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Using intersectionality as a guiding framework, this qualitative study focuses

on the hiring/promotion experiences of 20 Black female principals and

explores how their hiring/promotion practices reified and/or interrupted

traditional discriminatory pathways to school leadership. We find that

gendered racism operated across all facets of the principal recruitment

and hiring processes in which these women participated. First, relationships

and political connections with those already in power (e.g., predominately

White men) seemed to be a key mechanism for entering the applicant

pool and, later, accessing leadership opportunities. Opportunities were often

explicitly racialized such that considerations for leadership positions were

stated as being based on the participants being Black. Second, interview

processes were frequently described as more performative than substantive

with many of the women highlighting questions and comments that

reinforced problematic tropes about Black women. Questions also abounded

about whether interview panels were reflective of the community and/or

if the questions were standardized to ensure fairness and transparency.

Finally, district level hiring decisions were frequently disconnected from

the interview process and lacked transparency with superintendents, in

particular, who overrode or ignored prior steps in, or recommendation

from, the school-based part of the process. In this way, findings suggest

a hiring/promotion system desperately in need of revision starting with the

most basic design features (e.g., standardized interview questions, transparent

performance indicators, process accountability via decision-making) and

including disrupting discrimination across all facets of the system.
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Introduction

Title VII of the 1964 Civil Rights Act made it illegal to engage
in employment discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex,
and/or national origin. Since then, additional local and federal
reforms and private efforts have worked to enhance the entry
and promotion of these groups across various fields, at best to
mixed effect (Winston, 1991). Racial, gender and other forms
of discrimination in hiring and promotion persist in multiple
industries (Kübler et al., 2018; Quillian and Midtbøen, 2021),
and in educational leadership specifically (Weiner and Burton,
2016, Weiner et al., 2019).

For example, Black female principals, who, in 2016,
represented only 6% of United States principals (Lomotey,
2019), are less likely to be mentored (Peters, 2010) and/or
“tapped” for leadership positions (Myung et al., 2011) than
their White and/or male colleagues. They are also more
likely to be placed in under-resourced schools (Moorosi
et al., 2018) and experience harsher performance feedback
once in such positions (Rosette and Livingston, 2012).
Put simply, they face a host of discriminatory practices
and orientations as they attempt to access and thrive in
leadership, and these likely include those associated with
hiring and promotion.

Indeed, research has long shown that racial, gender
and other types of bias influence “meanings of who is
worthy of being hired” and subsequently, “guide hiring
routines” (Liera, 2020, p. 1955). Hill-Collins (2000) too
highlights how “commonsense” or normalized social practices
(i.e., job interviews) are hegemonic and serve to uphold
White supremacy, heteronormativity and other forms of
discrimination and the need for critical feminist intersectional
lenses to highlight these systems and practices (Grogan, 1999).
And yet, we could only find a small handful of studies looking
at discrimination in principal hiring and promotion practices
specifically (e.g., Shakeshaft et al., 2007; Grogan and Shakeshaft,
2011; Palmer and Mullooly, 2015; Bailes and Guthery, 2020; Lee
and Mao, 2020).

Simultaneously, research outside education (e.g.,
management studies, behavioral economics) has worked
to identify how changes to such policies can shape behavior in
ways that dramatically shift who gains access to opportunities.
Bohnet (2016), a behavioral economist, for example, tells us,
“behavioral design creates better and fairer organizations and
societies. It will not solve all our gender [or race]-related
problems, but it will move the needle, and often at shockingly
low cost and high speed” (p.17). Additionally, and as Bohnet
makes clear, our focus on identifying and addressing the
everyday practices of hiring/promotion does not suggest
that discriminatory systems and bias can be attended to
without larger-scale efforts. Rather, a multi-prong approach
disrupting problematic everyday actions and fighting larger
systems is needed.

To begin this process, and in response to calls by Lee and
Mao (2020) for more work on principal hiring practices and
their impact on aspirant leaders from minoritized backgrounds,
we focus on the hiring/promotion experiences of 20 Black
female principals and explore how their hiring/promotion
practices reified and/or interrupted traditional discriminatory
pathways to school leadership. Our research questions
were:

1. How do Black female principals describe their
hiring/promotion experiences?

2. To what degree do these experiences reflect a fair and
equitable process?

Using intersectionality to guide our analysis, we find
that gendered racism (Essed, 1990) operated across all
facets of the principal recruitment and hiring processes
in which these women participated. First, relationships
and political connections with those already in power
(e.g., predominately White men) seemed to be a key
mechanism for entering the applicant pool and, later,
accessing leadership opportunities. Opportunities were
often explicitly racialized such that considerations for
leadership positions were stated as being based on the
participants being Black. Second, interview processes were
frequently described as more performative than substantive
with many of the women highlighting questions and
comments that reinforced problematic tropes about Black
women as “enforcers” or “clean up women” (Peters, 2012).
Questions also abounded about whether interview panels
were reflective of the community and/or if the questions
were standardized to ensure fairness and transparency.
Finally, district level hiring decisions were frequently
disconnected from the interview process and lacked
transparency with Superintendents often overriding or ignoring
prior steps in, or recommendation from, the school-based
part of the process.

Such findings and research on hiring more broadly
using critical lenses are important in that they highlight the
discriminatory nature of the field’s hiring practices across
gender and racial identities, and their potential impact.
For example, other research, also using an intersectional
perspective, has revealed the tremendous psychic energy
and time Black female principals must often exert to
address ongoing discrimination and in bringing their
authentic selves to work once in the position (Burton
et al., 2020). A hiring process that told them to keep
their full selves under wraps and sent messages that
devalued their expertise, would undoubtedly contribute
to these struggles as would the lack of attention those
in power seemed to pay to these issues. In this way,
findings suggest a hiring/promotion system desperately
in need of revision starting with the most basic design
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features (e.g., standardized interview questions, transparent
performance indicators, process accountability via decision-
making) and including disrupting discrimination across all
facets of the system.

Theoretical framework:
Intersectionality

As already mentioned, while our focus in this paper
is about identifying hiring and promotion practices for
principals, we do so from the starting point that patriarchy
and White supremacy are intertwined within them. We
do not expect that by solely shifting behavior, that we can
completely shift institutional oppression or fully mitigate
the experiences of those who are multiply oppressed.
Instead, we are proposing moving the needle of equity
beginning with shifts that we know are possible. We are
living in a time where political upheaval and increased
racial awareness is imminent. Because of this, we (both
the oppressed and co-conspirators) must name and
guide what shifts must be made to further breakdown
systems and structures of oppression that continue to
harm those with historically marginalized identities.
With respect to our study, put simply–Black women
are in need of such co-conspiratorship to end such
negative experiences as they seek school leadership roles
(Love, 2019).

To support our understanding of the experiences
of the Black women school administrator participants
in this research study, we offer the use of two main
theoretical frameworks; Black feminist thought (e.g., Hill-
Collins, 2000; hooks, 2015) and Intersectionality (e.g.,
Crenshaw, 1989; Haynes et al., 2020). Both theoretical
frameworks seek to guide and center our contextualized
understanding of the experiences of Black women and
furthermore, the ways systems and structures of oppression
impact their daily lives (Hill-Collins, 2000). Black feminist
thought has a particularly long history in asking poignant
questions about the humanity of Black women (hooks,
2015). Specifically, scholars and activists have written for
over a 100 years about the varied experiences of Black
womanhood, and how society continues to refuse even
basic respect to Black women, at all levels (i.e., personal,
professional, systemic) (Davis, 1983; Lorde, 1984; Taylor,
2017). Given this lack of respect, it produces a cycle of
anti-Blackness, anti-Black racism, and gendered racism
that makes it virtually impossible for Black women to free
themselves and be whole.

Intersectionality, a term coined by Kimberlé Crenshaw in
1989, explains the ways multiple forms and varying levels
of oppression are experienced by Black women specifically
(Crenshaw, 1989). Being Black and women, opens Black

women, such as the participants in our study, to gendered
racism (Essed, 1990) which has been elevated in our data.
Put differently, Black women, because of their racialized and
gendered identities, are more vulnerable to various forms of
discrimination, including inequitable hiring and firing practices
(Dillard, 1995). Like the Black women in our research study,
Black women, when interviewing for educational leadership
positions, are often placed as “clean up women” in schools that
lack resources and are in need of some form of transformation
(Peters, 2012). This reinforces the controlling images placed on
African women since their enslavement in the United States
(Hill-Collins, 2000).

These images, mammy, sapphire, and notions that Black
women do not feel pain (emotional, physical psychological,
or spiritual), are rooted in the need to control Black women
and not allow them to feel or be whole in themselves
or in any other area of society (Hill-Collins, 2000; Haynes
et al., 2020). There is no doubt that these images are
ingrained into the minds of those that hire Black women into
school leadership positions to maintain order, “clean up” the
school, and usher in transformation. Given the experiences
of Black women in the professional world, namely in the
field of education, these controlling images still stand and
to which Black women do all they can to subvert these
controlling images, or become victims to them (Weiner
et al., 2022). Again, our goal to aid in this subversion and
act as co-conspirators by de-normalizing White supremacy
and gender discrimination and thus approach this work in
this that manner.

Literature review

Gender discrimination and gendered
racism in the education leadership
pipeline

Research has long pointed to how gender discrimination
(Lad, 2002; Gates et al., 2003; Shakeshaft et al., 2007;
Grogan and Shakeshaft, 2010; Weiner and Burton,
2016) and gendered racism (Palmer and Mullooly,
2015; Davis et al., 2017; Fuller et al., 2019; Bailes and
Guthery, 2020) shape the pipeline to, and success in,
educational leadership. In terms of gender discrimination,
researchers such as Apple (1985) and others (e.g., D’Amico,
2017) have highlighted how teaching, as a historically
feminized profession (e.g., more women do it and it
is less valued because women do it), served to make
administration an “old (White) boys’ club” (Eckman,
2004). Women, who were, and often continue to be,
seen as more caring and nurturing, were positioned
as “natural” teachers particularly to young children
(Nelson, 1992; Blackmore, 2017). This is in contrast to
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men who, understood to have more “agentic traits” (e.g.,
assertiveness, dominance, confidence, etc.), were positioned
as leaders, moved out of teaching to “manage” women
and their practice (Apple, 1985; Weiner and Burton,
2016).

