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Chapter 1
Overlapping Inequalities in the Welfare 
State. An Introduction

Başak Akkan, Julia Hahmann, and Melanie Kuhn

Since the 1980s, intersectionality has received significant recognition as a feminist 
framework with its theoretical, methodological, and political elements, offering a vig-
orous understanding of social inequalities that are multifaceted and overlapping in 
nature (Anthias 2012a; Brah and Phoenix 2004; Cho et al. 2013; Collins 1998, 2000, 
2019; Collins and Bilge 2020; Crenshaw 1991; Ferree 2009; Lykke 2010; McCall 
2005; Walby 2007; Walby et al. 2012; Winker and Degele 2011; Yuval- Davis 2006, 
2011). By drawing upon the vast body of feminist literature and adopting a critical and 
process-focused approach to intersectionality, this edited book explores how the con-
ceptual frame of intersectionality contributes to the analysis of the complex and inter-
connected inequalities within the welfare state, examining them on macro, meso and 
micro-levels, including institutions and everyday social practices. By emphasizing the 
recognition of selective factors of inequalities across diverse institutional domains, 
organizational settings, and society at large, the volume seeks to expose how multiple 
forms of inequalities persistently endure within the multilayered institutional bound-
aries, policies, and practices of modern welfare states.

While the research on the welfare state primarily concentrates on macro-level 
analysis, the contributions in this book, embracing an intersectional and interdisci-
plinary approach, provide insightful analysis at multiple levels, showing how 
inequalities of gender, class, race, ethnicity, age, disability and so on are 
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institutionalized in a welfare context. The contributions critically form the link 
between intersectionality and other theoretical frameworks and research paradigms, 
including Marxist social reproduction theory, critical race studies, Bourdieuan anal-
ysis of class, critical geography, childhood, queer, migration, and disability studies. 
They provide insights into the institutional realms of health, education, social ser-
vices, and care arrangements, as well as examine state practices of racial profiling 
and policing. The volume illustrates the potential of intersectionality in applying 
empirical inquiries, while also providing critical reflections on the methodological 
challenges and addressing the gaps and limitations of intersectional perspectives. In 
this volume, some contributions apply macro-level analysis to explore institutional 
frameworks and organizational settings, while others adopt micro-level analysis 
focusing on social practices in everyday life. Yet all of the analyses are situated in 
the context of diverse forms of the welfare state. By facilitating the contributions of 
the authors across a wide array of disciplines and various geographical locations, 
this volume fosters an interdisciplinary, globally inclusive perspective on 
intersectionality.

In these introductory reflections, following an obituary for our esteemed co- 
editor Christine Hunner-Kreisel (1), we consider feminist scholarship on intersec-
tionality, as well as we outline critical discussions about the methodological and 
political challenges of the intersectionality framework, recognizing it as a concept 
that is subject to debate and contention (2). We then turn our attention to the discus-
sions surrounding the welfare state. By exploring how existing literature on the 
welfare state addresses inequalities and their interconnectedness, we reveal how 
intersectional perspectives are often overlooked in these debates (3). Following a 
general overview of the book’s structure and subchapters, we provide concise intro-
ductions to each individual contribution (4).

1.1  To Start with: Book Dedication to our Colleague 
Christine Hunner-Kreisel

Regrettably, our co-editor Christine Hunner-Kreisel did not live to see the publica-
tion of the edited book. She passed away far too early in 2022 following a serious 
illness. This edited book is dedicated to the memory of our inspiring, supportive, 
and reliable friend and colleague Christine, who initiated this book project. 
Throughout her academic career, Christine devoted her studies to examining issues 
of inequality, disadvantage, and discrimination experienced by children, youth, and 
families, adopting an international, comparative and, notably, intersectional per-
spective. She studied educational sciences, ethnology, Islamic studies and Islamic 
theology at the Universities of Heidelberg (Germany) and Ankara (Turkey). Since 
2012 she taught and researched in the educational sciences and social work fields at 
University of Vechta (Germany) as Professor of Transculturality and Gender. In 
recent years, she was able to expand the potential of intersectional perspectives in 
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various research projects: In a project funded by the German Research Foundation 
(2016 to 2019), she applied an intersectional approach to exploring the transforma-
tions of attitudes among parents over the course of their children’s enrolment in 
school. Her ongoing collaborative project with Technische Universität Berlin 
(Germany) addresses questions of children’s wellbeing in fields of non-formal edu-
cation from an intersectional perspective (funded by the German Federal Ministry 
of Education and Research, 2022 to 2024). Together with colleagues from 
Technische Universität Berlin and Macquarie University in Sydney, she founded the 
multinational research network “Children’s Understanding of Well-Being: Global 
and Local Perspectives” in 2015, which has served as a platform for scholars to col-
laborate on qualitative, globally-oriented child wellbeing research linked to local 
contexts across several country projects. Both projects co-initiated by Christine are 
being continued by her colleagues.

