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Abstract

This paper reflects on the understanding of conteary forms of identity
construction within the fields of ethnicity, migiat and transnational population
movements. It casts a critical eye on new formsdehtity hailed by the related
notions of diaspora, hybridity and cosmopolitanisithe paper also reflects on the
concept of intersectionality which provides a mangegrated analysis of identity
formation by arguing for the inter-connections batw social divisions, such as those
of gender, ethnicity and class. The paper arguas ttie concept ‘translocational
positionality’ (see Anthias 2001, 2002a, 2002b, 20006, 2007) is a useful means
of addressing some of the difficulties identifiedhin these approaches. This concept
addresses issues of identity in terms of locatiwshigh are not fixed but are context,
meaning and time related and which therefore invahifts and contradictions. It
thereby provides an intersectional framing for timelerstanding of belonging. As an
intersectional frame it moves away from the ideg@igén ‘groups’ or ‘categories’ of
gender, ethnicity and class, which then intersectpérticular concern of some
intersectionality frameworks), and instead pays Imuwore attention tosocial
locations and processeghich are broader than those signalled by this.
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Introduction

In this paper | will reflect on the concepts of ntiey and belonging which inform
understandings of ethnicity and migration in thedera era. | will do this through the
lens of ‘translocational positionality’ (see Antei2001, 2002a, 2002b, 2005, 2006,
2007). This attempts to provide a way of thinkidgpat issues of identity that avoids
some of the problems identified with the concepe(Brubaker and Cooper 2000 and
Anthias 2002), particularly in terms of treatingemdity as a possessive attribute of
individuals or groups (for a critique of groupiseesBrubaker 2004). The concept of
translocational positionality addresses issuedentity in terms of locations which
are not fixed but are context, meaning and timateel and which therefore involve
shifts and contradictions. As an intersectionainkeait moves away from the idea of
given ‘groups’ or ‘categories’ of gender, ethnicitnd class, which then intersect (a
particular concern of some intersectionality frarogkg), and instead pays much
more attention tosocial locations and processeshich are broader than those
signalled by this. As such, the notion of transtmoel positionality attempts to
address some of the difficulties found within isegtionality approaches and
attempts to push the debate forward on theoriglagtity and belonging.
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In brief, I will focus in this paper on the field transnational population movements
which brings into focus contemporary forms of idgntonstruction. | will cast a
critical eye on new forms of identity hailed by thelated notions of diaspora,
hybridity and cosmopolitanism. | will also refleah the concept of intersectionality
which provides a more integrated analysis of idgrformation by arguing for the
theoretical and political links between social digns, such as those of gender,
ethnicity and class. As already noted, the notidntranslocational positionality
attempts to address some of the difficulties fowittiin intersectionality approaches.
This moves radically away from essentialised natioh belonging and also avoids
the rabid deconstructionism of some post-modernrcgmhes to belonging and
identity.

There is no doubt that ethnic and cultural ties em@easingly operating at a
transnational rather than merely national levele Teritique of methodological

nationalism (Beck 2002; Wimmer and Glick Schilk02) has further indicated the
problem of ‘naturalising’ the nation and seeingstthe main analytical category for
exploring a range of inter-related issues in modsciety around boundaries and
hierarchies of belonging. This position also misrodevelopments in more
intersectional forms of social analysis (see Csllit®93, 1998; Anthias and Yuval
Davis 1992; Anthias 1998a, 2005), calling for a nearadigm for understanding
social boundaries and divisions.

Not only does migration itself challenge nationarders but increasing flows of
people, commodities, cultures and economic andigalliinterests turn our attention
to a range of social processes broadly identifialsldranslocational’. These not only
affect people who are themselves directly ‘on tleveh but also the locales in which
they settle, converting them to translocationalcepathereby affecting in different
ways all who live within these spaces.

The old distinctions which constructed migrantgamg from one place to another to
search for better economic opportunities, or agetlars wanting to taste and enjoy
the fruits of other lands or to plunder the exogoods of empire, no longer
characterise our modern times. Today, there aranger of possible categories of
population involved: they include refugees and @asylseekers; new commuter
migrants; professional and skilled migrants; andacumented migrants. These all
present us with a multiplex reality and a shiftiagdscape of belonging and identity.
There exist complex relations to different localdgse include networks involving
social, symbolic and material ties between homeaardestinations, and relations
between destinations. A key question is how toktlihbelonging and identity within
a transnational and what | have called ‘translocati frame which recognises that
people have multiple locations, positions and bgilogs, in a situated and contextual
way, but which does not end up as a thoroughgaeifgcation or deconstruction of
difference.

