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Introduction 

Orlando (Woolf 1928) is the story of a handsome young nobleman who, 
while serving as ambassador in Constantinople, transforms into a 
woman. Orlando lives through centuries and spaces, from the reign of 
Elizabeth I to the reign of King Charles II in England, and as the story 
ends finds her-himself caught up in nineteenth-century life. As such, 
Orlando quite aptly illustrates the idea of identities as complex, his-
torically variable and spatially contingent (McDowell 2008a; Valentine 
2007), yet also reminds us of barriers to our freedom and how these may 
be transgressed. 

Woolf’s portrait of an individual’s stream of consciousness, dwelling 
on being, self and identity, appeared more intuitive and true to me than 
many academic contributions I had read on the subject. As this experi-
ence happened to coincide with the invitation to write a chapter for the 
present collection, I decided to let Orlando serve as both my case and my 
companion in my endeavour to ‘think through intersectionality at work’: 

For she had a great variety of selves to call upon, far more than we 
have been able to find room for, since a biography is considered 
complete if it merely accounts for six or seven selves, whereas a 
person may well have several thousand (Woolf 1928: 217–218).  

The above quote is taken from near the end of the final chapter, where 
the main character calls her Self, only to realize that there is no One Self, 
only many past and present Selves. As with Orlando, workers’ identities 
are at once particular, complex and fluid. In spite of this, labour is as-
siduously compartmentalized, differentiated and remunerated along the 
axes of age, skin colour, gender, nationality and skills (Orzeck 2007), 
and workers become associated with (and disassociated from) certain 
occupations, work tasks and spaces of work through a series of stereo-
typing practices (Harvey 2000; McDowell 2009). The task of this 
chapter is threefold. First, I provide a review of leading feminist and 



labour geographers’ writings on intersectionality and intersectional 
analysis, in order to think through how space and time matter. Second, I 
demonstrate how intersectionality is imbued with cartographic reason 
(Olsson 2007), as evidenced, for instance, by the very concept of ‘inter- 
section’, as well as by the selection and limitation of categories to include 
(Brown 2012). The latter may be inevitable, but it is disturbing given that 
part of the agenda for intersectional analysis is to move away from fixed 
categories and essentialism. Third, I discuss the possibility that, although 
the analysis rests on the intersection of social categories and power re-
lations, it may fall short in portraying the multidimensional, evolving 
Self because, like Orlando, workers’ identities may evolve over the 
course of life, for instance as a result of their occupational and/or geo-
graphical mobility, or of restructuring that may cause unemployment 
and/or lead people to find jobs in new sectors of the economy. Finally, I 
propose an understanding of people as both being and becoming, as 
relational stories-so-far and as progressive biographies in evolving time- 
space (Zampoukos 2018; Massey 2005; Pred 1981). Thus, I engage with 
intersectionality first and foremost as a theoretical construct, since my 
primary objective is to understand the world, not to change it. 
Admittedly though, and as proposed by Gibson-Graham (2008: 615), I 
align myself with the idea that ‘to change our understanding is to change 
the world’. 

In what follows, I briefly explain some key concepts and my use of 
these, specifically the terms category, identity and self. First, I view these 
concepts as reflecting different layers when it comes to deciding who we 
are. In much of the literature, category/ies and identity/ies are used in-
terchangeably. In my understanding, however, the term ‘category’ cor-
responds with the magic wand with which – abracadabra – we 
simultaneously make identity/difference. So for instance, when we speak 
of ‘centre’, we also imply ‘periphery’. Categories make us believe that the 
world consists of detectable and durable entities as well as identities. 
Like words, categories are likely to be social in character (otherwise they 
make little sense). The second term, ‘identity’, is used both to identify 
someone, and also to identify with, i.e. identity is used from an outsider’s 
as well as insider’s perspective, broadly denoting group belonging. In any 
of these cases, categories are utilized to bring attention to certain iden-
tities. By contrast, being one Self is always deeply personal, very much 
resembling Orlando’s experience. Thus, the Self is tied to the shifting and 
rambling thoughts, feelings, desires, and so forth that relentlessly tra-
verse our inner landscapes. The Self is not easily identified from the 
outside (nor from the inside, as demonstrated by Orlando); it is not to be 
captured by simple categories; it is constantly moving between one and 
the many, between past, present and future, speaking to itself, of itself, 
with a multitude of voices, consistent in all its inconsistency. 
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Some Methodological Considerations 

Before reviewing the literature, I wish to share a few methodological 
considerations with the reader. First of all, in order to find literature 
themed around feminist and labour geographers’ writings on inter-
sectionality, an initial search was conducted in August 2019 using 
Google Scholar with the search words Intersectionality AND Geography 
AND Labour. This preliminary search resulted in 19,500 hits. A more 
fine-grained search was conducted in September 2019 using SCOPUS. 
The same search words were applied, resulting in 12 publications, of 
which six were deemed relevant to this chapter. In a second round (also 
conducted with SCOPUS), I used the search words Intersectionality 
AND Work AND Geography, producing 40 hits. Of these 40 publica-
tions, only seven were judged to match the requirements regarding the 
feminist and labour geography approach. Articles and chapters authored 
by sociologists were not included in the sample of publications, nor did I 
include more than one publication from authors with a quite extensive 
publication record, such as Linda McDowell and Peter Hopkins. I tried 
to select articles published in highly-ranked journals, since these have 
greater impact in terms of citations. Another important restriction was 
that only publications published since 2000 were included. 