Christine had a profound interest in analyzing the extent to which frameworks, 
regulations, institutions, and public discourses on welfare state regimes shape living 
conditions, life plans, and agencies of marginalized subjects and societal groups. 
Methodologically, she operationalized her intersectional research through the 
implementation of qualitative multilevel analysis. Theoretical concepts of subjecti-
vation, power and domination, but also of resistance, empowerment and agency 
were crucial to her intersectional research projects.

Christine was an outstanding, internationally well-connected, passionate, and 
extremely committed scholar who worked not only on questions of de/privilege, 
discrimination, and social in/justice from an intersectional perspective in the aca-
demic arena. She also situated her subjects within societal discourses in a commit-
ted manner. The involvement of societal institutions, such as the science and 
education systems, in the powerful reproduction of order constituted the core object 
of Christine’s research and teaching. As a politically engaged and inequality- 
conscious scholar, she also reflected upon her own involvement, positionality, privi-
leges, and disadvantages in terms of classism, racism, sexism, ableism, and adultism. 
In this sense, she aimed to professionalize her students in a reflexive way and 
attempted to sensitize them to unequal life situations and lifestyles of children, 
youth, and parents. In particular, it was her passionate and knowledgeable willing-
ness to engage in discussion, her openness and interest, her humor and friendliness, 
her collegiality and solidarity, as indeed her pronounced sensitivity even to the 
veiled forms of power within and outside the university system that made her a 
highly valued academic companion for her colleagues in national and international 
contexts. We see this anthology as an opportunity to continue the debates about the 
critical potentials, methodological challenges, and policy implications of intersec-
tional perspectives honoring Christine’s legacy, as well as her profound contribution 
to intersectionality research.

1 Overlapping Inequalities in the Welfare State. An Introduction
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1.2  Intersectionality as a Travelling Concept

From when intersectionality was coined by Black feminist scholarship and activism 
as a framework to analyze the interplay of race, gender, and class as intersecting 
categories of inequality in the North American context (Collins 1998; Crenshaw 
1991), there has been a notable expansion of academic work on intersectionality, 
and it has received recognition as an analytical tool of feminist knowledge produc-
tion (Anthias 2012a; Lykke 2010; McCall 2005; Walby 2007; Walby et al. 2012; 
Winker and Degele 2011; Yuval-Davis 2006, 2011). Intersectionality as an analyti-
cal frame with its strong ties to social movements has served as a heuristic for 
addressing societal injustices and organizing protest and change (Mügge et al. 2018, 
p. 18). Beyond the academic sphere, intersectionality has been effectively integrated 
into political and global policy discussions, demonstrating its relevance for activists 
and practitioners (Yuval-Davis 2006).

The intersectionality framework’s appeal and its indispensability to some extent 
in diverse applications in inequality studies have stemmed from its focus on com-
plex inequalities, power dynamics and structural frameworks, revealing the mutual 
reinforcement of categories like gender, class, and race (Brah and Phoenix 2004; 
Collins 1998; Ferree 2009; Lykke 2010). The core insight gained is that categories, 
positions, and experiences of social differences and social inequalities are not dis-
crete but interwoven and work together (Collins and Bilge 2020). This perspective 
is of compelling value for addressing, understanding, and solving social problems. 
Thus, the political dimension of intersectionality lies in its intention to make rela-
tions of power and hegemony visible and develop strategies to empower disadvan-
taged social actors (Collins and Bilge 2020). This becomes achievable when 
intersectional analyses identify and delineate how specific societal circumstances 
and the specific workings of inequality dimensions differ for varying social groups. 
Macro structures, such as welfare regimes, laws, relevant societal discourses or 
institutional aspects on the meso-level, do not occur equally for older adults or chil-
dren, indigenous people, women of color, and trans people (Collins and Bilge 2020). 
We thus see consequences when researching on the individual level, because these 
intersections of inequalities influence social actors’ practices, their agency, and how 
individuals perceive their own power to act (Choo and Ferree 2010, p. 133).

Over the last two decades, intersectionality has been considered a “travelling 
concept” (Bal 2002; Davis 2020; Knapp 2005; Konstantoni and Emejulu 2016; Lutz 
et  al. 2011; Mügge et  al. 2018) since it has become widely applied and moved 
beyond its Black feminist intellectual and political origins in North America, who 
created the term (Combahee River Collective 2014 [1977]). Yet intersectional 
approaches have an older history. The grassroots movements in the Global South 
since the 1970s have applied an intersectional approach that has received less rec-
ognition (Bastia et al. 2022, p. 466). Besides the concept’s geographical reach with 
its political origins in the Global South (Collins and Bilge 2020; Walgenbach 2007), 
its recognition as a Black feminist concept in North America (Crenshaw 1991; 
Moraga and Anzaldúa 1981) and its move to Europe (Brah 1996; Davis 2020; Lutz 
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et al. 2011), intersectionality has found a place in several interdisciplinary studies, 
such as disability (Ben-Moshe and Magaña 2014; Goethals et al. 2015; Hirschmann 
2012; Stienstra 2013; see Yılmaz in this volume), childhood (Alanen 2016; Qvortrup 
2011; Konstantoni and Emejulu 2016; Hunner-Kreisel and März 2018, see Machold 
and Kubandt in this volume), and feminist geography (Mollett and Faria 2018; 
Vaiou 2018; Rodó-Zárate and Baylina 2018; see also Rodó-Zárate in this volume), 
as well as migration research (Anthias 2012b; Grosfoguel et al. 2015; Stasiulis et al. 
2020). These developments are accompanied by ongoing discussions within various 
fields, which have expanded the focus on relevant social categories beyond gender, 
class, and race (Knapp 2005).

