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WORKING PAPER ON QUEER OF COLOR APPROACHES 

Coordinator: Roderick Ferguson 
 
The conversation with the queer of color working group touched on the following themes: 1) 
intersectionality and its relationship to sociological investigation, 2) the epistemological 

pressures that the study of sexuality puts on the field of sociology, 3) sociology as an expression 

of power/knowledge, 4) sociology and quantitative methodologies, and 5) institutionalizing an 
“open” sociology. 

 
When the question of interpretive frameworks and theory was posed, there was immediately a 

discussion about theorizations of intersectionality. That discussion was organized around 
needing work that grapples with the “life-span” and “migration” of the category, particularly for 

the discipline of sociology. To this extent, the working group asked the following questions: 

Where has the discipline been with the category? Where are we now with it? Where should the 
category go next in an effort to advance the sociology of sexuality? This question also evolved 

into a conversation about clarifying the sociological locations (classes, journal issues, books, etc.) 
that can observe the life of the category within and outside the field of sociology. 

 
The conversation also turned to the epistemological pressures that the study of sexuality might 

place on sociology. To this end, the group cited sexuality as a mode of intellection that could 
cause aesthetic and media culture to be taken more seriously. Several members noted what they 

perceived to be sociologists’ inability to talk about the social nature of aesthetic production (i.e. 

cultural texts, films, art) and how that inability produces distances between sociology and what 
interdisciplinary fields are able to do with the study of sexuality as a cultural and aesthetic 
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formation. Members thought this kind of pressure would not only be for the good of the subfield 

of the sociology of sexuality but for the good of sociology in general.  
 

There was also lively conversation about using the sociology of sexuality studies to interrogate 
the power/knowledge configurations within the discipline of sociology. In this way, members 

saw sexuality as not only an interest that can direct scholarly attention to social practices and 
identities but as a provocation for the discipline to engage in a rigorous self-reflection about how 

its history and articulations are founded on discourses of sexuality. In this way, members 

believed that sexuality could be a model for how sociology might engage in immanent critique. 
 

The question of methodology also invited reflection on ways to produce a critical regard for 
methodology, one that critiques objectivity and rigor without throwing out the usefulness of 

methodologies. One of the participants noted that queer of color approaches seem to prod us to 
think more expansively about methodology. This observation moved into a discussion about 

putting quantitative methods and queer theory together. Part of that conversation rebutted the 
notion that the quantitative methods and queer theory are irreconcilably different. Some of the 

questions that came out of that conversation related to quantitative methods specifically. Those 

questions revolved around the larger question of how do we inflect quantitative measures so 
that they are in conversation with work on the intersections of race, gender, and sexuality?  

 
The group was most united around the fact that queer of color approaches have to be about 

protecting the broadest, most democratic and open definitions of sociology, noting the ways in 
which restrictive definitions of sociology have been tools for regulating sociological work on 

sexuality. The group recommended that the Sociology of Sexuality Section assume greater 

accountability in protecting the openness of sociology, that is, it’s interest in other disciplines 
and fields, its experimentation with prose-styles and idioms. The group ended by considering 

what might be institutional embodiments of that openness. As a result, the group recommended 
that the section consider starting a journal to develop the sociology of sexuality as a model for 

the most democratic, interdisciplinary, and open sociology out there. The group also 
recommended that the section begin a syllabus database that would collect and collate syllabi 

from around the country that addressed sociology’s relationship to sexuality, in general, and 
intersectional work, in particular. 


