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Introduction
Intersectionality researchers emphasize the need to consider complex interac tions 

between structures of power and oppression and interconnected aspects of indi vidual and 

group identity and social location (Crenshaw 1991; McCall 2005; Hankivsky 2011). This 

focus allows for richer understandings of inequity in the social world, while “providing a 

theoretical approach and mode of inquiry that can help to illuminate and interpret com-

plex systems of power, penalty, and privilege” (Grace 2013: 161). For a simplified intro-

duction to intersectionality, including key principles of intersectionality research, see the 

companion primer in this collection (Hankivsky 2014). 

Many intersectionality researchers have noted the benefits and opportunities of engag-

ing in mixed methods research while recognizing persistent challenges (Hankivsky 2012; 

Hankivsky & Grace 2014). Dubrow (2013) explains that the use of both qualitative and 

quantitative data is needed to “produce a full and complete portrait of intersection ality, 

and to test its main assumptions” (164). For example, while quantitative data is helpful 

in intersectionality research for producing generalizable results for larger popu lation 

groups, qualitative data can provide complementary insights into institutional processes 

and people’s subjective and context-dependent experiences in the everyday world (Du-

brow 2013). 

Although mixed methods research is not without its critics, for many researchers this 

form of inquiry offers important pragmatic opportunities to build upon the complemen-

tary strengths of qualitative and quantitative data to best answer research ques tions. 

This has led some researchers to call mixed methods research a third methodolog ical 

paradigm (Tashakkori & Teddlie 2010; Johnson & Onwuegbuzie 2004). As Greene (2007) 

puts it, mixed methods research allows researchers to “compensate for inherent method 

weaknesses, capitalize on inherent method strengths, and offset inevitable method 

biases” (xiii).
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That said, the relationship between mixed methods inquiry and intersectionality is in 

the relatively early stages of development. As the companion primers in this collection 

illustrate, intersectionality research has a long and rich research tradition (Hankivsky 

2014) that has primarily had a strong qualitative focus to date (Hunting 2014), with a 

growing number of quantitative studies in recent years (Rouhani 2014). In this primer, a 

review of existing intersectionality-informed mixed methods research, with a focus on 

the fields of mental health promotion and suicide prevention, intimate partner violence 

and boys’ and men’s health, reveals an emerging but relatively limited area of scholar ship 

to date. Key overall factors that inform the procedures for mixed methods research proj-

ects—timing, weighting, mixing and theorizing (Creswell 2003)—will be used to structure 

the discussion that follows. 

After reviewing these key domains, this primer outlines a focused case study of mixed 

methods research related to gay men’s health across the lifecourse in an effort to pro-

vide a more detailed account of longitudinal mixed methods data collection and analysis 

informed by intersectionality (Grace et al. 2014). Drawing on this study, a number of 

conceptual models are provided to help exemplify key methods themes reviewed, and 

map issues of mixed methods intersectionality research design and analysis. 

Mixed Methods and Intersectionality 
Mixed methods research is used in diverse disciplinary fields including, but not limited 

to psychology, health sciences, policy studies and sociology. According to Carcelli and 

Greene (1997), the mixing of qualitative and quantitative data in a research study is typi-

cally done for the following reasons: 

1. to test the agreement of findings obtained from different measuring instru-

ments; 

2. to clarify and build on the results of one method with another methods; and 

3. to demonstrate how the results from one method can impact subsequent meth-

ods or inferences drawn from the results (Harwell 2011: 151). 

The studies cited within this primer illustrate multiple examples of these complemen-

tary rationales for conducting mixed methods research. 

Creswell (2003) notes four overall factors that influence how the procedures for mixed 

methods projects are designed: timing, weighting, mixing and theorizing. These key 

issues not only provide insight into aspects to consider when designing a mixed meth-

ods study, but also foreground important themes and tensions to reflect upon when 
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reading, evaluating and using mixed methods research in policy analysis. Furthermore, 

each of these issues provides an opportunity to consider important questions related to 

conducting intersectionality-informed mixed methods research. 

