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Intersectionality: A Symposium

Since the “intersectionality” concept first emerged in the work of Black femi-
nist authors in the 1980s, it has spread widely in feminist circles and beyond. 
Its quest for the relations among race, gender and class, and indeed among 
these and other sources of social oppression such as sexuality and disability, 
has become a central concern of much current thinking in critical social 
science. In this Symposium, leading Marxist and Marxist feminist scholars 
interrogate this literature, seeking a dialectical (recuperative) critique, from 
the standpoint of a fully elaborated and structural class analysis. Can intersec-
tionality be seen both as an advance over naive identity politics and “single 
issue” thinking, and as a barrier to be overcome on the way to a complete 
Marxist understanding?

We point with pride to the close ties of many of these distinguished 
Symposium participants to S&S, and look forward to continuing and widen-
ing the debate in our pages.

— The Editors

Querying Intersectionality

HESTER EISENSTEIN

I MAGINE MY SHOCK AND SURPRISE, on opening the November 
2016 issue of Monthly Review, to find an article entitled “Intersec-
tionality and Primary Accumulation: Caste and Gender in India 

under the Sign of Monopoly-Finance Capital” (Whitehead, 2016). 
OMG! Has the austere Marxist journal of the late Paul Sweezy and 
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Harry Magdoff conceded space to the I-word? This might be a signal 
that we Marxist–feminists had better get our house in order and decide 
what to do with this very troubling word/concept.

In this forum we are undertaking a Marxist–feminist analysis of 
the concept of “intersectionality.” How is it defined? How is it used? 
To put the matter in extreme terms, for the sake of argument, do 
we see the widespread use of this concept as a progressive advance 
in the realms both of scholarship and activism? Or do we see it as a 
reactionary, misleading and dangerous retreat from Marxist analysis?

I

I want to start by acknowledging that intersectionality — its widespread 
use and acceptance — represents a political and intellectual victory 
for Black feminist activists and academics. Intersectionality is a con-
cept growing initially out of the work of Black feminist scholars in the 
United States, notably Patricia Hill Collins, bell hooks, and others. 
The “second wave” of feminist organizing and debate in the United 
States was, despite many good intentions, theoretically based largely 
in the experience and struggles of middle-class, college-educated 
white women (with some notable exceptions such as the Black lawyers 
Pauli Murray and Florence Kennedy). The habit of referring to “all 
women” was a dominant part of the classic writings by Robin Morgan, 
Susan Brownmiller, Shulamith Firestone, Kate Millett and many other 
founding mothers from that period in the United States. And indeed 
such a trope was, one can argue, a necessary part of the struggle to 
differentiate gender as a category of analysis, in the face of so many 
hundreds of years of patriarchal control and patriarchal language.

And yet, as Black women encountering white feminism needed 
to argue, the category of gender tout court did not account for the 
cultural, political, and above all economic history of the United States, 
where for example the entitlement of married women to property, 
a key issue for 19th-century white suffragists, included their right to 
own slaves! As the ideas of the movement were taken up by the media 
and the academy, it became clear that there was a need for a separate 
Black feminism that would address the issues specific to the experi-
ence of Black women, touching on questions such as social welfare, 
maternal and infant mortality, mass incarceration, police brutality, 
decent schooling, and health care.
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Black feminist theorists have struggled to overcome the hegemony 
of white feminism, and its refusal to acknowledge the difference in 
the experience of Black women, from slavery to welfare, and from 
the Anita Hill/Clarence Thomas hearings to the guarded acceptance 
of Michele Obama. The resulting shock waves among white feminist 
academics, when so profoundly reproached by Black theorists, gave 
rise to what some see as a new paradigm, where issues of gender must 
always be framed in relation both to race, and class.

II

I return to this point below. But first I want to provide a historical 
context for the rise of this concept. By way of looking at the back-
ground of “intersectionality,” it is perhaps useful to consider the history 
of social movements in the United States since World War II. From 
1945 through the 1950s, class struggle is an overarching theme, due 
to the importance of unions in the postwar period. The struggle for 
wages and better working conditions continues through the war and 
results in important gains for workers. But the immediate pushback 
by business gives rise to the Taft-Hartley law, a purge of the most radi-
cal Communist and socialist labor leaders, and the resultant rise of a 
tamer form of business unionism.