However, this successful expansion of areas of research on intersectional per-
spectives has also been accompanied by problematic implications. These, too, need 
to be reflected upon: It is important to address several methodological problems that 
have been widely discussed in academic debates, yet are also crucial for this vol-
ume. Ambiguity always arises about the number and nature of the differences in the 
meaning accorded to social inequalities in a particular location (Anthias 2012a; 
Bilge 2010; Erel et al. 2010). Depending on their disciplinary focus and specific 
research interests, the contributions to this volume certainly prioritize various lines 
of differences in their analyses. Closely related to this is the question of the appro-
priate level of analysis. With regard to the latest studies, it is noted that the concept 
of intersectionality has been increasingly used in recent years to examine intersect-
ing identities and subjective experiences at the micro-level. However, the shift in 
emphasis from macro to micro-level analysis has faced criticism for overlooking the 
important aspects of power structures in research agendas (Anthias 2012a; Bilge 
2010; Ferree 2009; Knapp 2005).

Bilge (2010) and Knapp (2005) thus strongly recommend linking intersectional-
ity to social theory. It is essential to enrich it theoretically for a better understanding 
of the “structured subject positions” (Knapp 2005, p. 259, see Fathi and Torbati, 
Akkan in this volume). Furthermore, it is imperative to contemplate the historical 
construction of social categories, as the contemporary inequalities have been fash-
ioned under specific historical processes of state formation in a relational manner 
(see Knapp 2005). Smooth (2013) draws attention to the idea that the political con-
text could alter the social categories; the salience of categories could change from 
context to context: “As scholars around the world continue to contribute to the 
development of intersectionality as a research paradigm, we are able to develop 
greater specificity regarding the processes by which groups are privileged and mar-
ginalized in societies” (Smooth 2013, p. 13). In this respect, our anthology, which 
brings together numerous intersectional studies from different countries, contrib-
utes to an understanding of how different welfare state arrangements can produce 
specific relations of oppression and inequality. Secondly, recognizing the institu-
tional framework of the welfare state seems to be crucial for the intersectional anal-
yses of inequality regimes, as the states contextualize the articulation of social 
divisions (Anthias and Yuval-Davis 1983). The concept of intersectionality provides 
a powerful methodological framework for understanding the complexity and 
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interconnectedness of the multiple forms of inequalities that are being reproduced 
within the institutional boundaries and the policy frames of modern welfare states.

The establishment of intersectionality as an academic project in European uni-
versities has drawn criticism with claims that it is “whitening intersectionality,” 
resulting in the erosion of its political roots in Black feminist activism (Bastia et al. 
2022; Bilge 2013; Erel et al. 2010). The origins of intersectionality as a political 
project, as well as its political potential as a “feminist of color tradition” (Eguchi 
et al. 2020) are becoming neutralized (Bilge 2013; Collins and Bilge 2020; Erel 
et al. 2010).

In our view, the debates about the appropriate social theoretical classification of 
the study of social inequalities cannot be resolved. We regard them as the continua-
tion of specific epistemological positions, such as in the understanding of symbolic 
interactionism and ethnography or in the social theoretical framing of Marxist femi-
nism. Against the background of these debates about appropriate levels of analysis, 
it is now considered a desirable goal to realize intersectional analyses of interwoven 
inequalities as multilevel analyses (Winker and Degele 2011; Yuval-Davis 2006, 
2011; McCall 2005, see Ganz, Hausotter and Köster-Eiserfunke in this volume). 
Even if some authors conceptualize levels, dimensions or domains of multilevel 
analyses differently, they are united in their claim to analytically link the micro and 
macro-levels and to include the significance of social institutions and organizations 
for the reproduction of inequalities (Collins 2000, pp. 277–290; Yuval-Davis 2006, 
p. 198; Winker and Degele 2011, p. 54). At the same time, the requirement to con-
duct multilevel analyses is not feasible in all studies for a variety of reasons. Some 
of the contributions in this volume also exploit the potential of intersectional ana-
lytical perspectives without claiming to actually present a multilevel analysis. 
However, the findings generated by micro-analyses are consistently contextualized 
and embedded in the welfare state framework in a highly productive manner. In 
addition to having methodological and theoretical diversity, we also strive in the 
anthology to present as plural perspectives as possible on inequalities in welfare 
state framings, for instance via the inclusion of diverse nation states of the Global 
North as well as the Global South, and via international comparative studies (see 
Nef and Kumaramkandath in this volume). This also includes different positions on 
academic activism (see also Zevallos; Wilopo and Plümecke, as well as Haritaworn 
in this volume).