Timing
First, timing is an essential factor to consider in the study design of intersectionality-

informed mixed methods research. In some cases mixed methods data may be collected 

sequentially, in phases over time. In other cases, it may be more manageable or useful 

to collect data at the same time, creating a concurrent study design (Creswell 2003). For 

example, Logie et al. (2012, 2013) conducted intersectional mixed methods research 

to examine the needs of diverse women living with HIV in Ontario. This research was 

sequential, with 2 main stages of data collection: 1. a qualitative stage of focus group 

interviews to examine the needs of women living with HIV in Ontario; and 2. a subse-

quent stage of quantitative research using cross-sectional surveys to examine issues of 

intersecting stigma and discrimination among African, Black and Caribbean communi-

ties of women living with HIV (Logie et al. 2012, 2013). In this example, earlier qualita

tive data was needed to inform subsequent quantitative data collection. In the in-depth 

example provided at the end of this primer, this issue of timing is further complicated 

with a longitudinal study design with multiple quantitative and qualitative points of 

data collection over time. 

In short, many combinations for data collection exist, including other intersectionality-

informed mixed methods research that starts with a quantitative phase of data collec-

tion followed by qualitative research. Given the complexity involved, numerous typolo-

gies or classification systems have been designed to aid mixed methods researchers 

in the development of their research strategies, including how to address this issue of 

sequencing (Creswell & Clark 2007; Clark & Creswell 2008). For an in-depth overview to 

this key method issue and visual models of different kinds of mixed method study de-

signs, see Creswell (2003) and Harwell (2011) for a discussion of three sequential designs 

(explanatory, exploratory and transformative) and three concurrent designs (triangula tion 

design, embedded/nested and transformative). In the focused case study on gay men’s 

health discussed below, a working model that draws upon these typologies is provided.

The issue of timing has also been raised in relation to intersectionality researchers’ 

consideration of the fluid and dynamic nature of individuals’ lives and experiences over 

time. Within an intersectionality-based analysis it is essential to consider that “privileg es 

and disadvantages, including intersecting identities and the processes that determine 

their value, change over time and place” (Hankivsky, Grace, Hunting et al. 2012: 37; see 
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Halco 2009). For example, in mixed methods intersectionality-informed research on 

student identities and experiences of racialization over the course of their educational 

trajectory, Harper (2011) notes the importance of collecting mixed method longitudinal 

data—that is, collecting mixed method data at multiple time points to account for com-

plex changes, such as shifts in students’ identities. A focus on shifts in the identities of 

youth has also been used to explore associations between bullying and suicide in quanti-

tative intersectional analysis (LeVasseur et al. 2013; see Rouhani 2014 for an extended 

discussion of this quantitative case study). 

Weighting 
Second, the weighting or priority that is given to qualitative or quantitative data in a 

study is an important factor in the design and analysis of intersectionality-informed 

mixed methods research. Placing priority on the qualitative or quantitative data may 

occur in multiple ways in a program of mixed methods research (Creswell 2003). For 

example, one kind of data may be emphasized in the reporting of the data, with the 

other data playing a minor or backup role. In some cases, different outputs from a study 

may be weighted differently, with some mixed methods research findings displaying a 

quantitative emphasis, and others focused primarily on qualitative data. 

It is important to note that the overall interests and priorities of the researcher and/or 

audience may inform how data is weighted (Creswell 2003). For example, a deduc tive ap

proach to data may be primarily quantitative (e.g., testing a theory regarding why some 

people commit suicide more than others or the extent to which some groups of persons 

experience higher rates of domestic violence or intimate partner violence), where as an 

inductive approach to the research may be primarily qualitative1 (e.g., generating themes 

based on interviews with people who have attempted suicide or who have the lived experi

ence of being in an intimate partnership in which domestic violence has oc curred). This 

review, drawing on Ono’s (2013) qualitative work on the interpersonal violence experi-

enced by women who are racial minorities, places emphasis on the importance of reflex

ivity when conducting research in that field. 