Ultimately, this chapter is based on close inspection of no more than 
nine articles published between 2007 and 2018. However, the number of 
publications addressing adjacent topics, such as complex and relational 
identities, difference, diversity, inequalities, bodies, and so forth is much 
larger. Hence, this chapter does not provide an exhaustive account of 
everything relating to intersectionality. Rather, to make the task man-
ageable, only articles specifically using the term ‘intersectionality’, and 
only those deemed to be of relevance to FEMINIST and labour geo-
graphy or to LABOUR and feminist geography, are included. Indeed, as 
pointed out by Mollett and Faria (2018), explicit use of the term ‘in-
tersectionality’ is rare among geographers, and consequently affected the 
number of publications selected for this chapter. 

Aside from delimiting the task in terms of what readings to include, 
there was also the issue of how to organize and present the material. 
Depending on how we present our material, different meanings appear. 
In the end, I decided to go with a thematic order and presentation. One 
recurrent theme relates to intersectional perspectives on migration and 
the lives and wellbeing of migrant workforces. This theme was touched 
on by four articles. Clearly, it could have made up a section in its own 
right. However, I chose to group the reviewed articles under three main 
themes: the pioneering work of the ‘grand old ladies’ and leading 
scholars in feminist and/or labour geography; anxieties and concerns of 
an intradisciplinary nature (two sections); and new directions in the use 
of intersectional analysis by feminist and labour geographers. Rather 
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than focusing on the subject of each study (such as migrant workforces), 
my ambition is to portray some of the debates and currents in inter-
sectional thinking in feminist-and-labour geography. 

Space and Time Matters – Matters of Space and Time 

Pioneering Work: Intersectional Bio(geo)graphies and Complex 
Migrant Identities 

First in this review is an article by Gill Valentine (2007), who gives a 
substantive and pedagogical illustration of how feminist geographers can 
contribute to theorization of intersectionality in the wider social sciences. 
She begins by observing that early attempts to think about how more or 
less stable categories intersect were imbued with the language of geo-
metry and mathematics. Later, an intensified focus on becoming and 
doing emerged, not least owing to the work of Judith Butler (1990). 
Understanding the intersection of identities as the ‘coming together, of 
contingencies and discontinuities, clashes and neutralizations, in which 
positions, identities, and differences are made and unmade, claimed and 
rejected’ (Valentine 2007: 14) also accredits agency to individuals, thus 
tending to avoid the determinism associated with fixed and stable cate-
gories of identity. Despite advances in theorizing intersectionality, social 
sciences have paid scant attention to how space influences processes of 
subject formation, Valentine remarks. She then turns to her case study 
and a biographical account of Jeanette, a white, middle-aged and D/deaf 
woman. 

Jeanette’s narrative is presented as six ‘stories’ to highlight ‘the specific 
identification/disidentifications that emerge for Jeanette in particular 
spatial and temporal moments’ (Valentine 2007: 15). Through these 
stories, Valentine convincingly demonstrates that Jeanette understands 
her identity differently depending on the socio-spatial contexts of which 
she is part, and that space and identities are co-implicated. Based on her 
findings, she argues that the identity of a particular space, be that home, 
school, workplace or a community space, is (re)produced through the 
presence and practices of the groups that occupy and dominate these 
spaces. For instance, in the case of Jeanette, the Deaf club is produced as 
Deaf, heterosexual and white, while the office workplace is construed as 
a hearing, masculinist space. At the end of the article, Valentine (2007: 19) 
touches on the old question of structure/agency in concluding that: 

existing theorization of the concept of intersectionality overempha-
sizes the abilities of individuals to actively produce their own lives 
and underestimates how the ability to enact some identities or 
realities rather than others is highly contingent on the power-laden 
spaces in and through which our experiences are lived. 
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A year later, and partly in response to Valentine, another prominent 
feminist geographer, Linda McDowell (2008a), addressed the issue of 
intersectionality in relation to migrant workers and labour-market seg-
mentation. Whereas Valentine centres on context and on particular sites 
(home, school, Deaf club, etc.), McDowell takes a scalar and to some 
extent networked perspective. In particular, she perceives difference as 
the outcome of practices operating at and across different spatial scales. 
In essence, McDowell advocates an approach to studying global move-
ments of labour that combines the analytical lenses of political economy 
and institutional practices. 

