibility of reworking normative gender categories is part of the pleasure and danger of such acts’ (Butler 1990, 3) and thus queer theory does itself an epistemiological dis-service by disassociating itself from feminism. 
Moreover there will be a disciplinary split whereby ‘the kind of sex that one is and the kind of sex that one does belong to two separate kinds of analysis: feminist and lesbian/gay, respectively’ (Butler 1990, 7). 

‘Queer theory is…very definitely not restricted to homosexual men and women, but to anyone who feels their position (sexual, intellectual or cultural, to be marginalized’ (Dowson 2000, 287)
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