Overall, the edited volume thus addresses several of the debates mentioned. The 
quality and quantity of categories and difference lines, the adequate level or levels 
of analysis, as well as the question of the appropriate social theory are sometimes 
discussed specifically as a theoretical or conceptual issue, such as for example in 
Ganz, Köster and Eiserfunke or Alberth and Bühler-Niederberger (both contribu-
tions in this volume). Primarily, however, we are able to see how different research 
questions and different disciplines vary in their application of the intersectional 
methodology in analyzing inequalities. We therefore believe this volume to be a 
valuable contribution that reveals the diversity and flexibility of approaches under 
the umbrella term of intersectionality.

B. Akkan et al.
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1.3  The Welfare State and the Intersectionality Approach

There are diverse approaches to welfare state analysis depending on the underlying 
social theoretical paradigm. In Marxist analysis, the welfare state is understood to 
be an inherent outcome of the capitalist mode of production, with capitalist accumu-
lation giving rise to contradictions within the welfare state (Offe 1984; see also 
Ganz, Hausotter and Eiserfunke or Hahmann and Hunner-Kreisel, both contribu-
tions in this volume). Adopting a Foucauldian perspective, the welfare state is seen 
as a mode of governance of the modern state, identified as a distinctive array of 
practices in a historical context (Garland 2014). In its core definition, the welfare 
state entails the state’s responsibility to safeguard the welfare of its citizens through 
redistributive politics that incorporates diverse social protection mechanisms 
(Esping-Andersen 1990). According to the widely accepted Marshallian 
(Marshall 1950) characterization, the welfare state functions as an institution that 
guarantees the social rights of its citizens and respectively mitigates market-driven 
inequalities through the practices of social citizenship. Esping-Andersen’s (1990) 
seminal work “The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism” has demonstrated that 
welfare states not only serve as guarantors of social rights but also function as sys-
tems of stratification, organizing social hierarchies in society. In the early works on 
welfare states, the primary emphasis was on addressing class-based inequalities, 
recognizing class as the pivotal political agent in capitalist relations (Esping- 
Andersen 1990). However, several complex stratification mechanisms operate along 
the lines of class, gender, race, ethnicity, migration, age, and disability, as well as 
other relevant categories.

One of the major criticisms of the class-based analysis of the welfare state has 
been suggested by feminist scholars (Daly 2000; Daly and Rake 2003; Lewis 1992; 
Orloff 1993; Pateman 2000; among others). The gendered nature of the welfare 
state with its income maintenance and social protection policies targeting “men as 
the wage earner,” which has also been addressed as “the male breadwinner model,” 
has been the focus of the feminist analysis of the welfare state (Lewis 1992). Since 
the 1990s, many advanced welfare states have undergone policy transformations 
aimed at promoting gender equality in response to increased participation of women 
in the labor market, resulting in a shift from the “male breadwinner” to the “adult- 
worker” model (Daly 2011). Gender scholarship has not only exposed the patriar-
chal foundations of the welfare state development (Pateman 2000), it has also 
critically examined its heteronormative institutional framework (Faur 2018; Le 
Feuvre and Roseneil 2014). The longstanding gender critique of the welfare state 
has highlighted the influence of welfare policies and organizational arrangements 
on gender stratification, recognizing the significance of power dynamics within this 
context (Misra and Akins 1998).

The examination of the welfare state as a racial institution (see Nepstad Bendixen 
in this volume) with its mechanisms of racial profiling (see also Zevallos, as well as 
Wilopo and Plümecke, both contributions in this volume) and its role as a continu-
ance of white hegemony have been the subject of critical analysis (Keskinen et al. 

1 Overlapping Inequalities in the Welfare State. An Introduction



8

2009; Mulinari and Keskinen 2020). Extensive attention has been given to the racial 
dimension of the welfare state development in the United States (Boris 1995; Mink 
1990; Ward 2006). The influx of immigrants to European countries has exerted sig-
nificant pressure on welfare states, prompting inquiries into the multilayered 
inequalities and notions of belonging in pluralistic societies that arise from the 
inclusionary and exclusionary aspects of welfare states with respect to immigrants 
(Kymlicka and Banting 2006; Sainsbury 2006). Over the last two decades, the flow 
of migrant care workers from the Global South to the Global North, which is also 
referred to as “care chains,” emerged as a significant phenomenon within the care 
regimes of welfare states (Lutz 2008; Yeates 2004; Weicht 2021; see also Theobald; 
Weicht; Laguna, all three in this volume). Such diverse scholarship, which has pro-
vided critical analysis of the welfare states’ encompassing social categories of gen-
der, race, disability, immigration, and so on extending beyond class-based analysis, 
has made significant contributions to our understanding of the processes through 
which modern welfare states generate and perpetuate inequalities.

In addition, critical disability studies have effectively demonstrated the inade-
quacies of post-war welfare states in addressing the inequalities stemming from the 
welfare state’s categorization of disability (Halvorsen et al. 2017; Priestley 2010; 
Roulstone and Prideaux 2012; see also Yilmaz in this volume).

