FORUM 1 - ESSENTIALISM
by Kaye Taylor - Sunday, 26 August 2018, 9:28 PM
 
In New Zealand essentialism commonly appears and whatever our many disagreements on different issues, everyone is in agreement that essentialism is bad. But, what exactly does it mean when we refer to essentialism. The term essentialism is commonly used in three main ways.
Firstly, an example would be to argue that men are more aggressive than women and that this is inevitable due to hormonal differences. This being given to psychological, sociological or cultural explanations.
Secondly, an example would be to state that men are more visual then women, in all cultures and at all times. Against this a sociologist or anthropologist may argue that the way we use our senses, and which ones we prioritise, is very definitely something that varies between cultures and throughout history.
Thirdly, this means when we talk of the experiences, for example, of white disabled women. Now at first glance this is better than simply making a generalisation about 'women' or the 'disabled' per se. However even when we introduce a few levels of specification we still talk in a highly problematic way. In other words, to use the above example, the experiences of white, disabled, women is not unified but highly mixed or variable and is also likely to change over time due to differing economic and cultural conditions.
Therefore, we can safely say that when talking about essentialism that talk is not good and referring to Maori as the tangata whenua can be classified as correct, however, some Pakeha people will refer to themselves as tangata whenua as well. It makes me cringe when I read about people who assume that they are as much tangata whenua as the Maori of New Zealand. Dr Don Brash is a joke and until people start calling him out for his racist remarks he will continue to think he has the upper hand over Maori.
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