The most important social movement of the 1960s is the civil rights 
movement, focusing on the rights of African Americans. Activists seek 
to end Jim Crow in the South, and discrimination in jobs, housing 
and other areas in the North. The 1970s sees the rise of the women’s 
movement, growing out of labor feminism from the 1940s, and pick-
ing up on the techniques and demands of the civil rights movement. 
This is due in large part to the U-turn of the economy, beginning in 
the mid-1970s, with the fall in investment in manufacturing and rapid 
rise of the service sector, which pulls women into the paid workforce at 
unprecedented rates. The women’s movement inspires related move-
ments such as the lesbian and gay rights movement, the environmental 
movement, and the disability rights movement.

Thus overall, in the period from the 1960s on, we can perhaps 
argue that there is a shift away from class politics, and toward a form 
of identity politics, where the claims of workers give way to claims on 
the basis of race, gender, and other forms of self-characterization. 
Similarly we can see the rise of the New Left and the student movement 
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as a turn away from the class politics of the Communist and social-
ist traditions. Is it fair to describe these movements as also being 
grounded in identity politics, in this case, for example, the identity 
of the student? Is the new radicalism of the 1960s and 1970s, which 
self-consciously distanced itself from the so-called Old Left, part of 
the turn to identity politics?

I want to argue that the rise of intersectionality as a concept is 
deeply connected to these developments. The legitimacy of class 
struggle in the United States is undermined, or shifted, by a move to 
struggles against discrimination on the basis of race and gender and 
other identities. On the one hand, we need to pay tribute to the cour-
age and stamina of the civil rights and other movements of the 1960s 
and 1970s. On the other hand, we need to acknowledge the weakening 
of a self-conscious class struggle in the United States, as McCarthyism 
and a concerted attack by business on unions (continuing to this day) 
discredited the claims of workers.

The second element to consider is that the women’s movement 
itself, growing out of the New Left, turned its back on the New Left 
leadership which was overwhelmingly sexist and exclusionary toward 
the claims of the women who were part of this movement. Meanwhile 
the more “mainstream” women’s movement, which itself developed 
originally as part of the labor movement, turned to the issue of dis-
crimination against women in the public sphere, from politics and 
university entry to work-based forms of exclusion.

The backdrop to these developments, as noted, is the rapid move-
ment of women of all classes into the paid labor force, drawn by the 
growth of the service sector, from education to civil service jobs, and 
the big box economy — Walmart, MacDonald’s and the like — which 
relied in large part on women’s labor.

A dialectical struggle between the mainstream women’s movement 
and women-of-color feminism ensued. Mainstream white feminists 
put forward issues largely of concern to white educated middle-class 
women. Women of color, who shared some of these issues, nonethe-
less inevitably had to raise issues that were part of their own experi-
ence, from police brutality to underfunding for education, health 
care, and housing. This sometimes bitter and heated set of exchanges 
eventually gave rise to the concept of intersectionality. At the risk of 
oversimplification, we can say that the mainstream women’s agenda, 
from abortion rights to access to political office, was challenged by 
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women of color, classically in the Combahee River statement, and by 
authors such as bell hooks, and Patricia Hill Collins, as in effect plac-
ing gender over race.1

I first encountered the term from the person who coined it, law 
professor Kimberlé Crenshaw, when I heard her talk at a Critical 
Legal Studies conference in Washington DC, around 1990, drawing 
on her experience of driving on the Los Angeles freeway, where so 
many different roads are rushing together at the giant intersections 
of the highway. Crenshaw famously was referring to her experience 
as a Black legal feminist scholar, who found that U. S. law privileged 
either gender or race, such that the claims of Black women were often 
invalidated by being both Black and female.

Crenshaw was initiating a critique of anti-discrimination law in the 
United States, in the context of a lawsuit by Black automobile workers 
against General Motors. She pointed out that the courts recognized 
sex discrimination or race discrimination, but not the two in tandem. 
Her original metaphor, then, was about forms of discrimination run-
ning into one another, or intersecting, without necessarily gaining 
the recognition of courts or the law more generally (Crenshaw, 1989; 
1991). Hence, the term “intersectionality,” which was intended to 
compensate for the difficulty of using only one or the other category 
to express the complexity of the legal landscape.

