From The Colonizer and the Colonized, by Albert Memmi
It is impossible for him [the colonizer] not to be aware of the constant illegitimacy of his status.  It is, moreover, in a way, a double illegitimacy.  A foreigner, having come to a land by the accidents of history, he has succeeded not merely in creating a place for himself but also in taking away that of the inhabitant, granting himself astounding privileges to the detriment of those rightfully entitled to them.  And this not by virtue of local laws, which in a certain way legitimize this inequality by tradition, but by upsetting the established rules and substituting his own.  He thus appears doubly unjust. He is a privileged being and an illegitimately privileged one; that is, a usurper.  Furthermore, this is so, not only in the eyes of the colonized, but in his own as well. If he occasionally objects that the privileged also exist among the bourgeois colonized, whose affluence equals or exceeds his, he does so without conviction.  Not to be the only one guilty can be reassuring, but it cannot absolve. 

What is the impact of one person or group wielding power over another?  How does this relate to Douglass’ argument?