Weber and Castellow (2012) argue that intersectionality-informed mixed methods 

researchers must consider the extent to which qualitative data is used to serve as a 

“‘maidservant’ to the more powerful quantitative master” (443). In this respect, when 

considering how to weigh different kinds of quantitative and qualitative data in mixed 

methods research, Bowleg’s (2012) intersectionality research points to a larger ques-

1 See Hunting (2014) for an extended discussion of the ‘value added’ of conducting inductive 
qualitative research in the area of interpersonal violence.
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tion: what counts as data? For example, how do sources of data such as tacit knowledge 

and histori cal documents become integrated into an analysis (if at all), and how are these 

positioned in relation to other forms of qualitative and quantitative data? 

Mixing 
A third issue to consider when thinking about mixed methods intersectionality research 

concerns the mixing of the data, and more generally speaking, how research questions, 

disciplines, philosophies and varied interpretations are actually mixed in a study or 

program of research. From Creswell’s (2003) perspective, two questions are important 

in this regard. The first is related to the previously discussed theme of timing: When in 

a mixed methods study does a researcher mix the data? For example, depending on the 

study, the mixing of qualitative and quantitative data might happen during one or more 

of the data collection, analysis and interpretation phases (Creswell 2003). Within the 

research literature, disagreement ex ists with respect to this important when question 

(Harwell 2011: 152). As we will see from examples below, mixed methods researchers 

continue to approach the timing of their mixing differently. 

The second key question concerns the actual ‘doing’ of the mixing: How are quali tative 

and quantitative data being mixed in the study? Creswell (2003) explains:

Mixing means either that the qualitative and quantitative data are actually 

merged on one end of the continuum, kept separate on the other end of the con-

tinuum, or combined in some way between these two extremes (207-208). 

Integration is a key challenge in mixed methods research (Brayman 2007) and is impor-

tant to reflect upon for intersectionality researchers. 

For Collins and Dressler (2008), mixing their qualitative and quantitative data related 

to domestic violence involved merging or integrating their data. This research sought to 

answer the following overarching research question: “Is there a shared foundation for 

talking about domestic violence that can link providers from different human service 

fields” (Collins & Dressler 2008: 362). The authors mixed their data at the analysis and 

interpretation stages. They argued that “without integration our research findings would 

be incomplete and could not adequately answer our research questions” (Collins & 

Dressler 2008: 384). Although intersectionality does not explicitly inform their study de-

sign or interpretation, through a detailed account of their use of cultural domain analysis 

the authors argue that their strategy of integration can advance both mixed methods 

research techniques as well as the field of domestic violence research.

Daniel Grace, PhD
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Closer to the other end of the integration continuum noted above, other research in the 

field of domestic violence has analyzed both quantitative and qualitative data and is ex-

plicitly informed by intersectionality. For example, Thiara, Hague and Mullender (2011) 

argue that an intersectional analysis provides an important framework for looking at 

and understanding crosscutting issues for disabled women affected by domestic vio-

lence, including social attitudes, marginality within the domestic violence and disability 

movements, and responses from service providers (759). 

Thiara et al.’s work was a partnership between Women’s Aid (a United Kingdom domes-

tic violence organization) and two feminist research centres in Bristol and Warwick. Their 

research focused on violence against women. In order to understand the extent to which 

data was mixed in the study, it is important to note the multiple sources of qualitative 

and quantitative data collected and analyzed. These sources included:

•	 an initial focus group with disabled women to inform the design of the research 

tools and overall conduct of the research;

•	 interviews with key professionals and activists in women’s and disability organi-

zations; 

•	 consultation with abused disabled women; 

•	 a national survey of Women’s Aid and other domestic violence organizations; 

•	 a national survey of disabled people’s organizations;

•	 in-depth interviews with 30 abused disabled women aged 20-70 years; and

•	 a literature review and a background analysis of policy and legislation (Thiara et 

al. 2011: 760).