While over time more women have been able to ascend
to leadership [e.g., in 2017 approximately 54% of principals
were female (National Center for Education Statistics [NCES],
2019)], stereotypes regarding their suitability for such positions
remain. For example, using role incongruity theory (Eagly
and Karau, 2002) to guide their inquiry, work by Weiner
and Burton (2016) highlights how women in leadership face
a double bind. On one hand, they can take on the agentic
(i.e., stereotypically male) characteristics that are most often
attributed to leadership. However, if they do, they are likely to
receive critique for being too aggressive, unfriendly, and not
warm. On the other hand, they can act in ways more aligned
with female stereotypes and engage as nurturers, caregivers, etc.
(i.e., behave communally) and thus be seen as less competent
to take on a leadership role (e.g., too soft, emotional, etc.)
(Eagly and Karau, 2002).

Although some of the women within Weiner and
Burton (2016) study identified as women of color, the
researchers failed to explicitly attend to how race also
played a role in these female aspirant school leaders’
experiences. Such an orientation is important as research
shows that Black women are punished not for their agentic
interpersonal orientation but due to deep-seated racist
ideas about Black people’s competence and ability to lead
(Ispa-Landa and Thomas, 2019). In this way, it is critical
that research address not only gender bias as it pertains
to hiring/promotion practices in educational leadership,
but also race and, in this case, the intersection of race and
gender identities.

Intersectionality and school leadership

When applying an intersectional lens, we find that Black
women principals experience discrimination across gender and
racial dimensions across all facets of their careers including
the recruitment and hiring process (i.e., a double jeopardy of
gendered racism) (Rosette and Livingston, 2012). For example,
Black female teachers often do not receive the same degree
of mentoring (Peters, 2010) or “tapping” to help them access
leadership or thrive in the role (Myung et al., 2011). “Essentially,
seasoned professionals (typically White males) have sought to
assist protégés who are younger versions of themselves” (Peters,
2010, p. 112). This type of “in group favoritism” is well-
documented as driving hiring and promotion patterns in other
industries and toward women and women of color specifically
(e.g., Ryan et al., 2007; Hoyt, 2010), and is unlikely to change
without direct and meaningful intervention.

Once Black women do enroll in principal preparation
programs, they are often hostile places (Weiner et al.,
2019, 2022). Researchers find that these programs remain
predominantly White spaces with few other students and/or
faculty of color (Young and Brooks, 2008; Jean-Marie and
Mansfield, 2016). Such programs also tend to take an identity-
blind approach to leadership highlighting male and White
centric readings and orientations, while claiming that such
views are “neutral” and/or simply effective leadership (see
Weiner et al., 2022 for a review). Given these realities,
many Black women are left to create their own paths to
leadership, doing so through additional years of service
and greater rates of credentialing (Santamaría and Jean-
Marie, 2014; Bailes and Guthery, 2020). For example, the
average Black female principal has between 12 and 20 years
of experience prior to taking on the role, which is, on
average, 5–12 years longer than their White, male colleagues
(Peters, 2012).

Additionally, when Black women are considered to fill
a principal position, it is often for under-resourced and
under-performing schools that enroll more students of color
and those in poverty (Bloom and Erlandson, 2003; Moorosi
et al., 2018; Lomotey, 2019). The expectation is often that
they will serve as change agents (Tillman, 2004), “cleaning
up” or acting as “fixers” after others’ failed initiatives under
tremendously challenging conditions (Peters, 2012; Jean-
Marie, 2013). However, at the same time they are meant
to exhibit strength in the face of such challenges, and they
often do, these traits are also often pathologized in ways
that position Black female principals and aspirant principals
as an “Angry Black Woman,” who lacks the temperament
and/or competence to lead (i.e., a lack of “professionalism”)
(Aaron, 2020).

Given these conditions, it is perhaps not a surprise that
despite their desire to lead and the persistence required to
access such roles, Black women often leave the principalship
at higher rates than their White counterparts (Christman
and McClellan, 2008; Peters, 2012). If anything, rather than
a reprieve, Black female principals are likely to experience
higher levels of scrutiny in their roles regarding their
leadership capabilities (Rosette and Livingston, 2012) as well
as various forms of institutional and everyday discrimination
(Burton et al., 2020). Moreover, and given the lack of
attention many districts pay to addressing such issues, these
women are further burdened with expending energy to cope
with this discrimination in ways that are costly both to
their mental health and physical wellbeing (Utsey et al.,
2002, 2007; West et al., 2010; Greer, 2011; Lewis et al.,
2017).

Together, this research paints a vivid picture of the
institutional discrimination Black female aspirant and
serving principals face. What is perhaps less clear is
how hiring/promotion practices may serve to reify and/or
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mitigate such discrimination. This reality and, as we discuss
next, the fact that research exists on hiring practices that
promote greater equity across multiple lines of identity,
suggest we could be doing better if we truly wished to.
This possibility motivated this study and is the focus of the
following section.

Research on the effective and
equitable recruitment and selection of
principals

Aligned with Lee and Mao’s (2020) systematic review
of a number of practices associated with the principal
pipeline, we use the terminology “recruitment and
selection” to encapsulate the process of hiring in its
entirety. As they explain, such an orientation is aligned
with the economic theory of supply and demand with
recruitment referring to “factors motivating educators to
advance or inhibiting them from advancing to principal
positions” and selection as “how Superintendents or districts
screen, assess and hire the most suitable candidate for
principal positions” (p. 2). Below we talk about what
we know about current practice and its alignment (or
not) with best practice in terms of facilitating equitable
access and ensuring the highest caliber of diverse
leaders into the role.

Recruitment

As already mentioned, the path to leadership is highly
racialized and gendered. For example, most recruitment
occurs through informal “tapping” in which those most
likely to already hold leadership positions (i.e., White
men) groom those with similar backgrounds for leadership
(Myung et al., 2011). Additionally, districts tend to promote
leaders from within (Bailes and Guthery, 2020), which
can create positive continuity but also serve to reinforce
current ideas and ways of knowing including who is
deemed a “qualified” to be a leader in the space. When
more formal recruitment processes do exist, they often
use materials (e.g., job postings, advertisements, etc.)
with vague and potentially biased criteria (Palmer and
Mullooly, 2015). Research too has consistently shown that
gendered (Gaucher et al., 2011) and racialized (Pedulla,
2018) language persists in job postings. Such postings also
often fail to clearly outline the specific skills, knowledge,
and capabilities required for the position (Richardson
et al., 2016). As such, and given that women are less likely
to apply to masculine stereotyped jobs (Barbulescu and
Bidwell, 2013), and men are likely to be overconfident
in their ability to access for their desired positions

(Cortés et al., 2021), such language can have important
implications for who applies and/or gains access to school
leadership roles.

In response, researchers such as Palmer and Mullooly
(2015) call on districts to cast wide nets to ensure a
diverse candidate pool. This would include advertising
openings in traditional venues and those that target
underrepresented groups (Bhalla, 2019). It might also
mean including language in postings that elevates and
emphasizes (if more than performative) the school and
district’s commitment to equity (O’Meara et al., 2020).
They may work to preemptively analyze existing materials
for racialized or gendered language (Hu et al., 2022)
as well as work to emphasize skills rather than “fit”
(Palmer and Mullooly, 2015).

Initial screening/interviews

Interviews remain the most popular method of screening
prospective candidates for leadership positions (Palmer
and Fresno, 2016). This is despite the fact that the
criteria used by districts to evaluate candidates are often
misaligned with stated goals and/or descriptions of the
role (Schlueter and Walker, 2008). Such misalignment
includes, as true in job postings, more heavily weighing
perceptions of “promise” or “fit” over concrete skills and
knowledge (Palmer et al., 2016). Such panels also tend to
be quite hierarchical in nature, a reality that may influence
underrepresented members’ ability to influence decisions
(O’Meara et al., 2020).

These realities tend to favor White men who, when
compared with their female and Black, Indigenous and People
of Color counterparts, have less experience at the point of
becoming a principal (Kim and Brunner, 2009; Bailes and
Guthery, 2020) and, due to gender bias, seem a more “natural
fit” with leadership (Weiner and Burton, 2016). Indeed, research
tells that an overreliance on fit within the hiring process
tends to negatively impact women and people of color most
(Palmer et al., 2016).

As such, to enhance the interviewing process, researchers
suggest creating standardized interview processes with
questions focused on skills and knowledge rather than affective
skills (Palmer and Mullooly, 2015) as well as include a
representative group of panelists (Wildy et al., 2011). They
further recommend the use of rubrics to evaluate responses
(O’Meara et al., 2020) and to train all reviewers and regularly
assess issues related to interrater reliability and understanding
rubric elements and how they should be assessed (Wildy et al.,
2011; Palmer and Mullooly, 2015). Finally, as bias finds a
way to seep into even the most well-intentioned processes,
it is also essential for all those involved in screening and
interviewing processes to engage in implicit bias training to help
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ensure these processes support their goal of enhancing equity
(Liera, 2020).