Similarly to Valentine, McDowell begins with an account of inter-
sectionality and its definitions, dwelling on the notions of ‘anti-categorical’, 
‘inter-categorical’ and ‘intra-categorical’ complexity invented by McCall 
(2005). She continues by discussing, in turn, gendered and racialized 
identities and class practices, paying specific attention to how a ‘move from 
there to here’ (McDowell 2008a: 502) may alter identities. At the end of the 
article, she returns to concepts introduced by McCall, and specifically the 
issue of methodology and how to study intersectionality, suggesting 
(in contrast to Valentine) that the many case studies conducted hitherto 
should be complemented by complex statistical analyses in line with 
McCall’s. However, McDowell concludes that, irrespective of whether 
researchers deploy an ‘intra-categorical approach’ or profess to inter- 
categorical complexity, the conclusions on complexity seem similar. In this 
respect she agrees with Valentine: different dimensions of identity formation 
and inequalities interact in certain ways because of context. 

The final part of McDowell’s paper reveals a scalar and networked 
conceptualization of space, as illustrated by the following quote: 

To understand the position of new economic migrants in London’s 
labour market, for example, necessitates an analysis at multiple 
scales of the connections between global economic restructuring and 
the consequences for global divisions of labour, international flows 
of capital and labour, the consequences of spatial dislocation for 
millions of migrant labour, of class position, gender divisions and 
skin colour (and how these are reconstructed through migration), of 
racialized and national stereotypes, as well as of cultural assump-
tions and everyday practices in the workplace and the exclusive 
construction of citizenship that creates a division between the 
deserving and the undeserving migrant (McDowell 2008a: 
504–505).  

In summary, both Valentine and McDowell seem to agree that identities 
vary with context, whether this is perceived as a networked space where 
multiple practices intersect, or as a place more in line with the cultural 
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geographies tradition, here represented by Valentine. Time is present in 
two different ways: in terms of the biography of a person, where certain 
aspects of identity are accentuated in specific sites-and-moments in a 
person’s life; and in terms of the processual understanding inherent in 
‘migration’ (from there to here) and ‘practice’. In what follows, I delve 
into a concern that appears to be intra-disciplinary in nature, namely the 
issue of class in relation to other identities. 

Intra-disciplinary Concerns I: Labour Geography Meets  
Complex Identities 

Embracing intersectionality seems to be somewhat of a challenge for 
labour geographers since, for Marxian labour geographers in particular, 
class (i.e. labour as opposed to capital), together with wage relations and 
the formal workplace, have served as the locus of interest (Rutherford 
2010). Marxist concepts of class and work have been challenged by 
feminist and post-structural researchers (for a detailed discussion, see 
Gibson-Graham, Resnick and Wolff 2001: 1–21), criticizing labour 
geography for clinging on to class as the sole relevant social category, 
and privileging paid labour. Nevertheless, scholars such as Tod 
Rutherford (2010) and Linda McDowell (2008b) express concern that 
the emphasis on difference and diversity, and the (partial) neglect of 
commonalities that exist across differences relating to locality, gender 
and lived experience, may in fact be counterproductive to workers’ in-
terests. For instance, Rutherford (2010: 774) observes that although 
post-structural perspectives have added new and meaningful insights 
into the differentiated nature of labour, the workplace and class, the 
‘increasing attention to identity and diverse economies should not come 
at the expense of the continued critical role of the formal work-place and 
the wage-relation’. 

Rutherford gives an account of the evolution of labour geography, from 
its early developments in the 1960s and 1970s under the influence of 
Marxism, into a sub-discipline acknowledging the active participation of 
workers in the production of capitalist economic geographies. While 
unions used to play a significant role in labour geography as the primary 
source of worker agency, the attention has now shifted toward ‘inter-
sectionality strategies beyond the workplace with highly diverse work-
forces in local communities’ (Rutherford 2010: 770). Furthermore, current 
trends in working life, such as individualization and fragmentation, have 
contributed to the shift away from the workplace, wage relations and class. 
Difference and firm strategies of fragmentation are always present, 
Rutherford continues, but because work is by necessity a collective 
endeavour, there is always also the possibility of common worker identity 
and resistance. Thus, he concludes, seeking ‘commonality in difference’ 
remains critical for labour geographers. 
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The issue of class and how it interrelates with other identities is also 
addressed by Alison Stenning (2008), who starts with the observation 
that class appears to have resurfaced as a central issue in current debates 
on neoliberalization, transnationalism and empire, amongst others, 
whilst at the same time ‘the engagement with class can be abstract, even 
ungrounded, and often hidden within discussions of power, inequality 
and difference’ (Stenning 2008: 9). She then discusses the rise of ‘new 
working-class studies’ and the associated demand to reinvigorate the 
study and representation of working-class lives, cultures and politics. 