Notions of identity and belonging

Identity is a key concept in contemporary discussiof migration. This is not only
linked to the role of ethnic markers which becone¢hbvisible and challenging in a
globalising world, but also to the regulatory regsrof modern states and coalitions
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of power among states. These set up new frontiedsb@rders which depend on
categorising desirable and undesirable persongemgpings. The impetus lies in the
threat from what are seen as ‘hostile’ identites\bodied both in the ‘war against
terror’ but also in fears of dependent migrantpdisging off the state’), asylum
seekers and refugees whose ‘culture’ and ‘waydeaifdre seen to be incompatible or
undesirable within Western societies, and the tdasocial breakdown and unrest
attached to these. Current debates on multicuistnaland social cohesion (for
example in the UK: see Yuval Davis, Anthias andri{ah 1996) are linked to this.

Given these tendencies, how do we begin to rettiiekssue of our ‘identities’: both
in terms of our individual sense of who we are dsgb in terms of our sense of social
place and belonging since these two are symbibtiaadnnected? Identity is a
slippery concept, and not only contested but céalds. It may be that it has over-run
its limits not only in terms of it being over-infd to incorporate too much - an
argument made by Brubaker and Cooper very convghcif2000) - but it has come
to say ‘both too much and too little’ (for a devahoent of this argument see Anthias
2002b). It says too much in the sense that thexeaaange of different elements of
focus that are incorporated, often rather caretessider its ambit. The concept of
identity can cover on the one side notions of twé self’ (see for example Erikson
1968) and on the other side notions of how peop& identified by objective
measures relating, for example, to country of bathprimary language. The notion
also covers identification processes (with ‘othess’ ‘groupings of others’) and
relates to the construction of collectivities adéntity politics (both of which insert
the political into the arena of identity formationffrom another point of view identity
can be seen as a question of claims on the one drahattributions on the other. It
can be related to a number of dimensions whichnareational and performative
(Anthias 2002b) as well as experiential, repredemtal and organisational (for a
more developed analysis of the Ilatter formulatiorlating to social
categories/divisions of identity see Anthias 1998a)

On the other hand the concept of identity canugltoo little because it does not flag
central questions of structure, context and meaamd)therefore cannot fully attend
to the conditions of existence of the productiortled different component elements
under examination (assuming that they have beeaadkeg effectively). It also ASKS
too much: that individuals are able to demonstmateome form ‘who they are’ and
‘who or what they identify with’ in a coherent asthble manner. The decentring of
subjectivity via postructuralist theory has prowda challenge to such projects.
Indeed research on a variety of youngsters hassiilsawn some of the problems of
attempting to find ‘who people say they are’ (Bd&06; Rattansi and Phoenix 1997,
Anthias 2002h) Part of my argument is that the emphasis on idesgts us on a
false trail. The focus on identity has involvedesreat from issues of structure and
there is a tendency to treat it as a possessitbué of individuals or groups rather
than a process.

It is also perhaps necessary to disentangle themot identity from the related one of
belonging, although they are symbiotically conngct&Vhere do | belong'’ is certainly a
guestion that is posed by (and for) many people Waee undergone migration or
translocations of different types, whether of naiomovement or class movement, and
is especially true for the children of such peoftles also a question that emerges out of
attributions by others and concerns by othersyding institutions and public bodies)
with sorting populations for the purposes of retiafaand control. It is represented in
intersubjective relations by that question so masiple ‘outsiders’ face (visible either
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through skin colour, language, accent or name)utalahere are you really from’ and
‘where do you really belong’.

The issue of belonging emerges in relational tetroth in terms of the construction of
we-ness - i.e. those who can stand as selvestharabnstruction of ‘otherness’ - i.e. in
the construction of those that cannot stand agsetr where we are not able to enter
the boundary of the ‘other’ however much we idgnflthis is a key issue relating to the
distinction between identity and belonging notioAsguably the key aspect of the
former is found in articulations and stories abwdito we think we are (however
contextual, situational, temporal or fractured ¢hesay be) as well as associated
strategies and identifications. Arguably a key faafebelonging notions (a question of
emphasis more than analytical distinction) is foumtthe notions of exclusion, inclusion,
access and participation. Belonging questions adteerge because we feel that there
are a range of spaces, places, locales and idertiat we feel we do not and cannot
belong to, in the sense that we cannot gain acpessgipate or be included within.
Collective places constructed by imaginings of bgiog, however, are constructions
that disguise the fissures, the losses, the absemice borders within them. The
imagining also refers to their role in naturalisiagcially produced, situational and
contextual relations, converting them to takengi@nted, absolute and fixed structures
of social and personal life. They produce a ‘ndtw@mmunity of people and function
as exclusionary borders of otherness. Belongingretbee tends to become
‘naturalised’ and thus invisible in hegemonic fotations.