III

Before tackling directly the issue of intersectionality, let me take a 
step back and place this debate in a broader context, namely, the 
relations between feminism and Marxism. We know that Marxism as 
an analysis rests on the notion of class, as does Marxism as a political 
strategy. Lise Vogel’s recently reissued book legitimizes the idea that 
gender as a category is implicit in the Marxist tradition (see Vogel, 
2013). But we all know that it has been difficult over the decades to 
have the fundamental idea of gender oppression incorporated within 
a Marxist analysis. If we talk about the progression traced by Marx, 
from feudalism (landowner/serf) to capitalism (owner/worker) to 
communism (abolition of class/radical equality), it is clear that the 

1 On all of these issues see Eisenstein, 2009, especially chapter 3: “Fault Lines of Race and 
Class.”
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central historical category is class. Who owns the means of production? 
And who will be the subject or agent of historical transformation? Marx 
names the bourgeoisie, and the working class, respectively.

Gender issues come up within these class categories. For example, 
Marx and Engels predicted that drawing women into factory produc-
tion would destroy the nuclear family — something that was visible in 
the early factories of Manchester and elsewhere in northern England, 
with rampant child labor and the absence of maternity leave literally 
killing mothers and babies. So this is the context into which social-
ist feminists sought to insert gender as a social category, from Rosa 
Luxemburg, Emma Goldman, and Alexandra Kollontai, all the way 
to Juliet Mitchell and Shulamith Firestone.

Meanwhile, within feminism another debate has been unfolding. 
In addition to the debate over how to incorporate gender into Marx-
ism, or alternatively, to claim gender as representing a separate set 
of structures — patriarchy alongside of or prior to capitalism — this 
other debate has challenged gender as a unitary category of analysis. 
This can be traced to the struggles within the women’s movement of 
the 20th and 21st centuries, although it has a distinguished lineage 
in the 19th century.

Think, for example, of writers such as Anna Julia Cooper, who 
pointed out that 19th-century mainstream feminism posited liberation 
for white women as an electoral support for official racism and Jim 
Crow, not only against the interests and indeed the basic survival of 
Black people in the era of lynching, but also toward Native American 
women, preaching not just assimilation but in some cases annihilation.

For Black feminists such as bell hooks, the precepts of women’s 
liberation were severely at odds with their own concept of liberation, 
which was rooted in the Black civil rights struggles of the 1950s and 
1960s. The claims of white women’s liberationists to represent “all 
women” clashed with the conflicting loyalties of Black women to their 
men, to their families, and their communities. For white women, lib-
eration meant ending marriage, and forming a community of women, 
a very different concept of community, which posed conflicts of loyalty 
and political energy for activists within, not just the Black movement, 
but the Chicano, Asian, and Native American political movements of 
the 1960s and 1970s.

If we fast forward to our own time, many questions have been 
raised about the role of imperial feminism, the cynical espousal of 
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feminist ideas in the service of U. S. imperialism. The claim is that our 
War on Terror is basically about liberating women, or to use the famous 
phrase of Gayatri Spivak, white men liberating brown women from 
brown men, in Iraq, Afghanistan and elsewhere (see Spivak, 1988). 
In the face of this heated debate — which really raises the question, 
What is the relationship of white feminism to U. S. imperialism? — 
academic feminism made an interesting detour into what came to be 
named intersectionality.

Since then intersectionality has become something of a buzz word, 
and is intended, I suppose, as a set of guidelines for research and activ-
ism: in attempting to depict and analyze our social situation, don’t 
leave out race or gender or disability or sexuality. So far, so good. 
But let’s return to our original debate, which was about Marxism vs. 
feminism, that is, in effect, class vs. gender. For Marxists, the funda-
mental paradigm concerns the development of class consciousness 
as a prerequisite to political action.

IV

The 19th-century and early–20th-century idea was that the proletariat 
as a whole would rise up against its oppressors in the ruling class, and 
create a revolution, and then a new society. The “woman question” in 
the 19th century was seen by many Marxists as an unfortunate attempt 
to split the revolutionary class, and to divide men and women, rather 
than having solidarity against the bosses. And indeed the 19th- and 
early-20th-century record is replete with labor struggles where women 
fought alongside their husbands in the searing battles among mine 
workers and others.