This research did not seek to quantify the qualitative data, but rather integrated or 

mixed multiple forms of data though the process of analysis and interpretation. As such, 

this intersectionality informed mixed methods research is closer to the kinds of analy-

sis that policy actors would conduct when weighing multiple kinds of quantitative and 

qualitative evidence within a policy analysis. By mixing these diverse kinds of data in the 

analysis stage, the research team sought “further understanding of the needs of abused 

disabled women, to investigate the scope of existing provision, and identify gaps within 

both domestic violence and disability services” (Thiara et al. 2011: 760). 
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Theorizing 
Drawing on Creswell’s work on mixed methods (Creswell 2003), a fourth issue for 

intersectionality-informed mixed methods research concerns theorizing and the extent 

to which an overall study design is informed by a larger theoretical perspective. To date, 

mixed methods research has been informed by diverse theoretical perspectives, either 

alone or in combination. Advocates of mixed methods research have underscored the 

importance of theory integration within the process of study design and analysis in or-

der to optimally answer research questions and address issues of health and inequity. 

For example, in Kral et al.’s (2012) review of the need for mixed methods research to 

inform the field of suicide prevention, they explain that “mixed methods research will 

expand knowledge on suicide by integrating theory-based variables and subjectivity as 

objects of inquiry” (236). 

In his work on intersectionality and mixed methods research, Perry (2009) explains that 

“[l]ike all mixed methods research, the effectiveness of one’s analysis is highly contin-

gent upon the meticulous and nuanced ideas that inform the research design” (241). As 

the primers in this collection exemplify, intersectionality has a long, complex and highly 

theorized research tradition focused on complex issues of power, social structure, ineq-

uity, and social justice. Thus, for the purposes of this discussion, it is essential to consider 

the following question when conducting or using intersectionality-informed mixed 

methods research: In what ways is the mixed methods study informed by the theoretical 

underpinnings or principles of intersectionality? In some cases intersectionality informs 

a mixed methods study design in ways that may not be explicit in pub lished literature 

(Hankivsky & Grace 2014). 

Daniel Grace, PhD
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Case Study: Mixed Methods Health  
Research with Gay Men 
Although some of the key ways that intersectionality has informed mixed methods 

research to date have been exemplified in the discussion above, the following case study 

provides a focused opportunity to map a longitudinal mixed methods study with gay 

men in order to highlight issues in study design and theoretical integration. Like the 

work of Clarke and McCall (2013), this section draws upon the intersectional re search ex-

perience of the author (Grace et al. 2014) in an extended case example, allow ing for the 

identification of “the point[s] at which an intersectional framework comes into focus, 

something that is usually not visible from the published record” (Clarke and McCall 2013: 

351). 

HIV research has been identified as a key field of emerging intersectionality-informed 

mixed method research (Hankivsky & Grace 2004). A related field or subsection of this 

literature explicitly focuses on the diverse health issues of gay and bisexual men across 

the lifecourse, including, but not limited to HIV. One interest ing example of mixed 

methods research in this field is work by Haile (2009), who uses qualitative and quanti-

tative data to explore complex questions of social stigma and HIV among “Black MSM” 

(men who have sex with men) in the United States. It is worth noting that the use of 

this epidemiological category “MSM” has been challenged by critical social scientists and 

intersectionality researchers alike: 

Thinking about how we use categories of most-at-risk population (MARPs) in 

policy strategies—e.g., what groups like “gay,” “MSM,” or “Black MSM” may reveal 

and/or erase—is important in this field of inquiry. The policy effects of so-called 

behavior or epidemiological categories, such as MSM and WSW (women who 

have sex with women), must also be considered. Young and Meyer (2005) discuss 

how the use of categories can lead to the erasure of sexual minorities, arguing 

that the “purportedly neutral terms” of MSM and WSW are highly problematic in-

sofar as “they obscure social dimensions of sexuality; undermine the self-labeling 

of lesbian, gay, and bisexual people; and do not sufficiently describe variations in 

sexual behavior” (1144) (Grace 2013: 162-163). 