In this line of thought, working classness is perceived as a dynamic and 
relational category, showing obvious similarities with the intersectional 
approach. Besides emphasizing an intersectional ‘take’ on working-class 
studies within geography, Stenning (2008: 10) also declares that 
‘[w]orking classness is placed’, meaning that, in accordance with dia-
lectical thinking, it is performed and constructed within communities, as 
well as shaping these spaces. Stenning states that it is within commu-
nities, whether local or not so local, that the spatial practices of work 
and life intersect: 

Practices … enacted within homes, workplaces, communities and the 
myriad other spaces of everyday life reflect the articulation of 
gender, generation and race … and the employment of resources, 
economic, social, cultural … in the negotiation of economic, political 
and social lives (Stenning 2008: 10).  

These complex negotiations are emblematic of the study of working- 
class geographies. 

Innovative work by feminist and development geographers has en-
couraged labour geographers to extend their appreciation of the geo-
graphies of work beyond the workplace, to contest conventional 
definitions of work, and to perceive workers not solely as workers but 
also as parents, partners, consumers, activists, and so forth. Yet 
working-class geographies remain important, Stenning (2008: 11) 
argues, because class relations are remade every day, all over the world, 
and the ‘processes of neoliberalisation and globalisation are lived, ne-
gotiated and transgressed by working class people’. Whilst postcolonial 
and feminist critiques have brought voices from particular spaces to 
the forefront, less attention has been given to bringing voices from the 
margins to the centre, such as deindustrialized communities in Europe 
and the US (for a recent example, see McDowell and Bonner- 
Thompson 2019). 

Labour geographers have obviously been influenced by feminist and 
post-structuralist ideas, but without abandoning the sub-discipline’s 
fundamentals. Furthermore, seeking ‘commonality in difference’, as 
emphasized by Rutherford, is an important strategy for unions under 
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global stress. However, interference by feminist geographers has clearly 
‘disrupted’ the common-sense understanding of the boundaries of the 
sub-discipline among labour geographers. Spatiality and temporality, in 
this context, are therefore best understood in terms of the (contested) 
core of the sub-discipline and its shifting boundaries over time. 
Following this excursion into labour geography, I now turn to another 
intra-disciplinary concern, revolving mainly around intersections and 
how to produce a ‘proper’ intersectional analysis. 

Intra-disciplinary Concerns II: Intersectional Anxieties 

In Michael Brown’s (2012) thematic progress report on Gender and 
sexuality: Intersectional anxieties, he outlines the connections between 
geographies of sexualities and other identities, and more specifically how 
these intersections have been practised in the literature. In so doing, he 
addresses a number of ‘anxieties’ in what he recognizes as ‘the classical 
spirit of queer geography: to question all assumptions and theoretical 
moves, no matter how seemingly progressive or radical’ (Brown 2012: 
541). In line with Valentine (2007) and McDowell (2008a), Brown starts 
by discussing the term ‘intersectionality’ and the attention paid to the 
spatial dimension, for instance through the now widespread use of 
the ‘crossroads’ metaphor first introduced by Crenshaw (1991).1 In fact, 
one of the ‘anxieties’ pointed out by Brown relates directly to this me-
taphor. Many geographers reject this image, he claims, on the grounds 
that it presumes an empirical or conceptual separation of race and 
sexuality.2 Ironically, this separation has an essentializing effect, yet also 
implies an additive understanding of oppression (see also McCall 2005). 

Brown continues by identifying an unevenness in geographies of sex-
ualities regarding which identities and structures of oppression are 
addressed. Some categories, such as gender and race, clearly receive far 
more attention than other categories, such as sexuality and (dis)ability, 
or sexuality and religion. Brown then points to ongoing debates over 
‘just which identities we choose to intersect with sexualities’ (Brown 
2012: 544), as well as the number of intersections that must be con-
sidered to fulfil the requirements of ‘proper’ intersectional analysis. 
Methodological and theoretical justifications of the selection and deli-
mitation of intersections to contemplate and examine are largely missing, 
he claims. In his opinion, responding to questions like these is particu-
larly pertinent to intellectual and academic communities’ adhering to 
anti-essentializing, anti-hierarchical philosophies, and even more so if 
combined with the belief that present-absences in texts are of metho-
dological significance. 

In a more recent progress report, Peter Hopkins (2017) pays specific 
attention to the use of intersectionality in social geography. He suggests 
that geographers need ‘to pay more attention to the origins of 
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intersectionality in black feminism and not only cite the work of white 
women and men’, a statement rooted in a fear of geography always being 
a ‘white, racist, colonialist, masculinist discipline’ (Hopkins 2017: 3). 
Hopkins then maps intersectionality as part of social geography re-
search, and identifies at least three areas where intersectionality and 
geography might fruitfully combine: ethnic residential segregation and 
the city, migration and translocal positionality, and embodiment 
and belonging. 

Brown raises important questions about methodological and theore-
tical justifications for choices by researchers confessing to intersectional 
analysis. There is also a geography in the choices we make – a geography 
of cartographic reason (Olsson 2007). Evidently, not just the discipline 
but even the identities (including the bodies) of researchers engaged in 
intersectional analysis are matters for discussion. 