Today, however, the landscape of labor is very different. While 
traditional battles are still being fought, as among the brave South 
African platinum miners who were massacred at Marikana,2 new kinds 
of battles and new kinds of alliances have been formed, as the indus-
trial proletariat of the 20th century gives way to what some are calling 
the “precariat” of the 21st century. In contrast to the 19th-century 
model of the family, in our time women have entered massively into 
the paid work force; they are the bulk of workers in Export Process-
ing Zones; they are the shock troops in labor struggles in Bangladesh, 

2 http://www.sahistory.org.za/article/marikana-massacre-16-august-2012
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Cambodia and elsewhere. And the model of industrial workers has to 
be supplemented with the mass of precarious workers, from our very 
own adjuncts at the City University of New York whose outrageously low 
compensation per course barely provides a living wage, to the workers 
I heard about recently who are paid one penny for every “LIKE” that 
they produce on Facebook to boost the ratings of advertisers.

At the same time we can see the rise of struggles around gender 
issues, from the crisis in India over the rape of lower caste women, to 
the debate concerning the rights of women as sex workers internation-
ally, to the flurry on Twitter over the mass shootings in Santa Barbara, 
and whether these represent the situation of #ALLWOMEN vis-à-vis 
all men.3 The debacle of the Trump election in 2016 is being inter-
preted in some circles as a national referendum on gender, with the 
new President unrepentantly calling his language on sexual assault (as 
revealed in the notorious Access Hollywood tape) “locker room talk.”4 
And on March 8, 2017, an impressive international women’s “strike” 
raised the question of women’s labor in the context of a renewed 
attention to social reproduction as a site of struggle.5

So how does gender interact with class in a changed labor land-
scape? And how does intersectionality as a concept advance our under-
standing of politics as well as social analysis? Are we saying that Marx-
ism as a mode of analysis is obsolete because it only dealt with class in 
a unitary way? Or does a consciousness of intersectionality advance 
our understanding, as a way of seeing class as more complicated than 
just as a relationship to the means of production?

I want to point to one of my hesitations with the notion of intersec-
tionality, which is that it undermines the primacy of class. Whether we 
are talking about the industrial proletariat of the 19th and 20th cen-
turies (and the 21st century in traditional industries such as mining, 
steel, automobiles, so-called heavy industry), or the complicated pre-
cariat which includes so-called informal workers — in some analyses 
around 95% of workers in a giant country such as India — we are still 
talking about the relationship of people to the means of production.

3 https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2014/05/27/uc-santa-barbara-students-killed-shooting-
rampage

4 https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/trump-recorded-having-extremely-lewd- 
conversation-about-women-in-2005/2016/10/07/3b9ce776-8cb4-11e6-bf8a-3d26847eeed4_
story.html

5 See https://www.thenation.com/.../striking-on-international-womens-day-is-not-a-privilege
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Under globalization we can see the concurrent existence of all of 
the stages of capitalism. In Great Britain we saw a regular progression 
from enclosure and dispossession to the rise of a proletariat that was 
available to the new forms of factory production that ushered in what 
we call the Industrial Revolution. Now all of these stages are visible in 
different parts of the world. Enclosure, industrial production, interna-
tional trade: all are taking place simultaneously in different locations.

Thus what David Harvey calls accumulation by dispossession — 
the removal of peasants from the land that was their means of pro-
duction via enclosure, classically the enclosure movement in England 
from the 15th to the 18th centuries — is taking place all over the 
world (see Harvey, 2003). Look, for example, at the struggles of the 
MST (Moviemento dos Trabalhadores Rueis Sem Terra; landless work-
ers) in Brazil for the right to hold onto their farmland. Indigenous 
peoples in Latin America are fighting the mining companies and the 
companies building dams for the right to inhabit their ancestral lands. 
In Bangladesh and Cambodia, not to mention Haiti, women workers 
in the textile industry are fighting and dying for decent wages and 
working conditions. And the fast food workers in the United States 
are leading a struggle, now internationalized, for decent wages, with 
the backing of the SEIU and other unions.

In this context, to make sense of current struggles one cannot 
overlook the fundamental category of class, defined as our relation-
ship to the means of production. This is my caution about falling 
in love with intersectionality as a basis for one’s analysis. I think in 
some usages it obscures class, or more precisely, it muddies the waters 
so that one can’t see clearly the fundamental lines of force that are 
dividing the planet.