Just as the mixing of quantitative and qualitative data is a concern for mixed methods 

researchers, intersectionality scholars have long focused on the mixing of interdependent 

identities (e.g., the challenge of simultaneously considering multiple, indivisible social 

locations, such as the experiences of young, gay, White males of low socioeconomic 

status living in rural communities). The need to consider “intersecting categories” is a 
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key principle within quantitative, qualitative and mixed method intersectional analysis 

(Hankivsky et al. 2012: 35). 

Turning now to a focused example of research of relevance in the field of boys’ and men’s 

health, the Canadian Institutes of Health Research (CIHR) Team in the Study of Acute HIV 

Infection in Gay Men conducted two related research cohorts: one with a group of gay 

men who received acute or recent HIV diagnosis, and one with a group of HIV-negative 

gay men. This latter research, which sought to gain a rich understanding of gay men’s 

sex lives, sexual health knowledge, and understandings of HIV prevention strategies is 

the focus of the discussion below. The CIHR Study Team describe their intersectionality-

informed mixed methods research as “a pragmatic paradigm that allows for the combi-

nation of quantitative and qualitative research methods into a single study or research 

cohort” (Grace et al. 2012: 1). They explain that this mode of inquiry allows their multi-

disciplinary team to engage in the qualitative discovery of patterns induc tively, the test-

ing of quantitatively-driven hypotheses deductively, and the uncovering of best possible 

explanations for complex phenomena abductively (Grace et al. 2012; see Creswell 2003; 

Greene 2007). 

It is important to note that the research team was composed of a diverse group of peo-

ple with different disciplinary backgrounds, research experiences, and familiarity with 

intersectionality research. A number of meetings and journal club talks were organized 

to present an introductory overview of intersectionality so that team members could 

discuss emerging literature in this area and reflect on the theoretical implications of in-

tersectionality for the study. Many team members also participated in intersectionality 

reading groups and presentations hosted by the Institute for Intersectionality Research 

and Policy, Simon Fraser University, providing further opportunities for meth odological 

and theoretical reflection. The research team’s analysis is consistent with calls that have 

been made to integrate intersectionality, along with other theories, such as the life-

course perspective, social ecology perspective, and minority stress model, into research 

and policy strategies that address the diverse needs of lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgen-

der, and queer (LGBTQ) communities (Institute of Medicine 2011; Grace 2013). 

Reflecting on an area of this larger program of HIV research conducted by the CIHR 

Study Team is an opportunity for reflexive engagement with the implementation of 

mixed methods research, and with the extent to which key aspects of the study design 

and analysis were informed by intersectionality. This model is not pre sented as an ideal 

type, but rather as an exploratory case study to highlight key themes previously re-

viewed using intersectionality-informed research, including issues of timing, weighting, 

mixing, and the integration of theory. 

Daniel Grace, PhD
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Data Collection and Measurement
Mixed methods researchers often underscore the importance of using models to map 

out one’s study design (Creswell 2003). The working model presented below under scores 

the extent to which this CIHR study cohort of HIV-negative gay men used a con current 

embedded design (e.g., qualitative research was partially embedded or nested in a larger 

quantitative study) with the concurrent triangulation of data (e.g., comparing qualitative 

and quantitative results to inform both the process of analysis and subse quent study 

instruments) (Creswell 2003). At the bottom of the model, we can see that the study 

maintains important aspects of what is called a concurrent transformative approach (e.g., 

the engagement in social science theory and intersectionality as well as the allied com-

mitments to working with community partners and policy actors to help support the 

needs of gay men across the lifecourse). 