The next section presents ‘new directions’ in the application of an 
intersectional approach by feminist (and) labour geographers. In part, 
these developments can be viewed as responses to Hopkins’ call for 
diversity, at least in terms of geographies. Thus, we visit, in turn, Nepal, 
the United Arab Emirates and Canada to gain glimpses of some recent 
advances in geographers’ intersectional thinking. 

New Directions: Material-Symbolic Understandings and  
Intersectional Rhythmanalysis 

Andrea Nightingale’s (2011) groundbreaking article in Geoforum 
advanced intersectional theory by demonstrating how the embodied 
performance of gender, caste and other aspects of social difference col-
lapse the distinction between the material and the symbolic. Anchored 
within feminist political ecology, Nightingale adopts the perspective that 
the material side of human existence plays an important role in produ-
cing subjectivities. Her agenda is to explore ‘how material environments 
extend from and into the body with profound implications for social 
difference, space and ecologies’ (Nightingale 2011: 153). For this, she 
draws on extensive ethnographic fieldwork carried out in Nepal. 

Nightingale argues that feminist theory centred on the performance of 
gender tends to emphasize the discursive and symbolic dimension at the 
expense of material aspects. She continues by observing that although 
intersectional theory has been taken up by many anthropologists 
working in the field of feminist political ecology, it has thus far received 
little recognition from geographers. She expands this critique by pointing 
to the scant attention paid to materiality, even in work by feminist 
geographers such as Valentine (2007) mentioned earlier: ‘[S]pace is 
defined only by the social activities that occur within it: married 
partnership, work, or support session’ (Nightingale 2011: 155). 

Nightingale explains that in the nascent field of feminist political 

280 Kristina Zampoukos 



ecology, social difference is understood as emergent and produced out of 
seemingly mundane, everyday spatial practices. She then proceeds to 
discuss her findings and theoretical insights from Nepal. First, she 
highlights the importance of purity and pollution as a key basis for social 
difference in Nepal, and how ritual purity is maintained through a 
variety of everyday spatial and bodily practices. She then accounts for 
these practices, starting with menstruating Hindu women in the 
Nepalese Mugu district, and the restrictions placed on them owing to 
norms relating to purity/impurity. Not only are women kept separated 
spatially and socially during their menstruation or following their 
pregnancy, but they are also prevented from carrying out ‘normal’ tasks 
associated with ‘womanhood’, such as preparing food, collecting water 
and performing agricultural work. Thus, while ‘polluted’, women’s 
bodies represent a risk to the social and ecological environment: crops 
will not yield properly if ‘impure’ women harvest them. 

According to Nightingale, not only do biological substances emanating 
from the body define women as ‘polluted’, but material and ecological 
substances rubbing off on bodies may also act to underline social differ-
ence. For instance, engaging in agro-forestry work makes a person dirty in 
the literal sense, but dirt also underlines social (caste) hierarchies in terms 
of purity/impurity. As observed by Nightingale, it is obviously easier to 
keep clean if one does not have to engage in manual, dirty work. In this 
sense, class relations, cleanliness, power and status are intertwined. 

Meanwhile, Michelle Buckley (2014: 339) presents three ‘interventions’ in 
the theorization of urbanization, one of which is relevant to intersectional 
thinking, namely ‘the building process as a key locus of intersectional poli-
tics’. Drawing on feminist migration and postcolonial urban scholarship, this 
article revolves around construction labour markets in Dubai in the United 
Arab Emirates, which hosts many migrant construction workers from 
countries such as India, Bangladesh and Pakistan. Middle-Eastern cities have 
hitherto played a peripheral role in Western-dominated theorization of ur-
banization, and whereas migration theory tends to treat cities merely as 
containers for migrants’ work and lives, Buckley’s mission is to demonstrate 
migrants’ significance as agents in the political economy and in the 
production of contemporary urban landscapes. Specifically, she claims that 
focusing on the ‘migrant dimensions of construction labor markets dis-
aggregates the urban landscape into an array of productive moments with 
geographies that extend well beyond the material and political borders of the 
city’ (Buckley 2014: 344). David Harvey’s (1985) conceptualization of 
commodity relations in the city serves as a point of departure: before material 
components of the built environment can be used for production and/or 
consumption, they are produced as commodities themselves. In the case of 
Dubai, the city has literally grown through the hands of hundreds of thou-
sands of migrant construction workers, many of whom are subjected to 
conditions of forced labour. 
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Regarding the ‘intersectional politics’ involved, Buckley notes that the 
presence of such a large migrant workforce posed a dilemma, since the 
city was primarily designed to attract affluent foreign residents and 
tourists. This prompted the state to adopt a host of segregationist po-
licies aimed at keeping tourists and low-wage builders apart, including 
the establishment of labour camps on the urban outskirts, and policing 
efforts to discourage migrant construction workers from visiting tourist 
spaces. 