Decision making

The final promotion/hiring process—the decision to offer
the candidate a position—occurs at the district level. Often
this includes an interview with the Superintendent, who,
informed by those involved in the earlier stages of the
process, decides whether or not to offer the candidate
the job. However, as Lee and Mao (2020) point out,
there is relatively little research on these decision-making
processes or what ultimately informs Superintendents to select
one candidate over another. What we do know is that
Superintendents tend to be somewhat idiosyncratic regarding
their views about the attributes associated with principal
selection (Palmer et al., 2016), and are just as likely to
hold biases regarding candidate “fit” and/or potential for
success as those at the school level (Lee and Mao, 2020).
As Lee and Mao explain, “Superintendents rarely have the
means to systematically assess these [valued] skills, nor do
they know how to determine whether a candidate possesses
such talent” (p. 15). Consequently, Superintendents’ final
decisions also tend to discriminate most against women and
people of color (Young and Young, 2010; Fuller et al.,
2018).

As we know little about these decisions, so too do we have
few tested models for moving forward to enhance equity in the
process. However, what is clear is that if more equitable hiring
practices are to be deployed, it requires support and action from
the top with senior administrators keeping a watchful eye to
ensure equitable practices are being used and, if not, to intervene
forcefully to address these issues (Liera, 2020).

Materials and methods

We use intersectionality both as a theoretical framework
and to ground our methodological approach (see Haynes
et al., 2020 for a review). Specifically, we center Black women
as the subject of this inquiry and work to foreground the
complex intersectional nature of discrimination as manifest
in the daily, often considered mundane practices and policies
of institutions (i.e., in this case district hiring practices). To
facilitate these goals, we required an approach that would deeply
explore individuals’ perceptions and understandings of an event
(Larkin and Thompson, 2012). As such, we use interpretative
phenomenological approach (IPA) (Smith et al., 2009; Smith and
Shinebourne, 2012) to illuminate participants’ meaning making
and to create “thick” descriptions based on their experiences
(Ponterotto, 2006). Again, our goal here was to, as described by
Mckinnon (as cited in Haynes et al., 2020), “bring the gravity of

intersectional subordination into full view, in a way that forces
the trivial and mundane to actually bear weight” (p. 752).

Sample

We used purposeful, criterion-based sampling (Patton,
1990) as we were focused on a sample that included solely
principals who self-identified as Black and female and who had
been in their leadership position for at least 2 years and thus
could speak to both their hiring and how it impacted their
experiences in the role. Participants (N = 20) came from one
state in the Northeast and another in the Mid-Atlantic region
of the U.S. Participants were identified through referrals and
connections via the first author’s social network. Given the
personal and emotional nature of the interviews (Dickson-Swift
et al., 2007) as well as the interviewers’ identities as White
women (Seidman, 2006), there was a sensitivity, via authors one
and four (i.e., the interviewers), to build a sense of trust and
rapport with the participants by utilizing pre-existing personal
relationships as a starting point as well as through sharing some
of themselves and motivations at the start of the study.

More specifically, and following the work of Moorosi et al.
(2018), we—the first and fourth authors—engaged in a process
of “disclosure” with participants, in which we shared our reasons
for engaging in this work and named our Whiteness and its
implications relative to this research. So too did we name and
speak to the long history of White and, often female, academics
using Black women’s stories for personal career advancement
rather than Black women’s uplift and that we understood and
honored participants’ potential mistrust or hesitancy to share
fully with us. With that said, we also acknowledge that, while
such disclosure can and did help to build trust, it did not
diminish the hurt caused by the long legacy of White Supremacy
and Patriarchy in the academy, topics we speak to in our
positionality statements below.

Table 1 provides an overview of some of the characteristics
of our participants and their schools. This group of women
were quite experienced (i.e., averaging 22 years in the field) and
credentialed (e.g., more than two-thirds had doctorates). Most
led schools serving predominantly Black and Brown children
with high percentages receiving free and reduced-price lunch.
These school profiles were true even when these women worked
in larger, predominately White serving districts with lower
proportions of students requiring lunch support or with other
additional needs (e.g., special education, English learners, etc.).

Data collection

Aligned with our method, we used phenomenological
interviewing (Seidman, 2006) to collect our data. This three-
interview cycle, occurring over the course of the 2019–2020
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TABLE 1 Select principal characteristics.

Pseudonyma Years in role Years in education School location School level FRL status % Student populationa State

Joyce 15 28 Suburban Prek-6 83% MSI 1

Mckenzie 2 18 Suburban K-5 12% PWI 1

Michele 6 26 Urban Prek-8 74% MSI 1

Passionate 6 24 Urban K-6 37% MSI 1

Jennifer 8 28 Urban District 47% MSI 1

Susan 9 21 Urban Prek-1 60% MSI 1

Sarah 10 24 Urban Elementary 58% MSI 1

Victorious 4 27 Suburban Prek-6 54% MSI 2

Bella 3 22 Urban Middle 41% MSI 2

Dr. Jackie 6 28 + Urban Prek-5 66% MSI 2

Valerie 2 18 Suburban K-5 6% MSI 2

Liz Garland 4 18 Suburban Headstart-5 77% MSI 2

Shawna 2 26 Suburban Middle 44% MSI 2

Anne 6 27 Suburban High 68% MSI 2

Malea 5 22 Suburban Prek-5 42% MSI 2

Robin 5 25 Suburban Middle 12% PWI 2

Ramelle 12 27 Suburban Middle 22% 50/50 2

Rose 3 18 Suburban Prek-5 19% PWI 2

Natalie 4 22 Suburban Prek-6 76% MSI 2

Kimberly 6 26 Suburban 44,683 24% MSI 2

PWI, Predominantly white-serving institution; MSI, Predominantly Minority-serving institution.
aParticipants selected their pseudonyms which are used throughout.

school year, provided opportunities to gain a rich sense of the
arc of these women’s careers as well as their daily experiences.
Data for this study came predominantly from each participant’s
first and second interview, with the second interview focusing
explicitly on recruitment, hiring, and placement and including
questions that directly asked about this process (e.g., Can you
tell me a bit of how you got hired at this school?; What did the
process involve?; To what degree do you feel your identity as a
Black woman shaped the hiring process?, etc.).

Interviews lasted anywhere from 1 to 2 h. The first
and second interviews were semi-structured while the final
interviews took a more constructivist approach (Hiller and
DiLuzio, 2004; Charmaz and Belgrave, 2012). These interviews
included discourse between researchers and participants that
was more naturalistic to facilitate participant reflection on how
past experience related to current ones and in-depth meaning
making regarding how participants identities as Black women
shaped their ascension to, and experiences in, their current
leadership positions. All interviews were digitally recorded and
transcribed verbatim, and participants were then given their
transcripts for review.

Analytic approach

We used thematic coding to analyze our data (Boyatzis,
1998). Specifically, we took a deductive approach, first coding

the interview data by the stage of the hiring process (e.g.,
recruitment, initial screening, interviewing, decision making).
Next, using intersectionality to guide our analysis and
specifically “the relationships of power and inequality within
a social setting and how these shape individual and group
identities” (Tefera et al., 2018, p. xiv), we investigated how
and in what ways discrimination and power manifested in
each stage of the hiring practices these women experienced
using similar codes across the stages. For example, in our
analysis of participants experiences with recruitment, we coded
for issues such as “favoritism” (e.g., principal candidates
are tapped/recruited due to personal relationship with those
in power) and “transparency” (e.g., the degree recruitment
criteria and processes were clearly communicated and easy to
understand). These codes were repeated across the stages of
hiring process, with slight modifications per stage to ensure
relevance. For example, when coding the decision-making stage,
in addition to favoritism, transparency and others, we added
“consistency” (e.g., the degree the final decision was consistent
with other parts of the hiring process). Finally, there also
were codes regarding the degree each these processes were
experienced as racialized and/or gendered by participants.

To ensure consistency among the raters, we began our
coding by randomly selecting three interviews to code
independently. As we each engaged with the data, each of us
made meaning through our coding as well as writing memos
and reflecting. We then met to discuss our coding to refine
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our codes and processes as needed. For example, we nuanced
our analysis over time in ways that pushed us to consider how
experiences viewed as “neutral” or “just the ways things are”
by participants in their hiring experiences belied larger issues
of power and inequity. Our conversations also helped us to
narrow our findings and to help us, as intersectionality requires,
highlight the multi-layered forms of institutional oppression
Black women face to engage in deeper and more nuanced
counter narratives (Haynes et al., 2020).

Positionality

The lead author identifies as a cis gender heterosexual White
woman. The original data collection was conducted by her along
with another White, Queer, woman. The third author, who did
not participate in data collection also identifies as a Queer,
White woman. As White women doing research centering Black
women and the discrimination they face, we worked hard to
both decenter our Whiteness and interrogate it by engaging
in continuous reflexive practice (Erskine and Bilimoria, 2019,
p. 2). We again acknowledge here the history of White scholars
using Black women’s experiences as a stepping stone to advance
their career while simultaneously reifying damaging stereotypes
and tropes. We thus honor the rightful suspicion people, and
particularly People of Color may feel at our intentions, and
come to this work humbly aiming to use our skills and platform
to elevate these women’s stories and their meaning-making
and not our own.

The final member of the research team identifies as a Black,
Indigenous, and Queer cisgender woman. She was asked to
join the team due to her expertise in Black feminist thought
as well as her lived experience as a Black female administrator
and researcher of the experiences of Black women school
administrators in the United States and Canada.

Limitations

Before we shift to our findings, we mention some of the
study’s limitations. First, the sample is small with limited
geographic reach. As such, it would be inappropriate to
generalize these findings to the experiences of all Black, female
principals or those in other contexts. Second, and related, so
too would be inappropriate to extend these findings to those
with different racialized or other forms of identity. We focused
solely on identity issues related to a singular race (Black)
and gender (female). Future studies with larger samples with
different and/or potentially a broader range of intersecting
identities (e.g., ethnicity, ability, language, sexuality) would
undoubtedly be important to fully capture the many, unique
ways discrimination may operate in principal recruitment,
hiring, and promotion practices. Finally, as the interviewers

were of a different race than the participants, it is likely that our
racial, if not other, privileges went relatively unchallenged and
undoubtedly impacted the study, its effectiveness, and depth.