V

In saying this, I do not want to crush intersectionality, but rather pay 
tribute to it, and to point out that its usefulness as an intellectual and 
political intervention needs to be recognized as a political master-
stroke by Black women activists and intellectuals. To the extent that 
intersectionality successfully intervened to break up the monolithic 
vision of 1970s white feminism, this should be considered a hard-
earned victory for Black women, inside and outside of the academy. 
So in launching into a critique of the concept, I do not want to be 
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misunderstood as essentially trashing either the concept or those who 
fought so hard to gain acceptance for it. I think it is fair to say that 
in all of its incarnations “intersectionality” was introduced to insert 
complexity and difference into the 1970s claims of white feminism 
to universality.

However, in today’s landscape we encounter uses of the concept 
that invite skepticism. For example, at a Women’s and Gender Stud-
ies program in a public university in New York State, where I was 
asked to do an outside evaluation in February 2016, the concept of 
intersectionality has been added as a required component in every 
course. Instructors are required to include issues of “race, gender, 
class, sexuality, disability, and other categories of difference” in their 
syllabi and in their teaching. What does this mean? It means that every 
instructor must adjust their course offerings to include all of these 
“categories of difference,” leaving it up to the individual professor how 
to accommodate such a requirement in classes that cover anything 
from American political history to an introduction to statistics. To me 
this is a form of lip service that does not add to our understanding 
of the social realities of class, race, and gender, not to mention the 
other required categories!

To be fair, though, in the setting of academia, we should point out 
that the intersectional approach varies widely from discipline to disci-
pline. For example, in the fall of 2016 I met with a graduate student 
who is doing her MA thesis using the concept of intersectionality. Her 
background is in social psychology. The question she wants to investi-
gate is, Why are young Black men subject to incarceration at such high 
rates, while their female counterparts are increasingly succeeding as 
college students? She thinks that the concept of intersectionality will 
help her to unpack this sociological and psychological puzzle.

Or to take an example from political science: Jennifer Disney, a 
political scientist at Winthrop University, and my former student, is 
the author of a well-known book based on her dissertation research, 
comparing the status of feminism and the achievements of women in 
two socialist revolutions: one in Mozambique, one in Nicaragua (see 
Disney, 2008). In a talk she gave at the Graduate Center in 2016 (May 
1, receiving a well-deserved award from the Political Science Ph.D. 
Program), she was promoting the idea of “intersectional feminisms.” 
By this she meant the kind of research that for example brings together 
questions of race with questions of gender (as in investigations of 
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the U. S. prison system). Here intersectionality means looking at the 
interactions of two social categories — presumably in comparison to 
Black and white men in prison. That is, it is a way of using race and 
gender as sociological categories in a given case study.

Both of these examples seem plausible to me as a research agenda. 
But in some contexts, intersectionality has now become a kind of 
mantra, or checklist, rather than a serious form of political or social 
analysis. The many hommages to intersectionality can in some cases 
represent a kind of watering down, and a failure seriously to encounter 
what the call to intersectionality asked us to do, namely, to frame an 
analysis that does justice to the many ways in which patterns of racism 
and sexism intersect with an exploitative class system within which vis-
ible and invisible forms of difference are utilized by a ruthless ruling 
class, and have been since the inception of the American Republic.

VI

In fact I want to suggest, with some irony, that we can trace the rise of 
intersectionality to the capitalist birth of the United States. As David 
Roediger pointed out in The Wages of Whiteness (see Roediger, 2007), 
from the beginning capitalist owners took advantage of color and 
gender as a way of keeping the U. S. working class divided against 
itself. Faced with poverty wages, a white factory worker could still say 
to himself, “At least I am not Black.” It is well known that this kind 
of internalized racism weakened the union movement over many 
decades. So perhaps we can argue that the true authors of “intersec-
tionality” were the small but powerful group of industrialists, who 
used racism and sexism as organizing principles. Think of the textile 
industry in the South, in the 1930s and 1940s, where the worst, dirti-
est and most dangerous jobs went to Black women, while the cleanest 
and easiest jobs went to white men.

Another example of intersectionality as imposed by the ruling 
elites: as Angela Davis has indelibly taught us, under slavery the cat-
egory of the “feminine” profoundly divided female slave owners from 
the human beings they legally owned. The female gender of the white 
slave-owning class, with its requirement of fragility and dependence, 
differed fundamentally from the female gender of the enslaved popu-
lation, where the requirements of intense physical labor precluded 
any claims to “femininity” (Davis, 1983). To the extent that U. S. 
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capitalism manipulated and continues to manipulate the categories 
of race, gender, and sexuality, we are not inventing intersectionality 
but discovering it!