This volume stresses the relevance of the intersectionality approach in critical 
welfare state analysis, as the concept offers a robust analytical framework for 
exploring the institutional processes that operate within a “matrix of domination” 
(Collins 1998). The intersectional social categories as situated are identified within 
the institutional boundaries and organizational processes of the modern state, 
emphasizing the dynamic nature of these processes and recognizing the agency of 
the individuals as subjects of state policies, as well as the shifting nature of the 
institutions that are integral aspects of the analysis (Smooth 2013). The institutional 
boundaries of racism, sexism, heteronormativism, and classism interplay with indi-
viduals’ choices, shaping their opportunities (Smooth 2013). By examining the 
policy realm and organizational structure of the welfare state, one can engage in a 
critical analysis of the interplay between systemic inequalities and individual 
agency, while also exploring the institutional spaces that foster inclusion and equal-
ity (Bassel and Emejulu 2010). Within political science scholarship, the question 
arises as to what extent historically entrenched inequalities rooted in capitalist, 
colonial, and patriarchal frameworks can be transformed by institutionalizing inter-
sectionality within the realms of welfare state policies and organizational arrange-
ments (Kriszan et al. 2012). This represents a call for intersectional equality politics 
in a particular context. The application of the intersectional approach in public 
policy reveals the complex ways in which the overlapping inequalities are entrenched 
in the processes and outcomes of diverse policy domains (Hankivsky and Jordan- 
Zachery 2019; Kriszan et al. 2012). Healthcare is a prime example of an area where 
intersectionality emerges as an important tool of analysis, as access to healthcare is 
determined by multiple forms of inequalities, including race, ethnicity, immigrant 
status, and so on (Bryant and Raphael 2018; Lopez and Gadsden 2016, see also 
Zevallos; Lazaridou and Yeboah; Nepstad Bendixen, as well as Kılıç, all 
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contributions in this volume). LGBTQ individuals are among those who encounter 
inequalities in accessing health services (Candrian and Hinrichs 2021). Similarly, 
intersectional inequalities determine access to education and even to educational 
success (Besic 2020; Gross et al. 2016; see Machold; Kubandt; März and Hunner- 
Kreisel; Plath, Meyer and Ullmann, all contributions in this volume). By creating 
deserving and non-deserving poor categories, welfare states also sustain overlap-
ping inequalities in society, such as with the “welfare queen” category in the USA, 
where race, class, and gender interact in providing the ideological justification for 
social provisions (Hankivsky and Cormier, 2019). The categorization of clients as 
deserving and non-deserving beneficiaries of social services is a mechanism that 
reproduces overlapping inequalities (see Alberth and Bühler-Niederberger; Zufferey 
and Horsell in this volume). Hence, salient social categories could differ according 
to the context; as Williams (2021, p. 25) argues, “We have to understand the histori-
cal, material and cultural specificities of particular forms of social relations: to be 
aware of the variability in social, economic, cultural and political salience of differ-
ent social relations at different times and places to the issues we are researching” 
(on space, see Rodó-Zárate; on international comparisons, see Nef and 
Kumaramkandath, both in this volume). In this context, the volume focuses on the 
organizational arrangements and social practices of the welfare state, including 
social services, care services, health and education, as well as policing, which pro-
vide insights into understanding intersectional inequalities that are historically 
founded within the processes of the welfare state. Yet such space-time related analy-
sis needs to recognize that this is a dynamic process, as it is open to change due to 
the shifting organizational structure of the welfare state that responds to various 
claims of social justice and inequality.

1.4  Structure of the Book

The chapters are arranged in six sections: The first section “Methodological and 
Theoretical Approaches” (I) explores a range of conceptual discussions in address-
ing the strengths and challenges of theoretical and methodological approaches to 
intersectionality. The spatial and temporal dimensions of intersectional analysis, the 
methodological challenges of applying multilevel analysis of intersectionality in 
welfare state analysis, as well as challenges in applying intersectionality in com-
parative studies across different localities are tackled by the contributions in this 
section. Moreover in the first section, efforts to link intersectionality with social 
theory are confronted. Bourdieuan analysis of class is approached from an intersec-
tional perspective, while intersectionality as a “travelling concept” is broached in 
relation to childhood, migration, and disability studies.

The contributions in the following five sections “Institutionalized Inequalities in 
Welfare States” address the inequalities in the institutional, organizational settings 
and social practices of the welfare state, with a particular emphasis on different 
domains: care work, health, education, social services, and policing. Adopting an 
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intersectional analysis, the authors conduct macro and micro-level analyses of wel-
fare arrangements and social practices in diverse geographies and welfare state con-
texts. While some contributions highlight the analysis of how macro-level structures 
and micro-level experiences interact, the inherent connection between these two 
levels is evident across all the contributions, even if they are not explicitly integrated 
into the analyses.