Findings

Tapping and/or recruitment into
school leadership

While all of the women received some kind of “push” to
pursue leadership, none mentioned participating in a formal
or standard recruitment process. Instead, existing relationships
and political connections seemed to be a key mechanism for
entering the applicant pool and, later, accessing leadership
opportunities. As a result, those women who did not “grow up”
professionally in the district where they hoped to be principals,
faced particular barriers to entry, including negotiating an
unfamiliar human resources system. This was true for Jennifer1,
who found her current school through a Google search. Finding
an open position, she pressed the site’s “apply here” button,
waiting with “fingers crossed” to find out if anyone would look
at it. The same was true for Kimberly who voiced frustration
that, during the process it was impossible to find a “person that
I could contact if I have questions, nobody really returned my
phone calls. I just felt like you needed to know someone to really
get into the school system.”

In lieu of formal recruitment, all said they experienced some
form of “tapping” (Myung et al., 2011) in which someone with
authority (formal or informal) suggested that they consider, or
pushed them to take on, a formal leadership role. This tapping
primarily originated from two sources, (1) the school (e.g.,
peers, principals, coaches) or (2) the district (e.g., an Associate
superintendent, the Superintendent), with different impacts by
source on how the participants understood why they were
tapped as well as how they might respond to these “suggestions.”

Tapping at school

When describing tapping incidents at their schools,
participants talked about how suggestions to pursue leadership
tended to extend from others’ noticing their achievements and
capabilities. Whether it was Ramelle’s principal who, based
on observing Ramelle’s openness and instructional prowess
told her, “You are a leader. You are a natural leader. And
we need people like you who will lead with integrity.” or
Victorious’ mentor principal, who said, “Don’t doubt yourself.
You are enough. You’ve got the skill set [to be a principal],”
virtually all of the women mentioned someone who saw their
excellence and encouraged them to become administrators. For
some, such encouragement happened at multiple points in their
careers (e.g., their school principal telling them to enroll in
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a principal preparation program, a professor in that program
suggesting they apply for a principal position), the repetition
then strengthening their resolve to pursue a principal position.

Tapping from the district

Many of the women also reported receiving what were
framed as “suggestions” or “invitations” to apply for principal
positions in their districts. We say “framed,” as many of
the women experienced such recommendations more as
mandates than choices. Moreover, and also different from
the encouragement they received from other sources, district
invitations were often racialized and/or gendered in nature,
tending to emphasize their identities as Black women over their
tremendous skill sets.

More specifically, at least nine of the women were directed to
apply for a particular school in the district. These schools often
served more Students of Color, were lower performing, and/or
had current principals who, often White, were understood as
having difficulty related to the parent community. While the
women said they understood such invitations as part of the
“political” nature of school leadership, it was also clear that they
understood that they were being framed as “clean up women”
(Peters, 2012), a positioning often applied to Black women
principals. As Passionate explained, her Superintendent asked
her to apply to her current school because they needed someone
who,

was gonna be able to come to [school name] and actually
effect change. Someone strong. Because prior to me coming,
you have to understand, there was a principal here who
was here for about. six, maybe 7 years. And things
were spiraling down.

Valerie reflected a similar “strategic” decision on the part of
her Superintendent. Valerie, the only Black elementary school
principal in the district, was “asked” to work at a school that
was shifting to enroll more Black and Brown students and thus
needed someone, her Superintendent told her, “who can bring
some change and diversity.” In these ways, it seemed Black
women were given opportunities to lead only when schools were
identified as being “in crisis” or places where no one else (i.e.,
other White principals) could be successful.

A principal “Pipeline” program

Six of the women, most of whom worked in the same or
adjacent districts, mentioned having participated in a district-
run principal pipeline program. The program was for those who
had already earned their administrative certification to work as a
principal intern. As conveyed to us, the program was perceived

as a requisite for becoming a principal in the district, though
participation did not guarantee a job. As Belle explained, “it’s
very unwritten. They say, ‘You don’t have to do an internship.’
But. And a lot of people ignore that, and they don’t get jobs.
So I was like, ‘Oh, okay. I’ll do the internship.” Participants
revealed that only a small group of individuals were selected
to be principal interns, and only a few principal interns were
deemed effective enough to be moved into a pool of potential
hires for available principal positions.

When asked about the purpose of the program, participants
said they believed it was intended to make the hiring process
more transparent and fairer. And yet, as we began to ask
more questions about the pipeline process, it seemed that,
despite the intent, it too was experienced as a gatekeeping
mechanism rather than a chance for those traditionally left
out of leadership to get a leg up. For example, when,
earlier in her career, Ramelle found that she had not been
put in the pool of interns, she asked her principal why
this was the case.

And about a week later, he came to me and he said, “I need
to have an honest conversation with you as to why you
weren’t brought to the table to interview.” I said, okay. He
said, “I think you can handle it.” He said, “Because you’re
an African-American female.” I said, “Excuse me?” He said,
“The sitting principal at [School Name] does not want an
African-American female.” I said, “He wants a female, but
he doesn’t want to have.” He said, “Exactly. It’s going to be
a new school. He will have a female. But he told me, I don’t
want a Black woman as an intern principal in my school.”

Although Ramelle was eventually able to access an
internship and then a principalship; her path was delayed as
a result of these events—events that were never addressed by
district personnel in any meaningful way.

While few of the other women reported such explicitly racist
experiences regarding their access to an internship site, there
was a feeling that the program tended to do more to uphold
current structures and the power of those holding leadership
positions (e.g., mostly White males) than to create a pathway
to ensure a highly skilled and diverse principal cohort. As Liz
Garland explained,

it’s almost like you needed a sponsor, so to speak. Um, so you
know, that kind of concept of having someone to sponsor
you along the way, and if you had the right sponsor, your
road is going to be quick, it’s going to be, you know, it’s going
to be expeditious, smooth sailing, right on, come on in to
your school that we handpicked for you vs. someone who
isn’t sponsored.

Moreover, some of the participants mentioned people who
were able to “skip over” the AP position and/or were hired
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externally without going into the pool. Together such comments
suggested a process that may have done more to reproduce
inequities than mitigate them.

Screening/initial interviewing
processes

As already mentioned, all but 7 of the women were
hired as principals in districts where they already worked
as teachers or assistant principals, and/or were “invited” to
apply to a given principal position. As such, their access to
the most frequent next stage of the hiring process, school-
based interviews, was based on these direct requests rather
than a formal screening process. With that said, some of
the women were also invited to interview at schools for
which they felt they were not serious candidates. Instead,
they believed their being called in was a way for the
district to say they had made a good faith effort to recruit
diverse applicants.

As Susan explained, after being called to interviews at a
few schools but failing to move to the next round, she, “found
out that I was the only minority that was interviewed for
at least two of those times that I had gone in. Because I
think it was three times, that I was interviewed.” Victorious
told a similar story in which she was told by the district
that, despite the high probability that she would be hired
as the principal at the school for which she served as
the principal intern, she needed to interview for a number
of other principal positions in the district. She explained,
“they’ve [the district] implied that I would be here [current
school], but I had to interview. I believe it was because
I was an African American female, and they wanted to
provide a diverse interview, I guess. Candidates [for the other
positions].”

District screening

For the few participants who were previously unknown
to the district in which they became principals, the screening
process was more opaque and often included a first stage
interview with district officials rather than one at the school.
However, these interviews too were experienced as racialized
as officials made clear that these women’s Blackness was a key
reason for their candidacy. This was true for Jennifer who was
positively surprised at receiving an invitation to interview given
that she had simply uploaded her information to the district
website. However, some of these positive feelings dissipated as
her racial identity became a main focus in the interview. As
Jennifer recalled, during the interview, the Superintendent, a
White man, was talking about why Jennifer had been brought

in and “said something about me being Black.” In response, a
White woman on the committee quickly responded,

“Yeah, but you know, we’re not bringing her [Jennifer] in
because she’s Black. She has this and this and she went to
[Ivy League School] and she’s Black”. . .But it was just really
weird, I mean, I don’t even know this person (laughs). It’s
just something, I don’t know if I’ll ever forget that.

This uncomfortable exchange also occurred after a long
period of questioning from the Superintendent that seemed to
negate Jennifer’s expertise and question her potential to succeed
in the role. As she explained, “It was like everything seemed like
he was like putting down every experience or whatever. Um, I
had, I had kind of a mixed experience. I felt like the interview
was going okay, but like this guy who is in charge really doesn’t
seem to like me.”

Mackenzie, who was also a district outsider, was recruited by
the Superintendent to be the principal in an almost exclusively
White serving district. He had been her professor in her
principal certification program, and told her that, in addition to
her leadership acumen, one of the reasons he was interested in
her for the position was her racial identity. She explained,

He said he wants to be known as the first Superintendent
to diversify the district. He’s been here for quite some time,
it’s a part of his vision, and knowing what he knows of me,
he thinks that I will be the ideal person to help him to
accomplish that.

Rather than feeling put off by this admission, Mackenzie
appreciated her Superintendent’s candor and was intrigued by
the challenge. As she told us,

I thought about it for me, also, to see then, for him, for being
known as the first Superintendent to have diversified the
district, and also for me being the first person of color to be
hired within the district. That’s something remarkable and
historic, and it ties right into my vision around equity, and
making sure that people are culturally responsive.

Whether felt to be positive or negative, it was clear from
the interviews that participants earliest experiences with their
supervisors were racialized and served to “other” these women
as potential leaders in their districts and schools.