Belonging has a number of dimensions. There idthension of how subjects feel
about their location in the social world which sngrated partly through experiences
of exclusion rather than being about inclusion g&rThat is a notion of belonging
becomes activated when there is a sense of exolu3ibe relational nature of
belonging is important here. Belonging is aboubhldormal and informaéxperiences
of belonging. Belonging is not just about membegyshghts and duties, as in the case
of citizenship, or just about forms of identifiaati with groups or others, but it is also
about the social places constructed by such ideatiiibns and memberships and the
ways in which social place has resonances on gyabilthe self, on feelings of being
part of a larger whole and the emotional and sdotadds that are related to such
places.

The two terms of identity and belonging live togethbut involve a different
emphasis. One could sum up the differenteemphasis of the two terms in the
following way. Identity involves individual and dettive narratives of self and other,
presentation and labelling, myths of origin and msybf destiny with associated
strategies and identifications. Belonging on theeothand is more about experiences
of being part of the social fabric and the waysainich social bonds and ties are
manifested in practices, experiences and emotibnglusion. Ethnic ties cannot be
considered in isolation as delivering ‘belongingven that they are intersected with
social relations of different types (such as thbaged by gender, generational and
class categories). For example, you cannot belonthé collectivity if you don'’t
conform to the gender norms of this collectivitynfhias and Yuval Davis 1989).
Here to belong is to be accepted as part of a cantynuo feel safe within it and to
have a stake in the future of such a community emimership. To belong is to share
values, networks and practices and not just a munest identification. It is important
to relate the notion of belonging to the differémtations and contexts from which
belongings are imagined and narrated: these lotatogranslocations in terms of a
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range of social positions and social divisions &hehtities such as gender, class,
stage in the life cycle and so on.

Belonging, although more than, is also about rigatel obligations related to
citizenship. However, as we know such rights ankigations are about meeting the
criteria of inclusion and there is differential lmsion and exclusion of so-called
citizens along the lines of gender, ethnicity, sJasge and so on. Belonging is about
boundaries but it is also about hierarchies whigisteboth within but across
boundaries. Boundaries are shifting and changimgpes are more a product of
external constraints, like political, legal, na@gbmnules relating to membership. Others
are inscribed in the body through the stigmata bteace and notions of
incapacity/deformity via gender or disability. Theyay also be inscribed through
body style (such as in class relations) or throogjour physiognomy and the bodily
and personal style/gait associated with ethniedkfiice.

But boundaries are never fixed and they are forhpelitical practice. Constructions of
ethnic difference for example homogenise thoseinviimd bracket off differences of
class, gender, age, political persuasion, and me@uoch identities always crosscut each
other and people simultaneously hold different caed belong therefore to different
categorisations depending on context, situation medning. The constructed, rather
than essential or fixed nature of the boundarienigrtant to note. Boundaries are
imposed and also taken up by subjects themselheseTmay not necessarily coincide.
Different markers may be used to define the boueslarhis is raised, for example, by
the debate on the category Black, and the shifh feeing it as incorporating both
Asians and Afro-Caribbeans, to seeing it as dasgibnly Afro-Caribbeans (on this
point see for example Modood 1988; Anthias and Yuvavis 1992; Brah 1996).
Alternatively, it may be used as a form of selfnglcation, and not dependent
necessarily on ascriptive criteria, or may be wsed political identity. A group may be
defined, at different times, in terms of culturtage of origin or religion. For example.
Jews may be seen as a cultural group, as a diasjibra reclaimed homeland (Israel),
or as a religious community. Greek Cypriots maysben as either Cypriot or Greek.
These are labels, as well as claims, that are peadsocially and enter into the realm of
assertion, contestation and negotiation over resoallocation, social positioning and
political identity.

Transcending ethnic and national belongings

Bearing these problems in mind, | will now focusanumber of different ways that
identity and belonging can be understood in retatm the increasing importance of
‘translocations’. These are not merely about movdrépeople from one location to

another in the spatial or cultural sense. They désmte the increasing fragmentation
of social life and the crisscrossing of borders bBodndaries involved. The notion of
translocation references the idea of ‘location’aasocial space which is produced
within contextual, spatial, temporal and hierarahicrelations around the

‘intersections’ of social divisions and identitief class, ethnicity and gender
(amongst others). | will develop this concept farthowards the latter part of the
paper.