Mapping one’s study design in this way has multiple advantages, including making ex-

plicit the extent to which one’s design is aligned with one or more existing models in the 

mixed methods literature (Creswell 2003; Harwell 2011), and helping to clarify whether 

intersectionality is part of the transformative design of a study (see Hankivsky et al. 2012 

for a review of descriptive and transformative questions that are part of an Intersection-

ality-Based Policy Analysis). 
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The researchers in this CIHR Study recruited participants through Health Initiative for 

Men’s (HIM’s) Sexual Health Centre. All men who presented for HIV testing at HIM’s 

Sexual Health Centre were invited to participate if they met study selection criteria, 

including self-disclosing that they have or have had sex with men (includes gay, bisexual, 

transgendered and other men who have sex with men) at the time of their recent HIV 

test (see Grace et al. 2014 for full details on study inclusion criteria). Those agreeing to 

participate in the study were asked to complete four online self-administered question-

naires. All participants were also asked to complete four brief interviews to capture 

quantitative sexual networking data. The figure below provides a simplified model of 

the key mixed methods data components of the study (see Grace et al. 2014). 

The CIHR Study Team conducted two in-depth qualitative interviews for a subset of 

participants (n=33). With their community partners, the Team decided to select par-

ticipants into the qualitative component of the study based on a set of HIV risk-based 

and socio-demographic criteria. All participants had to have had at least one instance of 

condomless anal sex in their last 5 encounters. This decision for inclusion in the qualita

tive component was informed by results from baseline quantitative data. A focus on this 

quantitative behavioural marker came from conversations with the Study’s community 

partners, and also derived from the interest of the team as a whole in ensuring that the 

Daniel Grace, PhD
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qualitative sample should ideally capture a diverse group of men across the lifecourse 

(e.g., younger and older men at diverse axes of oppression and privilege) who may be at 

varying degrees of risk of becoming infected with HIV and other STIs. 

The approach to participant enrollment in the qualitative component of the study was 

explicitly informed by intersectionality, as the team wanted to recruit a maximally diverse 

sample of participants who had experiences of recent condomless sex and who occu-

pied complex, intersecting social positions, including by age, ethnicity, sexual identity 

and experience in diverse social and sexual networks. However, even with this explicit 

desire, it is important to note limitations of this study, including those related to the di-

versity of participants who were ultimately enrolled. For example, the location of study 

recruitment is an important factor to consider. This sample was drawn from a single 

clinical site focused on gay men’s health in Vancouver and may not be representative of 

some gay men in the area (e.g., men who do not regularly test for HIV). Further, because 

the vast majority of men in this sample identity as gay, the sample is also not represen-

tative of men who have sex with men but are non-gay identified (for full participant 

demographics as well as study limitations of sample recruitment, see Grace et al. 2014). 
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Analysis and Interpretation 
In an effort to consider the relationships between quantitative and qualitative data 

for different analyses, some conceptual models were created and discussed (Grace et 

al. 2012). These models are not mutually exclusive, but rather part of an exploratory 

exercise conducted as a Study Team. MM Type A is an example of a quantitatively 

driven analysis in which qualitative data was used to help explain or augment a largely 

quanti tative analysis. In this study, qualitative data was used to inform subsequent 

quantita tive research instruments. For example, after the review of qualitative baseline 

inter views the Study Team decided that quantitative questions on men’s experiences 

of violence across the lifecourse should be collected for the entire sample during sub-

sequent quantitative interviews. Although the Study Team had previously expressed 

interest in quantitatively exploring violence, the qualitative discovery of different forms 

of violence (e.g., sexual abuse, anti-gay violence) experienced by some participants at 

different points in their lives solidified the need to collect complementary quantitative 

data. This is an important example of how looking at the differential experiences of 

participants qualitatively can inform further refinement to quantitative data collection 

instruments. As such, here we see how the intersectional analysis and interpretation of 

data has important implications for subsequent data collection and measurement. This 

issue also underscores how key policy domains (e.g., boys’ and men’s health and intimate 

partner violence) may be interconnected and can have significant connections in both 

research and policy responses. 