School-based interviews

In contrast, other participants’ initial interviews most often
occurred at their prospective schools. These interviews were
frequently conducted by large panels that seemed to differ
in composition school to school (“it was huge!”—Rose). As
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Ramelle recalled, “There were 23 people. It took them 5 min just
to introduce themselves. And this panel table, twice this size, it
was just crazy.” Questions too were often described as “all over
the place” and/or dependent on who happened to attend the
interview that day. Liz Garland, for example, described sitting
in an interview with,

like 30 people around the table. And you go through the
show, because the process includes all stakeholders. So
there’s parents on the interview panel, there’s other district
leaders, there’s school team people. So you have to go
through the whole show.

While the panels were large, the presence of other People of
Color, and Black people specifically, was minimal at best. Few
of the women remembered any person of color in the process,
despite, again, many of these schools having large Black and
Brown student populations.

For those who, like Michele, had interview panels that
included other Black people, their presence provided a sense
of connection and comfort. For Michelle, this comfort came
when the only other Black woman at the interview would, “smile
when I was hitting right what she wanted me to hit. It was hard
for her to kind of contain herself. . .And so I felt like, “This is
great.” Rose too, during her interview, noted that the presence
of another Black woman on the panel made all the difference in
her interviewing experience.

I distinctly remember the other person of color at the
table. . . was very affirming in her physical presence. So she
was nodding a lot and smiling a lot. And so I kept trying not
to look over and she was so affirming, (laughs) that I was
like, “Oh, she likes me.” So that was very encouraging just to
have that persona at the table.

Performing black womanhood

In contrast, those without such representation (i.e., all
but three of the women), spoke to feeling othered in these
interviews and that it felt necessary to perform a version
of themselves and often Blackness that matched their mostly
White panel’s expectations. For example, participants spoke
of their need to negotiate the gendered and racialized
stereotype of the “angry Black woman” (Aaron, 2020)—
working to mitigate fears that they would be “difficult”
to work with or less capable in addressing the perceived
different needs of White children and families. For example,
after her interview to be the first principal of color ever in
the district, Mackenzie heard that some on the panel felt
that she was, “a little bit too direct, and they questioned.

Um, one comment that was made was that they thought I
would be a better Superintendent than a principal, ’cause I
seemed more stern, and more protocol-driven and a little bit
political.”

Other participants (e.g., Belle, Shawna, Susan, Valerie)
reported receiving similarly coded feedback questioning their
“fit” with the values and norms of White parents. In Shawna’s
case, this need to “prove” her ability to attend to these values and
norms was explicitly addressed in her interview. As she recalled,

After my third and final interview, the director at the time
said to me, “What are you gonna do when your White
suburban parents question you about XY and Z?” And I was
like, “Well, is this a standard question? Do you ask everyone
this question?” You know, because I would have preferred,
you know, you came right out and say, “Hey, as a Black
woman, what are you gonna do when, you know, your, your
families. . .” you know, where the money is. And I said, “It
doesn’t matter where, we all love our kids and when people
know that you love their children and you want the best for
them, they don’t care what color you are.”

While some had to negotiate stereotypes regarding
being too strong, others, when interviewed for schools
that served mostly students of color, faced an alternative
set of stereotypes. In such cases, the women received
messages that they were expected to act as an “enforcer”
and would need to “deal” with the “challenging work
environment” they faced. This was true for Susan who,
throughout her interview, felt that the panel was pushing
her to behave in a way misaligned with her leadership
style,

I don’t come out as abrasive as all. You know, I’m very calm.
I go into the interview calm and I talk about how you have
to be mild mannered and be able to deal with everyone. So,
I guess that was a turn off for somebody who’s looking for
a principal. . .people just assumed, because I seemed more
mild-mannered than they wanted me to be, that I wouldn’t
be able to handle it. So those types of things, you know, that’s
why I would say it [the hiring process] wasn’t fair.

Over and again, participants spoke to the ways the interview
process forced them to behave in ways that felt inauthentic
or performative. On one hand, such performances felt familiar
to the participants and were seen as necessary to obtain a
position. On the other hand, they also served to “lock” the
women into these perceptions such that when they went to
the school and began to behave in ways misaligned with
these stereotypes and more like themselves, they were often
punished for doing so and had to go back playing a role.
As Valerie, who led a school in a predominantly White area
explained,
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I have just had to make sure that I’m very clear that I
have given those multiple opportunities, before it appears
as though I’m just, being harsh or just, you know, things
like that. So, I’m just very mindful of anything that I put in
writing, just very soft and delicate. And just, I never want it
to seem as though I’m too aggressive or too forceful. . .I just
always try to use a softer approach so that that can never be
used as leverage to say that, and it deflects away from what
the real issue may be.

While these women’s everyday experiences of racial and
gender bias and gendered racism in their role as principals is
outside the scope of this paper, such experiences were plentiful
and, we argue, are perhaps in part due to a hiring process that
often and repeatedly reinforced such biases.

Final hiring decision

With the exception of two of the participants (Passionate
and Dr. Jackie who were hired without ever directly engaging
with their Superintendent), all said that the final stages of the
hiring process included a meeting with their Superintendent and
then, in most cases, final school board approval. However, rather
than exist as an extension of the school-based processes, in many
cases, final hiring decisions often felt to be discrete and based on
separate, and often unclear criteria. For example, when asked
how the final selection occurred, Valerie said,

I don’t really know. No one knows how that process works,
like how two names are moved forward, because it’s not
like the panel of 25 people are submitting a vote for their
top two people. So they just ask everyone to share feedback
after each person interviews, and the director takes that
information and, I guess, makes a decision on the top two
people to move forward.

While this lack of clarity was treated by many as a taken-for-
granted element of the hiring process, for others it created some
very difficult situations. Some of these included keeping them in
a holding pattern for a position they felt they had earned based
on the school interview and/or being placed at a school in which
they had not been interviewed.

The former was true for Victorious, who, as already
mentioned, had been told by the district that she was both next
in line to be the principal at her existing school and that she
would have to interview for all open positions in the district to
help ensure “a diverse pool of candidates” for each school. When
she finally was able to interview for the position she actually
wanted, the Superintendent dragged his feet in telling her the
position was hers. She recalled,

That was so frustrating because he [the current principal]
said I won the interview. His supervisor was in the interview
and [also] said I won the interview, and I had to sit and wait
for, like, 2 weeks to find out if. The county was willing to
give me that job.

When pressed about why she was put in this position,
Victorious said it was rooted in racist ideas about what having
a Black principal would mean for the school’s reputation and
standing. In particular, she explained,

There weren’t many African American teachers, but the two
people in charge, the two people with authority are African
American. And I think they also wonder and worry about
there becoming that comfort level. . .it’s unfortunate, but I
think we all, even myself included, worry that, you know,
one person, two people are diverse, brings diversity. Three,
four, five or more, a group, tends to be seen as, I guess, using
the urban term, “ghetto.”

As Victorious explains, she believed the hesitancy of the
central office was steeped in racist ideas and the need to
ensure that a school’s leadership was not “too Black.” This
pathologizing not only of Black leaders, but also the school
community, illustrates how racism can permeate systems
even when structures (i.e., school-based hiring) are put in
place intending perhaps to make the process fairer and
more transparent.

Like Victorious, Joyce too talked about how she
understood her Superintendent’s final decision regarding
her placement to be based on race. However, unlike
Victorious who was ultimately placed in her desired
role, Joyce was hired to be the principal of a school
with which she had no previous experience. She
explained that after successfully interviewing at a middle
school,

I had a secondary interview with the Superintendent and she
decided that, nope, she wanted me at an elementary. . .So
I said, “Okay”. . ..I then met with, you know, families from
[the school name]. But the decision had already been made.
Like it was really at that point, just more so a meet and
greet. Like, you know, “Hello, this is going to be your new
principal.”

As Joyce talked more about the difficult position she felt
she was put into regarding this switch and being thrust on this
community that had not vetted her for the position, we asked
about why she thought her Superintendent had put her in this
position. Joyce replied,
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I definitely think that it was because I was a candidate of
color, and I think my background in my experience having
been in [a similarly urban district] was also a factor in hiring
me. I had come to find out that she really saw the need
for [the district] to diversify its staff in terms of teaching
population, administrative population and that she was
being very intentional about making sure that happened.

Participants repeatedly told of how, even when they felt they
had done everything right and “won the interview” (Victorious),
in the end, their pathway to leadership was held by one person—
the Superintendent. Thus, the entire process ended up feeling
more performative than substantive.

Discussion

The purpose of this study was to explore whether
and to what degree current principal recruitment
and hiring processes serve to reify and/or diminish
gendered racism in the principal pipeline. In this way,
this work also contributes to what we, and others
(e.g., Lee and Mao, 2020), argue is the understudied
phenomenon of principal recruitment and hiring,
particularly as it pertains to those from minoritized
backgrounds. Centering the experiences of 20 Black
female principals and using an intersectional lens
to guide our approach, we find that, such processes
normalize racism and gendered racism and thus reflect
and reinforce the larger discriminatory nature of schools
and school systems.

First, and in contrast to others’ studies of principal
pipelines (Myung et al., 2011; Bailes and Guthery, 2020), we
find that most of the women in this study were “tapped”
by someone with authority telling them that they had
leadership potential and should pursue an administrative
role. However, our findings also provide some nuance
to this process. In particular, our intersectional lens
allowed us to identify two forms of encouragement with
different orientations and outcomes in terms of how
they were understood by the Black women who were
tapped. First was the encouragement that came from
those in close proximity to these women’s excellence
in their everyday work. This tapping was experienced
very positively by the women and often moved them
to become administrators and/or helped them persist in
this process. While more research is needed to assess
whether these women’s experiences are reflective of Black
female educators more broadly, they do highlight how
encouragement by those in more informal positions of
authority may provide as much, if not more, support in
pursuing leadership.