In this section | want to look at the complexitredating to hybridity, diaspora and
cosmopolitanism; three versions of transnationabriggng that are current in the
literature on migration and population movementsese provide different ways by
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which culture and ethnic identity are seen to Hecééd by population movements
and set out a challenge to national exclusivity padicularisms. Partially, critiques

of notions of ethnicity and identity that are fixesfable, monolithic and exclusionary
have led scholars and activists to embrace suamsteCosmopolitanism, despite the
difficulties, or indeed the refusal of precise défon, is also a claim towards a
broader cultural and justice related framework, doely national exclusivity, and a
more global liberal understanding of difference aotural values. Cosmopolitanism
has been more an outcome recently of debates dalgation and citizenship (e.qg.
Held et al 1999) whilst debates on hybridity and diasporaehbgen more tied to

transnational flows of people and cultures. | widlgin by commenting on hybridity

and diaspora and then turn to examining cosmojpdsgita

Hybridity and diaspora (for critiques of these apts see also Anthias 1998b and
Anthias 2001) are used to counter the essentidiand in many traditional approaches
to ethnicity and racism. They both postulate sigftand potentially transnational and
transethnic cultural formations and identities. Shaew identities are seen to be tied to
a globalised and transnational social fabric rathen one bounded by the nation-state
form. They are seen as forms of cultural identitgttare more fluid and synthetic.
Similarly cosmopolitanism paints a world where @&hand national spectacles are
abandoned in favour of ‘one-world’ ones. In thddaing sections | will focus on each
of these in turn in order to show some of the cliffies they face in providing a worked
through alternative to the notion of ‘ethnic’ idiyt | will consider hybridity and
diaspora briefly, partly because | have writtertteese before (Anthias 2001, 1998b)

Hybridity

The modern use of the concept of hybridity seekar¢me against a mono-culturalist
view of identity, depicting identity as syncretindachangeable rather than static and
essentialised (Bhabha 1994). It is often used aldegvhat may be regarded as its sister
notion, that of diaspora. Hybridity is often linkéd globalisation processes (see for
example the discussion by Pieterse 1994 on howasarg globalisation leads to greater
hybridisation). These have been characterised #gg@o economic and cultural. It is
the latter that is most relevant to the argumemiad in current formulations of diaspora
and hybridity (although diaspora has been useénote political economy and political
processes) in the work of Cohen (1997) and otliensy both a traditional sociological
and political economy framework.

The notion of hybridity emphasises the ways in Whiansnational processes have
involved the development of intercultural and crogkural life styles and practices.
This suggests a move away from static and rigicth$oof ethnicity and potentially may
herald some breaking with ethnocentrism and radismay be the case that there is an
intermingling of cultural styles and values, pradgamew and innovative forms, but this
need not necessarily lead, however, to changingcetiolidarities or the diminution of
ethnocentrism and racism. For example young whiigleacents have been seen as
synthesising the culture of their white English Kzaounds with the new cultures of
minorities. New cultural forms are forged in muard inter-racial friendship networks
and movements (Hewitt 1986, Back 1996). The pickt amx of cultural elements,
denoted by the term hybridity, does not necessaiggify, however, a shift in identity
or indeed the demise of identity politics of theisaor anti-racist kind. Moreover, the
mixed cultural patterns of second and third germmratunderplays the ways in which
gender and religion, serve different ends in déffitrcontexts. One example is found in
the uses and meanings of the hijab for the youngewowho wear it with pride but also
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as a form of agency both vis a vis their paremd &feriorisation/racism (see for
example Afshar 1994). In other words the bringiogether of different cultural
elements syncretically may transform their meanidgwever,this need not always
mean the breakdown of the central or core culitatales espoused.

Therefore the term hybridity has not only tendedbé¢oover-celebratory but it has not
paid adequate attention to crosscutting differemceslocations in terms of gender and
class (relying on so-called ethnic/cultural praggi@and their intermingling). The use of
the term hybridity has not always paid enough #tento context, meaning and

temporal dimensions and how cultural practices rbay ‘resources’ to be used

strategically and whose meaning is therefore ngiven.