In the subsection on care work (II), the contributions deal with issues of migrant 
care work in the context of Europe, long-term care arrangements, the intergenera-
tional flow of support among migrant care workers and their left-behind parents, as 
well as the social practices of single motherhood and children’s social reproductive 
work. In the subsection on health (III), the contributions address complex inequali-
ties in diverse geographies within the realm of health, including the racial inequali-
ties created by COVID-19 responses, intersectional inequalities in the mental health 
system, irregular migrants’ precarious access to health systems, and intersectional 
inequalities with respect to reproductive technologies like egg-freezing. In this sec-
tion, the authors apply various research methods to reveal the policy frameworks, 
state interventions, organizational arrangements, and social practices in the field of 
health that reproduce and institutionalize intersectional inequalities. In the subsec-
tion on education (IV), the contributions address how the intersectionality frame-
work is utilized to explore complex inequalities in diverse institutional settings of 
education, including early childhood education and care (ECEC) services, and uni-
versity education, as well as various practices of parents’ engagement with school-
work. In the subsections on social services (V), the contributions explore how the 
welfare states, through their social services, reproduce multiple inequalities. The 
analysis encompasses the organizational arrangements of welfare states in diverse 
settings, such as child protection systems and their exclusionary construction of 
clienthood in Germany, as well as the stigmatizing effects of social work on the 
homelessness in Australia. In the subsection on policing  (VI), the contributions 
emphasize the need for a boarder understanding of racial profiling in public spaces, 
encompassing social categories that are often overlooked. The section includes the 
examination of a wider range of institutional settings that create policing practices, 
as well as a critical analysis of how the language used by social movements inadver-
tently perpetuates white supremacy through the adaptation of the hate-crime para-
digm. A summary of each individual contribution is provided hereunder.

Maria Rodó-Zárate, in her chapter “Geographical Dimensions of 
Intersectionality,” demonstrates that social categories not only intersect with each 
other but also have spatial and temporal boundaries. By adopting intersectionality 
in geography and by linking critical and feminist geographies to intersectionality 
theory, she provides a sophisticated conceptualization of the role of place in the 
reproduction of multiple inequalities.

Susanne Nef and Rajeev Kumaramkandath, in their chapter “The Intersectionality 
of Social Exclusion and International Comparison: Rethinking the Methodological 
Nuances,” visit the methodological challenges of conducting comparative intersec-
tional analysis. By juxtaposing the diverse experiences of migrants within the con-
trasting cultural, social, and institutional contexts of India and Switzerland, the 

B. Akkan et al.



11

chapter reveals the methodological strengths of multilevel intersectional analysis in 
understanding the complex inequalities within different settings, while also high-
lighting the challenges inherent in conducting comparative intersectional analysis. 
The authors further draw our attention to the neoliberal zeitgeist that reshapes wel-
fare states, leading to the perpetuation of intersectional inequalities on a global scale.

Kathrin Ganz, Jette Hausotter and Anna Köster-Eiserfunke, in their chapter “The 
Intersectional Multilevel Approach: Linking Subject, Discourse, and Social 
Structure in Welfare State Research,” explore the intersectional multilevel approach 
suggested by Winker and Degele and discuss its theoretical positionings, as well as 
limitations in their implications for welfare state research. The chapter presents an 
analysis wherein the intersectional multilevel approach encompassing social struc-
tures, symbolic representation and identities conceptualizes capitalism as a political 
economy logic that transforms and reproduces interconnected power dynamics of 
classism, heterosexism, racism, and ableism.

Mastoureh Fathi and Atlas Torbati, in their chapter “Migrant Respectability: An 
Intersectional Bourdieuan Approach to Iranian Migrants’ Experiences of Class and 
Religion,” examine the concept of respectability in relation to social class, ethnicity, 
and gender in the migration context of the UK. Approaching intersectionality within 
Bourdieu’s social theory, the authors explore how the notion of respectability is 
rooted in social, economic, cultural, and symbolic capital. Drawing on their micro- 
level analysis of Iranian migrants’ experiences, the authors show how belonging to 
society is an intersectional and transnational social practice for migrants that oper-
ates at different levels in society across class, religion, race, and gender in com-
plex ways.

Claudia Machold, in her chapter “Childhood Studies meets Migration Studies. 
The Potential of Ethnographic Research for Practices of Differentiation for 
Intersectional Analysis,” locates practices of differentiation as a common object at 
the intersection of childhood and migration studies, outlining conceptual and object- 
theoretical commonalities of both research strands. The author demonstrates the 
epistemological potential of a practice-theoretical approach in exploring practices 
of differentiation in childcare centers and primary schools as educational institu-
tions producing ethnically differentiated childhoods in a field-specific way. The 
author also tackles the challenging methodological question of how to gain access 
ethnographically to the institutional and structural dimensions.

Volkan Yılmaz, in his chapter “Disability in Intersectionality and Vice Versa,” 
explores the power and social structures of inequality and discrimination related to 
disability through a critical exploration of the intersectional paradigm. The author 
provides a critique of the intra-categorical approach suggested by the intersectional 
paradigm, arguing that it is inadequate in capturing the complexity of disability as a 
phenomenon that does not have a unified core. Instead, the author suggests the “rad-
ical diversity” approach and argues that it addresses the heterogeneous social posi-
tions associated with disability more adequately.

