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Session Description 
This session explores methodological approaches to examining the socio-spa4al dimensions of 
intersec4ng systems of oppression and privilege.  
 
Feminist geographers, along with scholars from other disciplines, have long emphasized the inherently 
spaEal nature of intersecEonal dynamics. Gill ValenEne (2007) made one of the earliest contribuEons in 
geography, highlighEng how feminist geography can advance the theorizaEon of intersecEonality, 
parEcularly by recognizing the spaEal dimensions of subject formaEon. In response to her call to further 
engage with the spaEality of intersecEonal inequaliEes, feminist geographers have made valuable 
contribuEons to both the conceptual and empirical development of the geographies of intersecEonality 
(e.g. MolleO & Faria 2018; Rodó-de-Zárate & Baylina 2018; Hopkins 2019; Rodó-Zárate 2024).  
 
Yet, as Peter Hopkins (2018) points out, methodological guidance on studying intersecEonality remains 
scarce. While intersecEonality has become a widely used concept in geographical research, quesEons 
about what methods to use and how to empirically capture its spaEality remain underexplored. A 
notable excepEon is Maria Rodó-Zárate (2023; see also Falconer Al-Hindi & Eaves 2023; Sircar 2022), 
who highlights the importance of deliberately engaging with the lived and emoEonal experiences of 
intersecEonality and its spaEal character. To make these experiences visible, Rodó-Zárate developed the 
method of Relief Maps, a (digital) tool designed to capture, analyze, and display the spaEal and 
emoEonal dimensions of social inequaliEes from an intersecEonal perspecEve (Reliefmaps 2025). 
 
This session seeks to further advance feminist and criEcal engagements with methodological quesEons 
concerning how to study the spaEal dimension of intersecEonality. ContribuEons may address, among 
other things, the following: 

- Data collecEon strategies: What methods effecEvely capture the complexity of intersecEng 
inequaliEes in space, and what challenges arise? 

- Approaches to data analysis: How can we analyEcally account for the spaEal dimensions of 
oppression and privilege?  

- EmoEons and affect as methodological entry points: How do emoEons like comfort and 
discomfort reveal intersecEonal inequaliEes, and how can they be methodologically 
incorporated?  

- PosiEonality and reflexivity: How do researchers’ idenEEes shape the study of intersecEonality, 
and how can we criEcally reflect on power dynamics in the research process? 

 



We welcome contributions that are empirical, conceptual, or methodological in nature. Submissions do 
not have to focus solely on ‘methodological successes’; rather, we aim to create a space for collaborative 
reflection on effective strategies, as well as challenges and unexpected outcomes when empirically 
exploring the geographies of intersectionality. Moreover, we are happy to receive contributions in both 
German and English, and from all career levels. 
 
Please send abstracts (maximum 300 words) to chrisEane.meyer-habighorst@geo.uzh.ch, 
isabella.sEngl@uni-heidelberg.de and nkg@geo.uni-augsburg.de by May 30, 2025. 
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