Contractors’ and labour-sending consulates’ hiring practices were 
based not only on assessments of skills and work experience, but also on 
stereotyped depictions of workers from certain regions and countries as 
being more suitable than others, particularly considering the ‘city-state’s 
agenda of becoming an affluent enclave of consumer urbanism’ 
(Buckley 2014: 342). Hence, workers of certain national origins were 
portrayed as being more ‘calm’ and easy to manage, ‘built’ to cope with 
the Dubai climate and physically demanding construction work, and not 
‘prone’ to promiscuity or ‘ogling women in public’. Although con-
struction sites are typically coded as masculine, their gendered nature 
seems to have escaped the notice of urban researchers. These observa-
tions lead Buckley to move beyond class relations to consider the broader 
politics of subjectivity sustaining material urbanization. Drawing on the 
work of Linda McDowell, she suggests: 

The point of attending to questions about the politics of ethnicity 
and race, citizenship, class, or gender is not to map how such social 
axes are simply attributes attached to particular bodies participating 
in the urbanization process, but to illuminate how the material 
production of urban built environments can depend on the parallel 
production of complex inequalities and intersecting forms of social 
difference (Buckley 2014: 342).  

In a recent article, Emily Reid-Musson (2018: 881) argues that the fra-
mework offered by what she terms ‘intersectional rhythmanalysis’ is 
useful for conceptualizing the ‘braiding together of rhythms, social ca-
tegories of difference, and power on non-essentialist bases’. Reid- 
Musson combines French sociologist, Henri Lefebvre’s (2004) writings 
on everyday life and rhythmanalysis with those of intersectional feminist 
thinkers such as Butler (1990) and Crenshaw (1991) in devising the 
concept of intersectional rhythmanalysis, which she discusses in relation 
to migration, mobilities and labour. Her overall argument is that control 
over rhythms is integral to the reproduction of labour migration regimes 
and to the social differences that underpin migration regimes. 
Rhythmanalysis, she writes, is both relational and interscalar, and does 
not privilege time over space, but rather integrates the two. According to 
Reid-Musson, Lefebvre studied the everyday life of the street from his 
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window, using all his embodied sensory capacities to understand the 
social realities revealed by daily life rhythms. 

Drawing on Lefebvre, Reid Musson argues that inequalities and op-
pressions are not static, but are made and remade through spatio- 
temporal arrangements such as rhythms. Rhythms impact on migrant 
workers’ lives at many interconnected scales, for example through guest 
worker programmes that determine the longevity of work permits, 
through agricultural cycles and through work schedules. Hence, mi-
grants coming to Canada through the Seasonal Agricultural Worker 
Program follow the annual rhythms of both the programme and the 
agricultural sector, while at weekly and daily levels they are subjected to 
the rhythms of work schedules. Working long hours and lacking means 
of transport, migrants may live very restricted lives with regard to free 
time and access to leisure spaces. However, in comparing men and 
women, Reid-Musson finds that female migrants face even more severe 
restrictions in terms of mobility and access to spaces beyond the realm 
of work: 

migrant women are not only monitored by men but can be 
dependent on them outside of work in order to circulate and gain 
access to services and social spaces like church or simply going out 
for coffee. Migrant women are much less visible in public spaces 
relative to men (Reid-Musson 2018: 892).  

She proposes several avenues for advancing the framework of ‘inter-
sectional rhythmanalysis’. One is continued exploration of embodiment 
and rhythms without essentializing and naturalizing the body. Another 
revolves around migrant workers and how spatio-temporal rhythms 
relate to labour agency, identity and negotiation in migration processes. 

To summarize this section, I find that Nightingale’s approach to social 
difference lies at the heart of geography, as she unpacks with consider-
able delicacy how the material and symbolic, ecologies and sociologies, 
collapse into each other. She provides a highly persuasive case for 
understanding intersectionality as going beyond the meeting of social 
categories, and social difference as more than unjust geographies. 
Buckley, for her part, contributes to theorization of urbanization by 
successfully combining theories on the production of built environments 
with evidence of a migrant workforce serving as a central means of 
production, while simultaneously being marginalized discursively and 
with regard to their mobility and residency in the same environment. 
Nightingale and Buckley both seem preoccupied with linking social and 
material space together, whereas Reid-Musson is more concerned 
with thinking space and time together, hence her interest in rhythma-
nalysis. Her proposition, based on the work of Lefebvre, offers an 
interesting philosophical path for geographers, not least since the 
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spatiotemporal rhythms in which we engage, or are subjected to, may be 
more or less constraining and/or enabling. 