The second type of tapping came from district leadership.
In such cases, this “encouragement” felt like dictates and was
often understood as being explicitly driven by participants’
racial and gender identity (i.e., a feature of these women’s
intersectional identities). In this way, the recruitment
process tended to essentialize these women and their
many gifts into an esoteric Black body for the district to
use as it desired. Participants seemed acutely aware of
this orientation and how it would shape their access and
opportunity to lead.

Moreover, and reflective of other’s work on the “Glass
Cliff” phenomenon (Ryan et al., 2016), which has been shown
to disproportionately impact Black women (Glass and Cook,
2020), district’s often used this tapping to place these women
in schools that were deemed in crisis, or “too difficult” for
those traditionally holding such positions (i.e., White men) to
lead effectively. Such moves by the district served to reinforce
the gendered and racist trope of the “Strong Black Woman”
(Woods-Giscombé, 2010; Watson and Hunter, 2016), who is
supposed to take care of others, even at the cost of her own
health and wellbeing. As such, we find, as so many others have
done, that the women in this study were treated as “Black
female principals in urban settings who have found themselves
appointed as ‘clean up women,’ charged with changing a negative
culture with limited resources and support” (Peters, 2012, p. 35).
Again, our intersectional lens allowed us to better understand
the unique experiences of these Black women as they moved
along the principal hiring process in their respective districts.

The screening and interviewing processes these women
faced were generally no better in terms of following best
practices or interrupting gendered racism in situ. In keeping
with existing research (e.g., Palmer et al., 2016), participants
reported large and often disorganized panels that lacked diverse
representation and/or standardized operating procedures. These
interviews were also often performative both in terms of
schools calling a diverse pool of applicants whom, as Susan and
Victorious saw firsthand, the panel never intended on hiring, as
well as in the ways participants understood how they were to
behave in front of the panel. Specifically, these performances
were to show “fit” with panelists’ perceptions of how Black,
female leaders should behave and thus were again unique to
their intersecting identities. In this way, Black womanhood, seen
and demanded through a White gaze (Crenshaw, 1991), both
reinforced racist and sexist stereotypes of Black women and
sent clear messages to participants about how they would be
(or not) permitted to exist as leaders in their buildings. While,
once in their positions, many of the women pushed back against
such tropes, some with greater success than others, this was an
additional and unnecessary unique burden to place on them.

Finally, though these women had to go through what was
frequently a long and often demoralizing hiring processes, the
true decision regarding whether they would achieve the position
was often left to the Superintendent, and what seemed to be their
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idiosyncratic views about their suitability. While, in some cases,
like McKenzie’s, the Superintendent saw part of their role as
diversifying the principalship, a hiring/promotion system based
on the views of one person is problematic at best, and at worst,
indefensible. We must do better.

Implications

Our findings have a number of potential implications for
practice and research. To begin, we believe there are lessons
for practitioners and policymakers regarding how to enhance
practices across the principal hiring pipeline. For example, and
given the continued too small numbers of Black women and
other People of Color in district leadership (i.e., those who
decide who gets to be a principal), and the lack of formal
mentoring that occurs for these individuals (Lomotey, 2019),
building infrastructure for the type of “lateral” tapping that
occurred for our participants (i.e., peer-based encouragement)
within their schools, may be a promising path to disrupt
current trends. Indeed, research tells us that well-supported
networks of Black female school leaders (Flores, 2018) can
serve as a powerful resource for these women to share their
experiences, draw strength in discriminatory systems, and
persist (Nadal et al., 2015). Further research on the impact
of such networks as well as other mechanisms for supporting
Black women along their leadership pipeline would be helpful
to expand the offerings provided to these women as well as
to ensure this infrastructure has the necessary and appropriate
supports to succeed.

Shifting to our findings regarding the tapping which
occurred via the district (i.e., mandated placements often in
struggling schools), we call for an end for racialized placements
including those that would be deemed a “Glass Cliff” (Ryan
et al., 2016). With that said, we are aware that the racialized
aspects of such actions are often implicit and/or enacted
subconsciously (Peterson, 2016). As such, our findings suggest
the need for district leaders, and, we would argue, all members
of the professional school community, to learn about gender
bias and gendered racism and how they are deeply embedded in
the policies, structures, and routines of educational leadership
specifically. Such work is critical as “second-generation bias is
embedded in stereotypes and organizational practices that can
be hard to detect, but when people are made aware of it, they see
possibilities for change” (Ibarra et al., 2013, p. 486).

Our findings showing that the screening and interview
processes our participants frequently experienced were
misaligned with best practice further elevates calls from
researchers (e.g., Wildy et al., 2011; Palmer and Mullooly, 2015;
Simon et al., 2019) for schools and districts to incorporate
information-rich hiring processes (e.g., processes for two-way
exchanges of information between the candidate and decision
makers, along with performance-based assessment tasks).

Ensuring a diverse set of panelists and training them on implicit
bias will also be key to support more equitable hiring, as will
be thoughtful questions that provide the panel with a holistic
understanding of each candidate’s strengths and areas of growth.
Research that further explores current hiring practices and their
impact on Black women as well as those with other identities
and through alternative critical lenses (e.g., Queer Theory,
LatCrit, DisCrit, etc.) would help ascertain the ubiquity of
these experiences and ensure changes to these systems are truly
inclusive and effective.

Finally, while we do not recommend removing the
Superintendent’s ability to make hiring decisions, we do believe
they, like all others in the system, should be held accountable
for engaging in a clear and transparent process of decision
making that is based on criteria that focuses on the skills and
knowledge to do the job and is equity-oriented. With that said,
as we did not speak to the Superintendents directly, we cannot
speak to their orientation, only how it was experienced by our
participants. As such, we also call for future research on how and
why Superintendents decide to hire/promote certain individuals
to the principalship is clearly needed as is work to understand
why particular Superintendents may be more inclined to take an
equity stance over others.

Conclusion

Taken together, this study points to a hiring/promotion
system in desperate need of reform and an area of research
that requires more attention and diverse perspectives. As such,
we conclude by calling on practitioners, policy makers, and
researchers alike to elevate hiring and promotion practices as
an important lever for institutional change particularly as it
pertains to diversity, equity and inclusion efforts so many claim
to embrace. Doing so would mean not simply investigating
their local practices, but also advocating for change to make
them more equitable and just and measures and adjusting to
reach this goal.

Data availability statement

The de-identified data supporting the conclusions of this
article will be made available by the authors, without undue
reservation.

Ethics statement

The studies involving human participants
were reviewed and approved by UConn IRB. The

Frontiers in Education 14 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2022.925510
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/education
https://www.frontiersin.org/


feduc-07-925510 July 28, 2022 Time: 9:7 # 15

Weiner et al. 10.3389/feduc.2022.925510

patients/participants provided their written informed consent to
participate in this study.

Author contributions

JW engaged in all facets of this research study, including
data collection, analysis and writing. WG-W and TS focused on
analysis and writing. LB was part of the original data collection
team. All authors contributed to the article and approved the
submitted version.

Funding

This work was made possible through a grant from the
Spencer Foundation.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed
or endorsed by the publisher.

References

Aaron, T. S. (2020). Black women: perceptions and enactments of
leadership. J. Sch. Leadersh. 30, 146–165. doi: 10.1177/105268461987
1020

Apple, M. W. (1985). Teaching and “women’s work”: a comparative
historical and ideological analysis. Teach. Coll. Rec. 86, 455–473. doi: 10.1177/
016146818508600306

Bailes, L. P., and Guthery, S. (2020). Held down and held back:
systematically delayed principal promotions by race and gender. AERA Open
6:2332858420929298. doi: 10.1177/2332858420929298

Barbulescu, R., and Bidwell, M. (2013). Do women choose different
jobs from men? Mechanisms of application segregation in the market
for managerial workers. Organ. Sci. 24, 737–756. doi: 10.1287/orsc.112
0.0757

Bhalla, N. (2019). Strategies to improve equity in faculty hiring. Mol. Biol. Cell
30, 2744–2749. doi: 10.1091/mbc.E19-08-0476

Blackmore, J. (2017). “‘In the shadow of men’: the historical construction of
educational administration as a ‘masculinist ’enterprise,” in Gender Matters in
Educational Administration and Policy, eds J. Blackmore and J. Kenway (Milton
Park: Routledge). doi: 10.4324/9781315175089-3

Bloom, C. M., and Erlandson, D. A. (2003). African American women principals
in urban schools: realities, (re) constructions, and resolutions. Educ. Adm. Q. 39,
339–369. doi: 10.1177/0013161X03253413

Bohnet, I. (2016). How to take the bias out of interviews. Harv. Bus. Rev. 16, 1–5.

Boyatzis, R. E. (1998). Transforming Qualitative Information: Thematic Analysis
And Code Development. Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

Burton, L. J., Cyr, D., and Weiner, J. M. (2020). “Unbroken, but bent”: gendered
racism in school leadership. Front. Educ. 5:52. doi: 10.3389/feduc.2020.00052

Charmaz, K., and Belgrave, L. (2012). “Qualitative interviewing and grounded
theory analysis,” in The SAGE Handbook of Interview Research: The Complexity
of the Craft eds J. F. Gubrium, J. A. Holstein, A. B. Marvasti, and K. D.
McKinney (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage), 347–365.doi: 10.4135/978145221840
3.n25

Christman, D., and McClellan, R. (2008). “Living on barbed wire”: resilient
women administrators in educational leadership programs. Educ. Adm. Q. 44,
3–29.doi: 10.1177/0013161X07309744

Cortés, P., Pan, J., Pilossoph, L., and Zafar, B. (2021). Gender Differences in
Job Search and the Earnings Gap: Evidence From Business Majors (No. w28820).
Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research.