Bernhard Weicht, in his chapter “Contrasting Contexts: Investigating the 
Variations of Migrant Care Work,” explores the applicability and limitations of the 
intersectional approach in understanding the diverse and historically situated 
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intersectional positionalities of migrant care workers and illustrates how the macro 
structures and micro-level experiences interact, leading to the formation of certain 
categories. By addressing the inherent tension between a structural-oriented and 
process-oriented approach in intersectionality research, the author draws attention 
to the identification of the mechanisms at play and the conditions in which they 
operate.

Hildegard Theobald, in her chapter “Migrant Care Workers in Home-Care 
Settings in Germany: Inequality Dynamics and Policy Interactions,” provides an 
empirical analysis of the migrant care workers in home-care settings in Germany 
from an intersectional perspective. The author explores the care regime relation-
ships with a particular focus on the LTC insurance policy scheme and migration 
politics to illustrate the intersectionality of inequalities for formal care workers in 
home-care settings within the triad of gender, migration status, and skill levels, tak-
ing into account the degree of professional qualification as a differentiating factor.

Elma Laguna, in her chapter “Intersectional Perspective on Intergenerational 
Exchange of Support in the Context of Migration,” explores the patterns of intergen-
erational support between children who migrate for economic reasons and their 
older parents who remain in the Philippines. Through the utilization of the 
Longitudinal Survey of Ageing and Health in the Philippines (2018) and an exami-
nation of support dynamics in a migration context, the author highlights the bidirec-
tional flow of support wherein children predominantly provide financial support to 
their parents rather than receiving support from them.

Julia Hahmann and Christine Hunner-Kreisel (deceased), in their chapter “Single 
Mothers’ Subject Constructions of the ‘Good Mother’: An Intersectional Analysis 
of Social Practices,” apply an intersectional multilevel approach to analyze single 
mothers’ social practices in everyday life. The authors illustrate the contradictions 
between capital and care resulting in the “crisis of care” via an analysis of the ideal-
ized notion of a “good mother.” The authors’ analysis of the concept of the “good 
mother” in heteronormative societies, shown through an intersectional lens, reveals 
its profound relevance for social recognition, particularly when considering the sig-
nificant influence of dimensions of ruling, such as classisms and bodyisms.

Başak Akkan, in her chapter “Children and Care Labor in Turkey: Intersectional 
Inequalities of Gender, Class, and ‘Age’,” explores the role of children in care labor 
within the family, which has been largely overlooked by social reproduction theory. 
By investigating girls’ social reproductive labor in Turkey, the author introduces the 
category of age that intersects with gender and class in the theory and sheds light on 
the complex dynamics of social reproduction.

Zuleyka Zevallos, in her chapter “Critical Race Studies and Intersectionality 
Responses to COVID-19,” explores the racialized interventions and practices of 
welfare states in navigating the challenges posed by the COVID-19 pandemic by 
drawing on critical race studies and intersectional approaches. Through a case study 
of the web series “Race in Society” featuring Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
scholars and activists, the author highlights the impact of repressive policing on 
working-class migrant and refugee communities in Australia, along with the state’s 
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failure to both safeguard vulnerable groups and involve Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander people in public health planning.

Felicia Boma Lazaridou and Amma Yeboah, in their chapter “Black Women at 
the Intersection of Mental Health, Stigma, Genderism, Racism & Classism in 
Germany,” utilize a Black feminist theoretical as well conceptual framework to dis-
cuss experiences of African heritage adults in Germany. In their qualitative study 
with Black women, they analyze racialized and racist experiences, as well as trauma, 
and highlight the necessity for a specialized German mental health system.

Synnøve Kristine Nepstad Bendixsen, in her chapter “Irregular Migrants’ 
Precarious Access to Health Care in the Norwegian Welfare State,” incorporate per-
spectives from critical border studies into intersectional analyses so as to examine 
the insecure access of irregular migrants to the Norwegian healthcare system. The 
author shows how the precarious inclusion of migrants is produced by the unequal 
treatment of people with a variety of legal statuses in welfare state regimes.

Azer Kılıç, in her chapter “Egg Freezing Technology at the Intersection of Social 
Inequalities and Institutional Constraints,” explores the inequalities in accessing 
reproductive technologies in Turkey through an intersectional and institutional lens. 
The author draws on the egg-freezing experiences of women and their implications 
within a wider landscape of reproductive technologies, while arguing that the 
unequal experiences of women in accessing egg-freezing technology are deter-
mined by the institutional framework of capitalism and heteronormativism perpetu-
ated by welfare state policies.

Melanie Kubandt, in her chapter “Intersectionality Meets Gender and Diversity 
in Early Childhood Education and Care (ECEC): Scientific and Educational Policy 
Aspects,” demonstrates that there are two distinct strands of thought in the scientific 
research on ECEC in Germany; one strand is characterized by a gender and differ-
ence discourse shaped by intersectional and power-critical approaches; in the other 
strand, educational policy discourses are characterized by an affirmative orientation 
of diversity pedagogy that demands recognition of social differences in educational 
institutions. The author critically examines the limitations of both strands and 
argues for a productive synthesis of affirmative and power-critical intersectional 
approaches in the educational policy arenas of ECEC.

