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The purpose of this paper is to summarize the sociological theory of intersectional analysis and how its application is seen in every aspect of American society. The social constructs that are involved in the intersectional analysis are race, gender, and class. Historically, these social constructs have each independently have been the focus of numerous studies. As the studies were being completed it became increasingly apparent that studying race, gender, and class individually was creating the incorrect assumption that all people within a social construct have the same life experiences (Landry 2007:1). Andersen and Hill Collins are in agreement and state that society is constantly changing but these changes do not produce the same life experiences for every individual (2016:xi). 
After the second feminist movement (Warner 2019), a group of theorists, who were primarily Black female scholars, developed the theory of what is now called the “intersection theory or intersectional analysis” (Landry 2007:1). These female scholars argued that how each person experiences the societal changes depends upon that person’s individual social location of race, gender, and class and how these locations intersect with each other. The theory of intersectional analysis states that race, gender, and class are interwoven together which results in the need to be studied holistically with the purpose of acknowledging the individual experiences that are created by this intersection (Landry 2007:1).  
	Race, gender, and class are for the most part inherited, meaning that there is little choice in what family or sex a person is born. While race and ethnicity are often used interchangeably, ethnicity focuses on the cultural aspects associated with a certain geographical area or origin of birth and not the phenotypical characteristics associated with race (Landry 2007:3; Warner 2019:3). Nonetheless, the terms race, ethnicity, gender, and class are “socially constructed” concepts (Warner 2019:3). This can be simply stated as the terminology given by members of society that are based upon the specific judgements or assumptions attached to the outward appearances and cultural differences that society can see (Warner 2019:3). These social constructs are what determines an individual’s social location, or status, in society and are used by people to categorize people. 
The social constructs of race in research studies in the United States include terms such as White, Mixed, Asian, Hispanic, and Black or Native American (Warner 2019:5). Society has also unofficially ranked these constructs in the mentioned order from highest (White) to the lowest (Black/Native American) (Warner 2019:5). The social construct of race in the history of the United States has primarily been focused on the categories of White and Black (Landry 2007:3). In every country, race is socially constructed by an individual’s phenotypical characteristics and cannot be considered biological (Landry 2007:3-4; Warner 2019:3). 
Gender differs from race in that a person’s sex is a biological identifier and historically the definition of gender has been either male or female (Landry 2007:4). Gender is socially constructed as it defines what is socially acceptable behavior for each sex. Landry states “gender refers to a particular society’s views of the proper place and roles of women and men” (2007:4-5).  
The United States tries to portray itself as a “classless society,” with the upper and upper middle classes denying that other social classes exist (Landry 2007:5). For the rest of society, daily life makes the distinction between the social classes obvious. The classes can be broken down as upper-class, middle-class, working-class, and underclass (Warner 2019:18). According to Landry, Americans often confuse the terms of class and status (2007:6). “Class, … is an objective fact of life,” and an economical location, while status is people’s opinion of other people, or what they think about another person (Landry 2007:6). 
Landry explains that the term theory is only a “hypothesis” or an “assumption” and that it requires extensive research involving “new ideas, often new ways of looking at familiar issues and experiences” (2017:6). Andersen and Hill Collins (2016:xv) suggest that these “new ideas” about race, gender, and class and how they are studied also requires a change in the language that is used to make it more “inclusive.” Andersen and Hill Collins (2016) and Landry (2007) strive to explain the concepts of race, class, and gender thoroughly with the intent of making the intersection of individual experiences visible and understandable. It is through these transformed ways of viewing individual social locations and the interconnected life experiences that the theorists developed the intersection theory.  
In the macro level of society, we see the social constructs of race, gender, and class take on the forms of “racism, patriarchy, and capitalism” which promote “systems of oppression from the top down” (Landry 2007:6). The macro level promotes the differences between “blacks and whites, males and females, and capitalists and workers” (Landry 2007:7). Intersection theorists see these systems of oppression as “interlocking” forming a connection between the social constructs (Landry 2017:7).  
At the micro level there are also systems, institutions, and organizations that operate with the goal of helping and serving individuals (Landry 2007:7). These systems include “education, health care, and state and local government agencies” (Landry 2007:7-8). The beliefs and practices of oppression of the macro level are conveyed to the micro level through the institutions and organizations (Landry 2007:8). The effects of the macro level beliefs are known at the micro level of society as “sexism, racism, and privilege” that affect life at the individual level (Landry 2007:6). 
The systems functioning at both the macro level and micro level of society influence each individual’s life experiences and become the basis of the argument for the theory of intersectional analysis. The intersection theory suggests that to be able to obtain an accurate assessment of life experiences, researchers must look at an individual’s race, class, and gender simultaneously (Landry 2007:11). The concept of simultaneity suggests that the social constructs cannot be separated in an individual’s life (Landry 2007:11). This can be seen in the social location of a White upper-class male; or of a White middle-class male; or of a White working-class male; and so on with the lowest status on the “racial totem pole” being of a Black underclass female (Warner 2019:18). 
A researcher practicing simultaneity would realize that the life experiences of a White middle-class male would be much different than that of a Black middle-class male. Both are middle-class and male, but the difference in their race would be multiplicative (Landry 2007:13). White privilege often multiplies itself through the availability of a quality education which results in a good income, which results in descent housing, quality medical treatment, and living a healthy lifestyle. The opposite is also true as the lack of white privilege multiplies itself through the lack of availability of a quality education which results in the lack of a good income, which results in the lack of descent non-segregated housing, lack of quality medical treatment, and lack of living a healthy lifestyle. Landry also uses the multiplicative relationship to concepts when he described the “… simultaneous oppressions …” of “racism multiplied by sexism multiplied by classism …” “to give examples from a black women’s slave experience” (2017:12). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Life experiences are defined by the social location that is based the upon the individual’s own race, gender, and class. The various combinations of race, gender, and class produce forty basic social locations into which most individuals fit.  Several black female researchers have realized that the studies conducted on the independent social constructs of race, or gender, or class often produced inaccurate portrayals of individual life experiences. These researchers developed what would become known as the theory of intersectional analysis, which argues that race, gender, and class need to be studied simultaneously since they are interconnected (Landry 2007). The “simultaneity” effects of an individual’s race, gender, and class tend to have a “multiplicative relationship” at both the macro and micro levels in society (Landry 2007:12). The macro level of society practices the “interlocking systems of oppression” through the “systems of racism, patriarchy, and capitalism” (Landry 2007:14). The life experiences of individuals at the micro level are molded, or shaped, by these systems of oppression (Landry 2007:14). The theory of intersectional analysis produces a more complete portrayal of the life experiences based on the social constructs of race, gender, and class.
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