Crenshaw, K. (1989). “Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: a black
feminist critique of antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist theory, and antiracist

politics,” in Feminist Legal Theory, eds K. T. Bartlett and R. Kennedy (Milton Park:
Routledge). doi: 10.3386/w28820

Crenshaw, K. (1991). Race, gender, and sexual harassment. South. Calif. Law
Rev. 65, 1467–1476.

D’Amico, D. (2017). An uneasy union: women teachers, organized labor, and
the contested ideology of profession during the progressive era. Labor 14, 35–54.
doi: 10.1215/15476715-3921321

Davis, A. Y. (1983). Women, Race and Class. New York, NY: Vintage.doi: 10.
3102/0002831216687530

Davis, B. W., Gooden, M. A., and Bowers, A. J. (2017). Pathways to the
principalship: an event history analysis of the careers of teachers with principal
certification. Am. Educ. Res. J. 54, 207–240.

Dickson-Swift, V., James, E. L., Kippen, S., and Liamputtong, P. (2007). Doing
sensitive research: what challenges do qualitative researchers face? Qual. Res. 7,
327–353. doi: 10.1177/1468794107078515

Dillard, C. B. (1995). Leading with her life: an African American feminist (re)
interpretation of leadership for an urban high school principal. Educ. Adm. Q. 31,
539–563. doi: 10.1177/0013161X9503100403

Eagly, A. H., and Karau, S. J. (2002). Role congruity theory of prejudice toward
female leaders. Psychol. Rev. 109:573. doi: 10.1037/0033-295X.109.3.573

Eckman, E. W. (2004). Similarities and differences in role conflict, role
commitment, and job satisfaction for female and male high school principals.
Educ. Adm. Q. 40, 366–387. doi: 10.1177/0013161X03257835

Erskine, S. E., and Bilimoria, D. (2019). White allyship of Afro-Diasporic women
in the workplace: a transformative strategy for organizational change. J. Leadersh.
Organ. Studies 26, 319–338. doi: 10.1177/1548051819848993

Essed, P. (1990). Everyday Racism: Reports from Women of two Cultures.
Nashville: Hunter House.

Flores, O. J. (2018). (Re)Constructing the language of the achievement gap to an
opportunity gap: the counternarratives of three African American women school
leaders. J. Sch. Leadersh. 28, 344–373. doi: 10.1177/105268461802800304

Fuller, E. J., Pendola, A., and LeMay, M. (2018). Who should be our leader?
Examining female representation in the principalship across geographic locales in
Texas public schools. J. Res. Rural Educ. 34, 1–21.

Fuller, E., Hollingworth, L., and An, B. P. (2019). Exploring intersectionality and
the employment of school leaders. J. Educ. Adm. 57, 134–151. doi: 10.1108/JEA-
07-2018-0133

Gates, S. M., Ringel, J. S., Chung, C. H., Santibáñez, L., and Ross, K. E. (2003).
Who Is Leading Our Schools?: An Overview Of School Administrators And Their
Careers. Santa Monica: RAND.

Frontiers in Education 15 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2022.925510
https://doi.org/10.1177/1052684619871020
https://doi.org/10.1177/1052684619871020
https://doi.org/10.1177/016146818508600306
https://doi.org/10.1177/016146818508600306
https://doi.org/10.1177/2332858420929298
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.1120.0757
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.1120.0757
https://doi.org/10.1091/mbc.E19-08-0476
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315175089-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X03253413
https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2020.00052
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781452218403.n25
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781452218403.n25
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X07309744
https://doi.org/10.3386/w28820
https://doi.org/10.1215/15476715-3921321
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831216687530
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831216687530
https://doi.org/10.1177/1468794107078515
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X9503100403
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.109.3.573
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013161X03257835
https://doi.org/10.1177/1548051819848993
https://doi.org/10.1177/105268461802800304
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEA-07-2018-0133
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEA-07-2018-0133
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/education
https://www.frontiersin.org/


feduc-07-925510 July 28, 2022 Time: 9:7 # 16

Weiner et al. 10.3389/feduc.2022.925510

Gaucher, D., Friesen, J., and Kay, A. C. (2011). Evidence that gendered wording
in job advertisements exists and sustains gender inequality. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol.
101:109. doi: 10.1037/a0022530

Glass, C., and Cook, A. (2020). Pathways to the glass cliff: a risk tax for women
and minority leaders? Soc. Probl. 67, 637–653. doi: 10.1093/socpro/spz045

Greer, T. M. (2011). Coping strategies as moderators of the relation between
individual race-related stress and mental health symptoms for African American
women. Psychol. Women Q. 35, 215–226. doi: 10.1177/0361684311399388

Grogan, M. (1999). Equity/equality issues of gender, race, and class. Educ. Adm.
Q. 35, 518–536. doi: 10.1177/00131619921968743

Grogan, M., and Shakeshaft, C. (2010). Women and Educational Leadership.
Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley and Sons.

Grogan, M., and Shakeshaft, C. (2011). Women and Educational Leadership.
San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Haynes, C., Joseph, N. M., Patton, L. D., Stewart, S., and Allen, E. L. (2020).
Toward an understanding of intersectionality methodology: a 30-year literature
synthesis of Black women’s experiences in higher education. Rev. Educ. Res. 90,
751–787. doi: 10.3102/0034654320946822

Hill-Collins, P. (2000). Gender, black feminism, and black political economy.
Ann. Am. Acad. Polit. Soc. Sci. 568, 41–53. doi: 10.1007/BF02685647 doi: 10.1177/
000271620056800105

Hiller, H. H., and DiLuzio, L. (2004). The interviewee and the research interview:
analysing a neglected dimension in research. Can. Rev. Sociol. 41, 1–26. doi:
10.1111/j.1755-618X.2004.tb02167.x

hooks, B. (2015). Ain’t I A woman: Black Women and Feminism. Milton Park:
Routledge.

Hoyt, C. L. (2010). Women, men, and leadership: exploring the gender gap at
the top. Soc. Personal. Psychol. Compass 4, 484–498. doi: 10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.
00274.x

Hu, S., Al-Ani, J. A., Hughes, K. D., Denier, N., Konnikov, A., Ding, L.,
et al. (2022). Balancing Gender Bias in Job Advertisements with Text-Level Bias
Mitigation. Front. Big Data 5:805713. doi: 10.3389/fdata.2022.805713

Ibarra, H., Ely, R., and Kolb, D. (2013). Women rising: the unseen barriers. Harv.
Bus. Rev. 91, 60–66.

Ispa-Landa, S., and Thomas, S. (2019). Race, gender, and emotion work among
school principals. Gend. Soc. 33, 387–409. doi: 10.1111/nuf.12365

Jean-Marie, G. (2013). The subtlety of age, gender, and race barriers: a case study
of early career African American female principals. J. Sch. Leadersh. 23, 615–639.
doi: 10.1177/105268461302300403

Jean-Marie, G., and Mansfield, K. C. (2016). “Negotiating race and gender in
marginalized work settings,” in Racially And Ethnically Diverse Women Leading
Education: A Worldview, eds T. N. Watson and A. H. Normore (Bingley: Emerald
Group Publishing Limited). doi: 10.1080/00224499.2020.1830260

Kim, Y. L., and Brunner, C. C. (2009). School administrators’ career mobility to
the superintendency: gender differences in career development. J. Educ. Adm. 47,
75–107. doi: 10.1108/09578230910928098

Kübler, D., Schmid, J., and Stüber, R. (2018). Gender discrimination in hiring
across occupations: a nationally-representative vignette study. Lab. Econ. 55,
215–229. doi: 10.1016/j.labeco.2018.10.002

Lad, K. (2002). Two women high school principals: the influence of gender on
entry into education and their professional lives. J. Sch. Leadersh. 12, 663–689.doi:
10.1177/105268460201200603

Larkin, M., and Thompson, A. (2012). “Interpretative phenomenological
analysis,” in Qualitative Research Methods In Mental Health And Psychotherapy: A
guide for Students and Practitioners, eds A. R. Thompson and D. Harper (Hoboken:
John Wiley & Sons), 99–116. doi: 10.1002/9781119973249.ch8

Lee, S. W., and Mao, X. (2020). Recruitment and selection of principals: a
systematic review. Educ. Manag. Adm. Leadersh. 1741143220969694. doi: 10.1177/
1741143220969694 [Epub ahead of print].

Lewis, J. A., Williams, M. G., Peppers, E. J., and Gadson, C. A. (2017).
Applying intersectionality to explore the relations between gendered racism
and health among Black women. J. Couns. Psychol. 64:475. doi: 10.1037/cou000
0231

Liera, R. (2020). Moving beyond a culture of niceness in faculty hiring
to advance racial equity. Am. Educ. Res. J. 57, 1954–1994. doi: 10.3102/
0002831219888624

Lomotey, K. (2019). Research on the leadership of Black women principals:
implications for Black students. Educ. Res. 48, 336–348.

Lorde, A. (1984). Sister Outsider: Essays and Speeches. Philadelphia: Crossing
Press.

Love, B. (2019). We Want to Do More Than Survive - Abolitionist Teaching and
the Pursuit of Educational Freedom. Boston: Beacon Press.

Moorosi, P., Fuller, K., and Reilly, E. (2018). Leadership and intersectionality:
constructions of successful leadership among Black women school principals in
three different contexts. Manag. Educ. 32, 152–159.

Myung, J., Loeb, S., and Horng, E. (2011). Tapping the principal pipeline:
identifying talent for future school leadership in the absence of formal succession
management programs. Educ. Adm. Q. 47, 695–727.