In our conversation in this forum, we are subjecting the concept 
of intersectionality to a Marxist–feminist examination. How does this 
notion hold up when the analysis begins with a fundamental belief in 
the primacy of class as the principal axis of power and control under a 
capitalist mode of production? From my experience teaching Women’s 
Studies, from the earliest years (around 1975, when I taught my first 
class on Contemporary Feminist Thought) up until today, it has been 
hard to get students to “see class,” and much easier to get them to “see” 
gender, race, sexuality, and even disability. That is, a form of identity 
politics has become hegemonic in our teaching and scholarship. It is 
not an original observation to point out that in U.S. academic circles, 
bringing “class” back in is a Sisyphean task. We are all putatively mem-
bers of the “middle class.” Even in the rhetoric of Bernie Sanders during 
the 2016 presidential campaign, the concept of “class struggle” did not 
appear in his otherwise admirably radical language.

Here, again, we can acknowledge the usefulness of the concept of 
intersectionality, since it challenges us to look at how race and gender 
“intersect” with class, and therefore obliges us to mention and include 
class as a category of analysis. Needless to say, in the United States 
working-class issues are often seen primarily through the lens of the 
Black experience. But some Marxist feminists like Delia Aguilar have 
noted that this formulation homogenizes forms of difference that are 
not, in fact, parallel to one another (Aguilar, 2012). In a capitalist society, 
class is not at all the same kind of difference as are race or gender. The 
fundamental difference between owners of the means of production, 
and those who must sell their labor, is the central cleavage in our soci-
eties, no matter how much this is obscured by media representations 
and indeed, by most mainstream academic literature. It is within the 
mode of production that relations of gender and race are, and have 
been, shaped, whether we are talking about 17th-century slavery in the 
Americas or 21st-century maquiladores  on the U. S.–Mexican border.

VII

What, then, can we conclude about the overall usefulness of an inter-
sectional analysis? It can be one where we look at race and gender as 
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they interact within a given moment of capitalist development. But 
the term is very often used in a way that tends to give equal weight to 
each, in a kind of metaphor — intersecting forces, or vectors? This 
formula does not lend itself to profound understanding, but simply 
becomes a kind of superficial checklist. I am arguing, then, that while 
it is of course crucial to include issues of gender, race, sexuality, and 
disability in an analysis of a specific situation of injustice, this by no 
means can substitute for a class analysis in the first instance.

And of course the debate over intersectionality takes a different 
form if one is talking about a political campaign, a piece of academic 
research, or a university seminar. What does it mean to take an inter-
sectional approach? I think we need much more critical discussion 
of this term, which has become a kind of buzzword in academic and 
political circles. In what ways does class intersect with race? Is this 
a useful metaphor? But one can only talk about issues like this in a 
particular concrete setting, rather than in the abstract.

I will close with an anecdote. A Pakistani scholar, colleague and 
friend told me early in 2016 that in the circle of male Marxist activ-
ists she knows in her home town of Lahore, there is a shared dread 
of allowing feminist ideas into their common ideology. Why is this, I 
asked? Because, she told me, they think that the acceptance of femi-
nism will lead to identity politics, and the erosion of class struggle. 
Presumably this is what they see has been the progression of ideas in 
the U. S. academy! Is it possible to frame a Marxist analysis that has 
due regard for issues of gender, race, sexuality and so forth? And if 
so, how would we proceed?

Department of Sociology
Queens College and the Graduate Center
The City University of New York
heisenstein@gc.cuny.edu
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WHAT IS INTERSECTIONALITY? Is it a theory? Is it a method? 
At best, it is a descriptive approach which, through empirical 
research, can ascertain the relative contribution of the fac-

tors that interest the researcher (gender, ethnicity, national origin) to 
the problems or issues affecting the research subjects. A great deal of 
information can thus be gathered which, under favorable conditions, 
can potentially serve as the basis for social policies, organizational 
changes, provision of social services, and so on. Besides serving the 
academic interests of its practitioners, intersectionality research can 
potentially be of use in a variety of institutional contexts.

The meaning of intersectionality is captured by statements such as 
these: “Class locations, in intersection with race/ethnicity and sexual-
ity, shape women’s survival projects” (Brenner, cited in Russell, 2007, 
33); “Gender, class, race/ethnicity, and sexuality are factors in women’s 
lives” (Russell, 2007, 34).
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