Diaspora

The popularity of notions of diaspora (Hall 1990lréy 1993, Cohen 1997, Clifford
1994, Brah 1996) can be related to the attemptéocome some of the criticisms made
of the 'race and ethnic relations' tradition (Mil&93, Anthias and Yuval Davis 1992,
Hall 1990, Gilroy 1993, Brah 1996) as well as retsipg certain empirical features
relating to population movements and settlemeHizswever, | have argued before that
such depictions rely on mational imaginary of social location (Anthias 1998b).
When people construct themselves as a diasporantodves a particular form of
mobilisation around national and ethnic symbolscolktare used as resources. Despite
this, it is difficult to overcome the tendency irost of the literature to locate diaspora
as a grouping in terms of national boundaries fimm whence the people came and
to where they have settled. Although the term terofimited to population categories
which have experienced ‘forceful or violent expnsiprocesses (classically used about
the Jews), it may also denote sacial condition entailing a particular form of
‘consciousnesswhich is particularly compatible with globalisati@ee Anthias 1998b).
However, one danger of using the concept too ucaht is that this may
overemphasise transnational as opposed to trang-gtlocesses (i.e. not focus enough
on common experiences amongst different ethnicpgou

It is equally important to attend to differentiat®within ‘diasporic’ groups, such as
those of gender and class, as well as differenetgden different ‘diasporas’, thereby
treating them situationally and contextually. Whildiasporic groups have been
thought of as particularly adaptable to a globdliseonomic system (Cohen 1997) it
is important not to think that they are essentiaibynstituted in this way. It is also

important to continue examining the more violem|atating and ‘othering’ practices

that they are subjected to. The existence of gtmumdaries and the ways we think
about our belonging are crucial elements in theaetiges but the forms they take are
products of positionalities and contexts that do themselves originate from these
identity formations. We must be careful that theu® on belongings in terms of

diasporic attachments does not foreclose a conegmdifferences of gender, class
and generation within diasporic groups in all treeimplex interlockings.

Globalisation involves a growth in the amount ofwament, which both intensifies
strangeness and normalises it. The condition oéral strangeness' becomes the
condition par excellence of global society. The am@nce of 'asymmetry’, together
with hegemonic cultural discourses in this procasgds to be considered by the new
approaches to interculturality found in the ideacoltural hybridities and diasporic
imaginations. We must be careful, therefore, notireat hybridity and diasporic
formations outside the parameters of unequal poelations that exist between and
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within cultures. | would propose, therefore, thatis difficult to encapsulate the
processes relating to translocation, which invojwegesses of crisscrossing borders and
boundariesof different typegnot only those related to ethnic or national leosj
through the terms of diaspora and hybridity.

Cosmopolitanism

Like diaspora the term ‘cosmopolitan’ sees peogldeonging to a range of social
relations and political and cultural communitiesogs nation states. There are a range
of approaches to cosmopolitanism, however, fromdha that it is the consciousness
of frequent travellers (Calhoun 2003) to the ideat tit is the refusal to be rooted
within an ethnic or nationalist space (e.g. Nussibal©98). The role of local
attachments extending beyond the local is fourttienwork of Held (2000). For Beck
“The central defining characteristic of a cosmoiaali perspective is thelialogic
imagination’. By this | mean the clash of cultugewd rationalities within one’s own
life, the ‘internalizedother” (2002: 18).

Cosmopolitanism is antithetical to local culturesdaraditions and particularly to
forms of ethnoculturalism. Cultural cosmopolitanissnassociated with the middle
class urban intellectual/ business elite familiathva range of cultures, who travel
frequently and who feel ‘at home’ everywhere. Natie cosmopolitanism

additionally questions the value and meaning oionat identity and belonging and
longs for a wider social space to imagine belongbog The citizenship or

transnational citizenship strand of this is conedrwith the formation of new forms
of governance and political arrangements that dshirthe importance of national
borders and is dedicated to a world political syst&s Held says with regard to the
notion of cosmopolitan citizenship, “people wouldne, thus, to enjoy multiple
citizenships-political membership in the diverselitmal communities which

significantly affected them” (1995: 233).