Nadal, K. L., Davidoff, K. C., Davis, L. S., Wong, Y., Marshall, D., and
McKenzie, V. (2015). A qualitative approach to intersectional microaggressions:
understanding influences of race, ethnicity, gender, sexuality, and religion. Qual.
Psychol. 2, 147–163.

National Center for Education Statistics [NCES] (2019). Characteristics of Public
and Private Elementary and Secondary School Principals in the United States:
Results From the 2017–18 National Teacher and Principal Survey. Washington, DC:
National Center for Education Statistics.

Nelson, M. (1992). “Using oral case histories to reconstruct the experiences of
women teachers in Vermont, 1900–50,” in Studying teachers’ lives, ed. I. Goodson
(Milton Park: Routledge), 179–198.

O’Meara, K., Culpepper, D., and Templeton, L. L. (2020). Nudging toward
diversity: applying behavioral design to faculty hiring. Rev. Educ. Res. 90, 311–348.
doi: 10.3102/0034654320914742

Palmer, B., and Fresno, C. A. (2016). Principal selection: a national study of
selection criteria and procedures. AASA J. Scholarsh. Pract. 13, 6–22.

Palmer, B., and Mullooly, J. (2015). Principal selection and school district hiring
cultures: fair or foul? J. Educ. Soc. Policy 2:12.

Palmer, B., Kelly, J., and Mullooly, J. (2016). What should be done with " fit" in
principal selection? Online Submission 3, 26–38.

Patton, M. (1990). Purposeful sampling. Qual. Eval. Res. Methods 2, 169–186.

Pedulla, D. S. (2018). How race and unemployment shape labor market
opportunities: additive, amplified, or muted effects? Soc. Forces 96, 1477–1506.

Peters, A. (2010). Elements of successful mentoring of a female school leader.
Leadersh. Policy Sch. 9, 108–129.

Peters, A. L. (2012). Leading through the challenge of change: african-American
women principals on small school reform. Int. J. Qual. Stud. Educ. 25, 23–38.

Peterson, H. (2016). Is managing academics “women’s work”? Exploring the
glass cliff in higher education management. Educ. Manag. Adm. Leadersh. 44,
112–127.

Ponterotto, J. G. (2006). Brief note on the origins, evolution, and meaning of the
qualitative research concept thick description. Qual. Rep. 11, 538–549.

Quillian, L., and Midtbøen, A. H. (2021). Comparative perspectives on racial
discrimination in hiring: the rise of field experiments. Annu. Rev. Sociol. 47,
391–415.

Richardson, J. W., Watts, D. S., Hollis, E., and McLeod, S. (2016). Are changing
school needs reflected in principal job ads? NASSP Bull. 100, 71–92.

Rosette, A. S., and Livingston, R. W. (2012). Failure is not an option for
Black women: effects of organizational performance on leaders with single versus
dual-subordinate identities. J. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 48, 1162–1167.

Ryan, M. K., Haslam, S. A., and Postmes, T. (2007). Reactions to the glass
cliff: gender differences in the explanations for the precariousness of women’s
leadership positions. J. Organ. Chang. Manag. 20, 182–197.

Ryan, M. K., Haslam, S. A., Morgenroth, T., Rink, F., Stoker, J., and Peters,
K. (2016). Getting on top of the glass cliff: reviewing a decade of evidence,
explanations, and impact. Leadersh. Q. 27, 446–455.

Santamaría, L. J., and Jean-Marie, G. (2014). Cross-cultural dimensions of
applied, critical, and transformational leadership: women principals advancing
social justice and educational equity. Camb. J. Educ. 44, 333–360.

Schlueter, K., and Walker, J. (2008). Selection of school leaders: a critical
component for change. NASSP Bull. 92, 5–18.

Seidman, I. (2006). Interviewing As Qualitative Research: A Guide For
Researchers In Education And The Social Sciences. New York, NY: Teachers college
press.

Shakeshaft, C., Brown, G., Irby, G., Grogan, M., and Ballenger, J. (2007).
“Increasing gender equity in educational leadership,” in Handbook For Achieving
Gender Equity Through Education, 2nd Edn, eds S. S. Klein, B. Richardson, D. A.
Grayson, L. H. Fox, and C. Kramarae, D. S. Pollard (Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence
Earlbaum Associates), 103–129.

Simon, N. S., Johnson, S. M., and Reinhorn, S. K. (2019). Making A Match: How
Successful High-Poverty Schools Hire Teachers. Cambridge, MA: The Project on the
Next Generation of Teachers, Harvard Graduate School of Education.

Frontiers in Education 16 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2022.925510
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022530
https://doi.org/10.1093/socpro/spz045
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684311399388
https://doi.org/10.1177/00131619921968743
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654320946822
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02685647
https://doi.org/10.1177/000271620056800105
https://doi.org/10.1177/000271620056800105
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-618X.2004.tb02167.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-618X.2004.tb02167.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00274.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00274.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fdata.2022.805713
https://doi.org/10.1111/nuf.12365
https://doi.org/10.1177/105268461302300403
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224499.2020.1830260
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578230910928098
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.labeco.2018.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/105268460201200603
https://doi.org/10.1177/105268460201200603
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119973249.ch8
https://doi.org/10.1177/1741143220969694
https://doi.org/10.1177/1741143220969694
https://doi.org/10.1037/cou0000231
https://doi.org/10.1037/cou0000231
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831219888624
https://doi.org/10.3102/0002831219888624
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654320914742
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/education
https://www.frontiersin.org/


feduc-07-925510 July 28, 2022 Time: 9:7 # 17

Weiner et al. 10.3389/feduc.2022.925510

Smith, J. A., and Shinebourne, P. (2012). Interpretative Phenomenological
Analysis. Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.

Smith, J. A., Flower, P., and Larkin, M. (2009). Interpretative Phenomenological
Analysis: Theory, Method and Research. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Taylor, K. Y. (ed.) (2017). How We Get Free: Black Feminism and the Combahee
River Collective. Chicago: Haymarket.

Tefera, A. A., Powers, J. M., and Fischman, G. E. (2018). Intersectionality in
education: a conceptual aspiration and research imperative. Rev. Res. Educ. 42,
vii–xvii.

Tillman, L. C. (2004). (Un)Intended consequences?: the impact of the
Brown v. Board of Education decision on the employment status of
Black educators. Educ. Urban Soc. 36, 280–303. doi: 10.1177/00131245042
64360

Utsey, S. O., Bolden, M. A., Lanier, Y., and Williams, O. III (2007). Examining
the role of culture-specific coping as a predictor of resilient outcomes in African
Americans from high-risk urban communities. J. Black Psychol. 33, 75–93.

Utsey, S. O., Chae, M. H., Brown, C. F., and Kelly, D. (2002). Effect of ethnic
group membership on ethnic identity, race-related stress, and quality of life. Cult.
Divers. Ethn. Minor. Psychol. 8:366. doi: 10.1037/1099-9809.8.4.367

Watson, N. N., and Hunter, C. D. (2016). “I had to be strong” tensions in the
strong Black woman schema. J. Black Psychol. 42, 424–452.

Weiner, J., and Burton, L. (2016). The double bind for women: exploring the
gendered nature of turnaround leadership. Harv. Educ. Rev. 86, 339–365.

Weiner, J., Cyr, D., and Burton, L. (2019). Microaggressions in administrator
preparation programs: how Black female participants experienced discussions of
identity, discrimination, and leadership. J. Res. Leadersh. Educ. 16, 3–29.

Weiner, J., Cyr, D., and Burton, L. J. (2022). A study of black female principals
leading through twin pandemics. J. Educ. Hum. Resour. 40, 335–359.

West, L. M., Donovan, R. A., and Roemer, L. (2010). Coping with racism: what
works and doesn’t work for Black women? J. Black Psychol. 36, 331–349.

Wildy, H., Pepper, C., and Guanzhong, L. (2011). Applying standards for leaders
to the selection of secondary school principals. J. Educ. Adm. 49, 276–291. doi:
10.1108/09578231111129064

Winston, J. A. (1991). Mirror, Mirror on the Wall: title VII, Section 1981, and
the Intersection of Race and Gender in the Civil Rights Act of 1990. Calif. Law Rev.
79:775.

Woods-Giscombé, C. L. (2010). Superwoman schema: African American
women’s views on stress, strength, and health. Qual. Health Res. 20, 668–683.
doi: 10.1177/1049732310361892

Young, I. P., and Young, K. H. (2010). Perceptions of female and male
superintendents for a middle school principalship as moderated by sex and
national origin of applicants. Leadersh. Policy Sch. 9, 441–461.

Young, M. D., and Brooks, J. S. (2008). Supporting graduate students
of color in educational administration preparation programs: faculty
perspectives on best practices, possibilities, and problems. Educ. Adm. Q. 44,
391–423.

Frontiers in Education 17 frontiersin.org

https://doi.org/10.3389/feduc.2022.925510
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013124504264360
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013124504264360
https://doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.8.4.367
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578231111129064
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578231111129064
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732310361892
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/education
https://www.frontiersin.org/

	Reifying discrimination on the path to school leadership: Black female principals' experiences of district hiring/promotion practices
	Introduction
	Theoretical framework: Intersectionality
	Literature review
	Gender discrimination and gendered racism in the education leadership pipeline
	Intersectionality and school leadership
	Research on the effective and equitable recruitment and selection of principals
	Recruitment
	Initial screening/interviews
	Decision making

	Materials and methods
	Sample
	Data collection
	Analytic approach
	Positionality
	Limitations

	Findings
	Tapping and/or recruitment into school leadership
	Tapping at school
	Tapping from the district
	A principal "Pipeline" program
	Screening/initial interviewing processes
	District screening
	School-based interviews
	Performing black womanhood
	Final hiring decision

	Discussion
	Implications

	Conclusion
	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher's note
	References