The Cartographic Reason of Intersectional Thinking 

As observed in the methodological section, many geographers seem to 
prefer concepts other than intersectionality to denote and analyse the 
coming together of various dimensions of people’s identities. 
Nevertheless, there is a widespread perception that space plays an active 
role in the process of identity formation. Table 14.1 provides an over-
view of both explicit and implicit understandings of space and time 
conveyed in the articles under scrutiny here. However, it is not always 
clear how intersectionality combines theoretically and/or empirically 
with space. The most concrete and straightforward examples seem to be 
found in Valentine’s and Nightingale’s contributions, possibly because of 
their empirical underpinning. Moreover, both Valentine and Reid- 
Musson are explicit about the temporal dimension. Valentine refers to a 
person’s biography and specific moments in a person’s life when certain 
aspects of identity are brought to the fore while others recede. Reid- 
Musson presents the idea of intersectional rhythmanalysis, making the 
point that ‘[s]ocial differences and social oppressions … are made and 
remade through spatio-temporal arrangements like rhythms’ (Reid- 
Musson 2018: 885). 

Clearly, there are intra-disciplinary concerns relating to inter-
sectionality, as manifested by the commonality–difference debate among 
labour geographers and feminist geographers, and discussion between 
feminist and post-colonial geographers regarding representation. 
However, what seems to be largely missing is a more thorough theori-
zation of intersectionality, spatiotemporality and agency, a topic to 
which I shortly return. In what follows, though, I shall explain how and 
why I consider intersectionality to be imbued with cartographic reason. 
To do so, I must think back to my time as a PhD student. Among my 
professors at the Department of Social and Economic Geography at 
Uppsala University was Gunnar Olsson, who repeatedly suggested that 
language is inherently spatial, and that geography emanates from the 
human activity of wor(l)ding. In Olsson’s own words, it is through the 
practice of naming that ‘undifferentiated chaos is turned into differ-
entiated cosmos’ (Olsson 2007: 17). He also claims that our thinking is 
structured geometrically, and that we navigate the unknown with the 
help of invisible maps. Thus, professor Olsson was – and still is – pre-
occupied with mapping cartographic reason and, perhaps even more 
importantly, critiquing it (2007). 

Language gives us a clue. Fix-points of time and place, including the 
positions of then and now, the hierarchical coordinates of below and 
above, con-junctions and pre-positions, help us to make sense and create 
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Table 14.1 Spatial and temporal focus and/or ontology according to the themes 
identified      

Main theme Author Spatial focus  
and/or ontology 

Temporal focus 
and/or ontology  

Intersectional bio 
(geo)graphies 
and complex 
migrant 
identities 

Valentine 
(2007) 

McDowell 
(2008a) 

Space as context  

Space as scale; 
networked space; 
space (as 
difference) 
produced by 
practices 

Biographies and 
‘moments’ 

Practices (evolving 
over time) 

Labour geography 
meets complex 
identities 

Stenning  
(2008)      

Rutherford 
(2010) 

Dialectical thinking:  
people shape 
communities – 
communities shape 
people’s lives 

Formal workplace as 
a site of local and 
translocal 
capital–labour 
relations and 
struggle 

Processes and 
practices       

Development  
of labour 
geography as a 
subdiscipline 

Intersectional 
anxieties 

Brown (2012)     

Hopkins (2017) 

Language and 
philosophy of 
science as 
representational 
spaces 

A decolonized, 
diversity-sensitive 
discipline 

Residential areas, 
cities, translocal 
positions, the body 

–     

Heritage of the 
discipline 

Material-symbolic 
understandings 
and intersectional 
rhythmanalysis 

Nightingale 
(2011)      

Buckley (2014)       

Relational 
perspective 
centring on the 
interrelatedness of 
identity and 
ecology, symbolic 
and material 

The city; political 
economy and 
socio-spatial 
power relations 
underpinning the 
production of 
urban space 

Identities not fixed 
but rather 
‘dynamic results 
of contested 
practices’   

–       

(Continued) 
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order out of messy reality. Yet every attempt to grasp the world with 
words is destined to be incomplete, since there are no perfect transla-
tions, nor perfect representations. Therefore, the strength of carto-
graphic reason ‘lies less in in its ability to tell the truth and more in its 
power to convince’ (Olsson, 2007: 10). Imagination makes it possible to 
believe in a relationship between map and territory. 

Obviously, my objective in this chapter is far more modest than that 
of Olsson. Nevertheless, there is at least a small connection because, 
as observed by Valentine (2007) and Brown (2012), amongst others, 
the term ‘intersectionality’ is intrinsically bound up with geography 
through its association with geometry. The term ‘inter-section’ es-
sentially presupposes the existence of identifiable entities that coincide 
with and relate to each other. And for an entity to become identified 
(as an ‘id-entity’), we must engage in the game of naming (Olsson 
2007) and in making difference. The act of naming and sorting, in 
turn, inevitably involves the use of fixed, essentialist categories 
(otherwise they would neither be categories, nor meaningful). 
Furthermore, intersectional analysis (like any other analysis) implies 
the selection and delimitation of what categories or dimensions of 
people’s identities to include. Thus, even though the meeting of id- 
entities may evoke specific positions, intersectionality rests on the 
inescapable practice of naming, delimiting and comparing (and thus 
of doing identity and difference). 