Stella März and Christine Hunner-Kreisel (deceased), in their chapter “School 
Work by Mothers* and Fathers* under Conditions of Societal Inequality,” provide 
an intersectional analysis within the context of parental schooling to demonstrate 
that disadvantages and privileges are interconnected with unequal social power 
dynamics, as well as with notions of (good) parenting in the German welfare sys-
tem. The authors show that the availability of time resources for parents to effec-
tively engage in schoolwork is closely linked to the social positioning of parents in 
a broader social context.

Christina Plath, Tanja Meyer, and Henriette Ullmann, in their chapter 
“Institutional Gender Equality Work and Its Challenges – Taking the Example of 
Lower Saxony and the University of Vechta,” analyze gender mainstreaming and 
diversity management politics by using the example of a German university in 
Lower Saxony. They introduce various theoretical approaches, including 
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intersectionality, to highlight the differences in existing diversification strategies in 
higher education and discuss their specific challenges.

Lars Alberth and Doris Bühler-Niederberger, in their chapter “Unequal Paths to 
Clienthood: Child Protection and Domestic Bliss,” explore the multiple inequalities 
produced and reproduced in the construction of clienthood within the childhood 
protection system in Germany. Providing a critical view of the intersectional 
approach and introducing generational inequality as a framework, the authors reveal 
how mechanisms within the sphere of the welfare state could perpetuate unintended 
multiple inequalities among the groups recognized as deserving clients and so 
defined by the state.

Carole Zufferey and Chris Horsell, in their chapter “Intersectional Perspectives 
on Homelessness and Social Work,” explore the policy responses to homelessness 
in the context of Australia by applying a critical intersectional analysis. Drawing on 
Winker and Degele’s multilevel analysis, the authors reveal the symbolic and dis-
cursive construction of homelessness as a categorical group lacking an abode and as 
“blameworthy” within the field of social policy, which institutionalizes the barriers 
in the social work responses to homelessness.

Claudia Wilopo and Tino Plümecke, in their chapter “Intersectionality of Racial 
Profiling  – A Call for a Broader Understanding,” problematize how the current 
debate on racial profiling has become reduced to identity checks of Black men in 
public spaces. They illustrate empirically that vulnerabilities and forms of resis-
tance are intertwined with, but not solely determined by, categories of race, gender, 
and class. The authors show that racial profiling also takes place in institutional 
settings, such as job centers, semi-private areas of workplaces, or private homes, 
and that such intersecting institutional constellations create policing practices 
within the punitive state.

Jin Haritaworn, in their chapter “Beyond Hate: Queer Metonymies of Crime, 
Pathology and Anti-Violence,” explores hate crime as a paradigm of violence and 
anti-violence from a queer of color and transgender perspective. They utilize an 
affect framework by Sara Ahmed to address racialized violence that attaches crimi-
nality and pathology to bodies and populations that are already seen as hateful. 
Haritaworn argues that hate is a risky diagnosis as an organizational basis, because 
it is always already attached to radicalized bodies. This has implications beyond the 
kinds of languages we use in our organizing and political activism. The contribution 
then follows Angela Davis’ call for an abolitionist imagination that moves beyond 
both the prisons and places more often thought of as caring and benevolent, includ-
ing the communities we want to build for ourselves.

As concluding remarks, we extend our heartfelt gratitude to Christine for initiat-
ing this book project. We believe that our dear friend and colleague Christine would 
have cherished this volume, given its invaluable contributions to the intersectional-
ity debate. We also thank the authors for their commitment and their enriching con-
tributions. Without further support, this anthology would not have been possible. 
We also express our thanks for their intensive work to Yasaman Moradi for careful 
formatting this volume and Finbarr Morrin for prudent proofreading of numerous 
contributions. The cooperation with Springer proved to be constructive and reliable 
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throughout the entire process. Arun Jose and Shinjini Chatterjee were always avail-
able to answer numerous questions.
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Chapter 2
Geographical Dimensions 
of Intersectionality

Maria Rodó-Zárate

Abstract Diverse authors have shown the relevance of place in intersectionality 
dynamics, revealing the importance of contextually analyzing inequalities. Here, I 
relate feminist and critical geographies with intersectionality theory to develop a 
conceptualization of the role of place in intersectional dynamics. As a way of 
approaching geographies of intersectionality, I propose four different dimensions to 
consider on this matter: the mutual constitution of place and intersectional dynam-
ics; the relationality between places and between space and time; the different lived 
experiences of place depending on social positions; and the geographical hierar-
chies in relation to what is considered political.

Keywords Spatial perspective · Geographies · Intersectionality · Place · Politics

2.1  Introduction

The geographical dimension of intersectionality is a perspective that can potentially 
shed light on multiple angles of intersectional dynamics. It mainly has to do with the 
role of place in the articulation of social categories and its effects on lived experi-
ence, but also on issues such as the importance of context in knowledge production, 
understanding that producing knowledge on intersectionality theory is not a “place-
less practice” (Peake 2011). The following contribution, a reprint of a paper origi-
nally written in Catalan, delves into the first topic: the role of place in intersectional 
dynamics.
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