Daniel Grace, PhD
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In an inverse example, MM Type B, quantitative data may be used to help augment or 

provide background to a qualitative analysis and/or to inform future qualitative re search 

instruments. For the CIHR Study Team, the analysis of both baseline qualitative and 

quantitative data revealed the importance of exploring additional inter secting social de-

terminants of gay men’s health in participants’ subsequent qualitative interviews. Dur-

ing follow-up interviews, men were asked to discuss issues related to their social, sexual, 

physical, and mental health. In an ongoing analysis informed by in tersectionality from 

this interview data, the Study Team is exploring participants’ narra tives of their “social 

health” as an entry point for understanding the everyday social and sexual relations of 

participants, including potential ways to support their broad health needs in and beyond 

their sexual health (for a review of qualitative coding techniques informed by intersec-

tionality, see Hunting 2014). 

Men’s narratives from this analysis help to make visible some of the complex, intersect-

ing determinants of their social, sexual, physical, and mental health. This analysis reveals 

strengths and resiliencies for many participants as well as current challenges experi-

enced by some gay men across these interconnected domains. This contex tual under-

standing of men’s intersectional identities and experiences has important implications 

for gay men’s health research and programming. This intersectional focus on both resil-

ience and “social health” relates to a separate intersectionality-informed analysis being 
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conducted in British Columbia, which addresses social inclusion/exclusion experienced 

by people with challenges related to their mental health and/or substance use (Hunting, 

Grace & Hankivsky 2014).

It is worth noting that to date the majority of the outputs from this study that have 

used intersectionality to inform data analysis are qualitatively-driven research papers. 

For a review of the limitations when conducting intersectionality-informed quantita-

tive analysis, see Rouhani (2014), who provides a focused review of key quantitative 

literature (LeVasseur 2013; Barnshaw, J. and Letukas, L. 2010). The CIHR Study Team also 

considered the extent to which forthcoming publications could follow a third approach 

to mixed method analysis (MM Type C), where neither quantitative nor qualitative data 

took primacy. 

In addition to publishing peer-reviewed journal articles from this analysis, the CIHR 

Study Team has been committed to other forms of knowledge translation, including the 

publication of simplified fact sheets and reports that can be used by diverse research 

audiences (see www.acutehivstudy.com). This focus on knowledge translation is consis-

tent with the commitment of intersectionality scholars to ensure their research informs 

Daniel Grace, PhD
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policy and practice in the everyday world (Hankivsky et al. 2012). In addition to using the 

qualitative study data to complement the quantitative data, the narratives of gay men 

participants have also been used to help augment epidemiological analysis that was 

completed for a forthcoming Public Health Officer’s (PHO) Report (2014) on the state 

of the HIV epidemic for gay and bisexual men in British Columbia. The quotations used 

in the quantitatively driven PHO Report help to contextualize the men’s descriptions of 

experiences with complex issues related to HIV, which quantitative data alone cannot 

capture. For example, excerpts highlight the importance of considering intersecting 

factors such as age, HIV status, geography, ethnicity, and experiences of social inclusion 

and exclusion. This PHO Report is an important example of how researchers and policy 

analysts may draw on multiple kinds of data, including quantitative, qualitative and 

mixed methods intersectionality-informed research in their analysis of complex policy 

questions and responses. 
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Conclusion
This review of key tenets of, and tensions in mixed methods research is not an attempt 

to create a prescription for how to conduct intersectionality-informed mixed methods 

research, but rather an effort to identify some key questions and issues around tim

ing, weighting, mixing and theorizing across the lifecycle of intersectionality research. 

The field of intersectionality-informed mixed methods is emerging, with important 

ex amples across the interrelated fields of mental health promotion and suicide preven

tion, intimate partner violence and boys’ and men’s health. The examples reviewed in 

this primer illustrate the possibility for the mixing of qualitative and quantitative data in 

multiple ways within this emerging research paradigm. The discussion also underscores 

the potential offered by drawing on qualitative, quantitative and/or mixed methods 

intersectionality research when conducting an analysis of complex policy questions. 
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