Kofman (2005) rightly notes that the positive cqotaen of the moving subject who is
at home everywhere and belongs to nowhere becoregatime for particular
categories of persons, depending on their ethmggnorOne could argue that it is not
just a question of ethnic origin but that whethas imbued with positive or negative
value depends on social location within the wowékestern individuals are regarded
positively (on the whole, although it is also a spien of social class) and yet
migrants who travel and are involved in multipléesiof destination over time are
regarded as problematic, even though they may hagaired some of the cultural
baggage of the cosmopolitan ideal: many languagdsnsive travel, familiarity with
a range of cultural norms and values and being &bleegotiate these. Eurocentric
views of cosmopolitanism, therefore, exclude thangnationalism of migrants,
particularly economic and poor migrants. For exanghere is the issue of the class
nature of the concept as the term cosmopolitarftehanot seen as appropriate for
describing the global pathways of working class ramgs (Werbner 1999).
Cosmopolitanism (like transnationalism, diasporahgbridity) does not attend to
asymmetry or inequality. However, the idea of aeffloating’ cosmopolitan without
a social base is problematic. Even free floatirigliectuals (to coin Mannheim’s term
(1929/36)) have a social base. Similarly therenarelassless cosmopolitans.

Cosmopolitanism could involve the formation of niasms of citizenship, away from
national democracy. However, there is an assumpiiat globalised or cosmopolitan
citizenship is consensual when in fact there issmgular cosmopolitan politics or
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social and cultural system of values. Indeed cosiitapism is merely itself: an
empty glass waiting to be filled. It could potefitianvolve a fascist system as much
as participatory democracy. Laying claims to a agsoftitan politics doesn’t give us
the detail of social arrangements necessary.befter at being set as an opposition to
forms of ethnic or national boundaries at a nundjatifferent levels, depending on
its object of reference, rather than as a spepdittical alternative.

The debates around different forms of transnatiahentity (for example, hybridity,
diaspora and cosmopolitanism) all point to theiclfties of thinking about the
contemporary world as bounded by national boundaziene. However, none of
these positions focus on social locations in therader sense and this constitutes a
significant shortcoming. Both local and less lofaims of belonging and position
cannot be disassociated from a range of boundedl setations through the other
categorical formations of gender and class (fomgda), their processes and their
effects. This brings me to the debate on interseality which | will address briefly as a
preliminary to focussing on ‘translocational pasiglity’.

Intersectionality

Intersectionality argues that it is important tokaat the way in which different social
divisions inter-relate in terms of the productioh smcial relations and in terms of
peoples lives. In the earlier debates, particularlyhe Marxist feminist concern with
gender, one way in which different social divisiovere connected was to argue that one
of them was most determining (for a review see fastland Yuval Davis 1992). This
found its currency in debates on 'race' and clasd, gender and class, where the
tendency was to use a reductionist model, wherehgay and 'race’ were determined by
class. A further (and opposite) formulation wasemims of ideas about a triple burden
faced by ethnic minority women. Here class, gerael 'race’ inequalities were treated
as separate but as being experienced simultanedumssy position can be criticised as
being too mechanistic and entailing an additive ehofithe oppression of gender, race
and class. Intersectional approaches have triedotiee away from this additive model
by treating each division as constituted via aarg#ction with the others (Collins 1993,
1998, Anthias and Yuval Davis 1992, Crenshaw 198dCall 2001, Anthias 2002a,
2005 to name a few). In this way classes are algagsdered and racialised and gender
is always classed and racialised and so on.

There are clearly rather different foci within thetersectionality’ framework but
there is not enough space to consider these itheit complexity here (for one
discussion of this complexity see McCall 2001). loer a brief note of some
tendencies may be useful to note. Gender, racelasd may be treated as different
ideological (see for example Collins 1993) or disote practices that emerge in the
process of power production and enablement (asdvoeilsuggested in the work of
Foucault 1972). On the other hand, gender, race cdass can be regarded as
distinctive systems of subordination (Weber 200ithwheir own range of specific
social relations and intersectionality refers tavhibese systems interact. A position
developed by Anthias and Yuval Davis is that sadialsions refer to social ontologies
around different material processes in social éfelinked to sociality and to the social
organisation of sexuality, production and colleethonds; features which arguably all
societies entail (Anthias and Yuval Davis 1992,ad 1998a, 2005).

The political and policy dimensions raised by isgationality are important also. A
particularly influential account of intersectiortglin the United States (for example
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around human rights) is that categories of disecration overlap and individuals

suffer exclusions on the basis of race and gemdemy other combination (Crenshaw
1994). Clearly important is that this approach &etwlan interest in the production of
data or policy research and practice that recogssecific problems of social

categories like racialised women and which crogsreace the divisions within

formulated groups.