A Feminist-and-Labour Geographer’s Approach: 
Grappling with the Many Voices of the Self 

As I have argued elsewhere (Zampoukos 2018; Zampoukos et al. 
2018), thinking about people in terms of both being and becoming, as 
relational stories-so-far and as progressive biographies in evolving 
time-space, entails a shift in focus from social categories to the pro-
cesses involved, yet it is also conducive to understanding how agency, 
space and time are intertwined. Thinking of space as in the making 
(Massey 2005) is now common among geographers, but the same 

Table 14.1 (Continued)     

Main theme Author Spatial focus  
and/or ontology 

Temporal focus 
and/or ontology  

Reid-Musson  
(2018) 

Space as interscalar 
and inter- 
connected rhythms 
experienced by the 
migrant worker 

Intersectional 
rythmanalysis – 
daily, weekly, 
annual rhythms 
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philosophy may of course apply to human beings. People both embody 
and are embedded in diverse social and spatial relations, and these 
locations are far from static, but are produced in and through context – 
in and through social space and time. As we proceed toward ‘the tip of 
an always advancing now line’ (Pred 1981: 1), we simultaneously 
connect the dots between our present existence and past experiences. 
Imaginations of the future (space) influence how we cope with the 
present (space), yet the present (space) also determines to some extent 
how we imagine and act in relation to the future. These dimensions are 
incorporated in the agency of individual workers creating their own 
progressive biographies (Zampoukos et al. 2018). 

At this point, I think of my interview with Bahar and her story, which 
she told me almost ten years ago and to which I keep returning 
(Zampoukos and Ioannides 2015; Zampoukos 2018). Bahar was a 
middle-class schoolgirl who fled the Khomeini regime with her parents 
and siblings, and after many years of repeated break-ups arrived in 
Sweden. By that time she was already a married woman and mother of 
two. On arrival in Sweden, Bahar took care of the children, while her 
husband eventually found a job as a taxi driver. Caring for the children 
and doing most of the unpaid housework left very little time and energy 
to learn the new language. As the children grew older, and having di-
vorced from her husband, Bahar started to work her way into the 
Swedish labour market, and at the time of our interview was employed 
as a waitress on a regular contract. At the end of the interview, she made 
a remark about her life in retrospect, and expressed a wish that her 
children would be better off. Clearly, her hope for the future was 
strongly associated with her children. 

I think of this story as an illustration of context or of ‘situation’ as 
both enabling and constraining, partly in response to Valentine’s (2007) 
critique that there is a tendency in existing theorization to overemphasize 
individuals’ abilities to actively produce their own lives. It seems to me 
that the pendulum has now swung the other way, entailing an emphasis 
on constraints, while ignoring the possibility that context and structure 
may be both constraining and enabling at the same time (Giddens 1984), 
and also disregarding the idea that everyone has agency, even though 
relative and relational in character. Bahar’s story reveals a journey that 
involves both the crossing of borders, and movement across social 
boundaries over the course of time (middle-class Iranian citizen, refugee, 
asylum seeker, Swedish citizen, unmarried, married, divorced, daughter, 
woman, wife, mother, housewife, employed, working class, etc.). These 
are all easily detected and, I imagine, together make up the multitude of 
voices constituting her Self. 

It is my contention that, after some introspection, we find that we are 
all just like Orlando. We are all built up of this multitude of voices, and 
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that is why I want to end this chapter by proposing that researchers with 
an interest in subjectivity formation and intersectional analysis should 
delve into the inner process of identity making. Such a path might prove 
truly revolutionary, as it would enable intersectional analysis not only to 
combine the language of being with a language of becoming (Wilson 
2017; Gibson-Graham et al. 2001), but also to connect observations of 
identities and differently positioned subjects with knowledge of the inner 
processes of the multitudinous Self. Social categories and identities may 
be useful as instruments of power, but the Self is powerful beyond these 
categories, not least since we have a remarkable capacity to vary our 
Selves in imagination. 

Notes  
1 Crenshaw was allegedly the first to adopt the analogy of ‘road junctions where 

violent accidents repeatedly occur without being reported’ (Valentine 
2007: 12).  

2 Crenshaw (1991: 1244) speaks of intersectionality as a ‘provisional concept’ 
and recognizes that it ‘does engage dominant assumptions that race and 
gender are essentially separate categories’. By tracing the categories to their 
intersections, she hoped to produce a methodology that would disrupt the 
tendency to see race and gender as exclusive and separable. Whatever her 
original intention, it seems plausible that Crenshaw was experiencing what 
many authors encounter, namely that once our words are ‘out there’ they start 
to live a life of their own. In other words, there is a gulf between intention and 
interpretation. Therefore, debate over the meaning and use of ‘inter-
sectionality’ is sure to continue.  
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