Arguably, one danger with the notion of intersewics found in constructing people as
belonging to fixed and permanegoups (e.g. ethnic, gender and class groups) which
then all enter, in a pluralist fashion, into théatermination. This undermines the focus
on social processes, practices and outcomas they impact on social categories, social
structures and individuals. This is further comggigl by the fact that, despite the danger
of seeing people as belonging to fixed groups, ggaxist at the imaginary or ideational
level as well as at the juridical and legal levéierefore, the membership of people in
groups is important in two ways. One is in termsitfibutions of membership and the
consequences that flow from these attributionseample, being labelled as a member
of a national or racialised group may affect how saes oneself and ideas of belonging
and otherness. Secondly, this may have an impadbnin determining forms of social
engagement and participation, such as those faouidemtity politics.

One could argue that the intersectionality focusesdd go far enough in its
deconstructionist project. Looking at the concestperiences and positions of subjects
in terms of a multiplicity of identities (for exarep of black working class women or
white middle class men) is important. However, t@anot pay attention to the range of
social processes; i.e. the multiple situationamelets that produce social outcomes.
These cannot be encapsulated by sex/gender, rategt and class and their
intersections and raises broader issues of sagahisation and representation.

It could also be argued that it can go too farrebg leading to the failure to identify
systematic forms of oppression. In the attempaiotbat each individual has a unique
position in terms of the triad of gender, race elads (Collins 1993: 28) and that each
person is simultaneously oppressor and oppreséed) ¢he danger is the steady
disappearance of systematic forms of subordinatiod oppression in terms of
people who suffer them.

Despite the difficulty of the notion of intersecais partly linked to the variety of
meanings it has taken on, there is a core whicllieve is central to theorising
identities. Ethnicity/nation, gender and class laggorocesses relating to a range of
economic, political and social interests and prgjend to distinctive (and variable)
forms of social allegiance and identifications whare played out in a nuanced and
highly context related fashion. These may constroatiltiple, uneven and
contradictory social patterns of identity and begiog (as well as domination and
subordination). This is because in terms of sdadrdarchy, a person may be placed in
a different position depending on the saliency opaaticular category or hybrid
category (for example, as black working class womarierms of context, meaning
and time and in relation to different regulatorygiices of the state, as well as in
terms of the individuals own understanding of thicial location. The political
guestions opened up here have direct relevanermstof how inequalities, identities
and political strategies are conceptualised anesassl. Such implications undermine
identity politics on the one hand since the intetisaality framework refuses the
notion of given political positions tied to singulorms of identity (for example,
gender OR ethnicity Or class) and instead recognasanultiplicity of potential
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subcategories and crosscutting forms. Indeed onblgmn is the potential of an
endless array of synthetic identity constructiosisch as black unemployed middle
class men). Nonetheless, this approach both prabiees identity politics and raises
the political potential of organising on the basik specific issuesrather than
identities. At a different level, it raises more ngeal questions about wider
frameworks for integrating approaches to inequalitjhhave introduced the terms
‘translocation’ and ‘translocational positionalitid aid in addressing some of these
issues within intersectionality frameworks.

Translocations and translocational Positionality

In this section | want to note some of the poténtises of the notion of
‘translocational’ as an heuristic device and nst as a neologism.

Firstly the term signals a refusal to think of issuof population movement and
settlement in terms of dislocation as this assuenésed and given location from
which we become dislodged. Although this may appeaur imaginations to be the
case, our locations are multiple and span a nuwibierrains such as those of gender
and class as well as ethnicity and nation, poliral value systems. To be dislocated
at the level of nation is not necessarily a didiocain other terms, if we find we still
exist within the boundaries of our social class andgender. However, although we
may move across national borders and remain migdks or women (for example)
the movement will transform our social place anel Way we experience this at all
social levels and in different ways. Hence the rodanections and intersections
involved here are important. From this point cgwj to think oftrandocations opens
up not only thinking of relocations but also of theltiplicity of locations involved in
time and space, and in terms of connections betweerpast, the present and the
future.

Secondly, the term helps us to think of lives asaled across multiple but also
fractured and inter-related social spaces. Naweatiand strategies of identity and
belonging are constructs which are produced relatip (in terms of both

commitment and struggle - i.e. agonistically). Tlaeg also situational, temporal and
subject to different meanings and inflections. Mslacations’ also reference the
intersections of gender, ethnicity and class aheéroimportant social boundaries and
hierarchies. They can be thought of as social spdegned by boundaries on the one
hand and hierarchies on the other hand. The coneetim boundaries AND

hierarchies lies at the heart of the concept. kesaway particularly from the idea of
cross cutting groups which characterises muchetlthcussion of intersectionality.

A translocational positionality is one structured by the interplay of different
locations relating to gender, ethnicity, race atass (amongst others), and their at
timescontradictoryeffects. Positionality combines a reference magosition (as a
set of effectivities: as outcormand social positioning (as a set of practiceipas
and meanings: as procgs¥hat is, positionality is the space at the is¢etion of
structure (social position/social effects) and agefsocial positioning/meaning and
practice). The notion of ‘location’ recognises thgortance of context, the situated
nature of claims and attributions and their proauncin complex and shifting locales.
It also recognises variability with some processeading to more complex,
contradictory and at times dialogical positionabti than others. The term
‘translocational’ references the complex naturepositionality faced by those who
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are at the interplay of a range of locations arglodations in relation to gender,
ethnicity, national belonging, class and racial@at Positionality takes place in the
context of the lived practices in which identifiicat is practised/performed as well as
the intersubjective, organisational and represimtal conditions for their existence
(Anthias 2002a).

Using this conceptual framework may aid in movihg tliscussion of identity and
belonging forward in a number of ways in order ésalve some of the impasses
associated with the idea of ‘multiple identitiesi the one hand and intersections of
identities on the other. It may be able to do thighree interrelated ways. First,
difference and identity are conceptualised as aok@rocesses, and not possessive
characteristics of individuals, and as both maltearad cultural. Moreover, people
produce identity in interplay with regulatory regis via hegemonic and agonistic
narratives and practices and as resources forlsactian of different types, either
exclusionary or usurpationary. This also enablekiftg outside the sphere of human
experience and interrogating discourses, practamss,structures at the more ‘macro’
level of analysis. In other words it shifts awagnr the idea of crosscutting social
groups or categories and enables a focus on wadéal processes in a space and time
framework. Moreover, it flags much more some ofb&entially contradictory social
locations that are brought to play than either tdytyr or intersectional frameworks
have done so far. There may be amplifications shdivantage via the interplay
between the different discourses, practices andlaggy regimes relating to the
categories of gender and ethnicity (for examplelh @e other hand these may
produce highly contradictory and uneven processasivantage and disadvantage, or
exclusion and inclusion (found for many women frample). This may help in the
understanding of how the intersections of sociddtiens can be both mutually
reinforcing (as is the case for those subjectri@ange of class, gender and racialisation
subordinations such as some migrant working classen) and contradictory (for
example, racialised men may be in a position ofidance within some of their own
forms of ethnic organisation particularly in retatito women or the young). In the
first case, social divisions articulate to produme amplification in practices of
subordination, while in the second, social divisioead to highly contradictory
processes. Both, however, have implications for preduction of forms of
positionality and identity (Anthias 1998a). An imrfant research agenda is to chart
how systematic amplifications of disadvantage, lom dne hand, and more uneven
and contradictory ones affect people’s positiogaitd social engagement.

Concluding remarks

| have attempted to show the problems with thetiyeinamework and explored various
types of transnational belonging which act as ehgls to the paradigm of ‘the
national’ and ‘national belonging’ in our increagin global yet divided world. | then
briefly reviewed the intersectionality frameworkdaargued that it is vital to consider the
links amongst social relations and particularly shothat produce structures of
differentiation and identification and structuréerclusion and inclusion.

| have also argued that the challenges coming framsnational forms of solidarity
that link ‘home and away (diaspora), mixed cultufarms (hybridity), and
cosmopolitanism are themselves problematised bsigierg ethnocentric and ethnic
based power structures. There has been a failurtullyp consider the role of
asymmetries of power and differentiations in terofsthe experience of these
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transnational processes by actors in different abodocations. A promising
perspective, found in intersectionality approachesguires even further the
development of more integrated social theorisatainmequal power relations within
our globalising world.

| have presented the concept of ‘translocationaitpmality’ both as an adjunct to
intersectionality and as an alternative meansHuorking through some of the issues
raised by the concepts of identity and belongirag @ire tied too much to a centred
notion of individuals and suffer from what Brubakexs termed ‘groupism’ (Brubaker
2004). The notion of translocational positionatityt only focuses on the crisscrossing
of different social locations, but also relategshe shifting locales of peoples lives in
terms of movements and flows. It relates to theartgmce of context, meaning and
time in the construction of positionalities. Pamitalities themselves are socially
produced through the interplay of processes andoowuts of social relations. This
turns our attention to experiential, representaiceind organisational features of
social life (Anthias 1998a) as opposed to groupwofgseople around gender, ethnicity
and class (which is one of the limitations notedliea of some intersectional
frameworks).
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