
Nelson Mandela did not begin as the smiling grandfather celebrated in memorial 
speeches. He was not born believing that forgiveness alone could defeat oppression, and 
he did not spend his entire political life preaching nonviolence. Mandela was a lawyer, an 
African nationalist, an underground organizer, a founder of an armed resistance 
movement, a political prisoner, a negotiator and eventually a president. He could be 
disciplined, patient and remarkably generous, but he could also be stubborn, emotionally 
distant and consumed by political work. The complete Mandela is more valuable than the 
harmless saint created after his death because his real life forces us to examine how 
people respond when a government makes peaceful change nearly impossible. 

He was born Rolihlahla Mandela on July 18, 1918, in Mvezo, a small village in South 
Africa’s Eastern Cape. Rolihlahla is commonly translated as “pulling the branch of a 
tree,” though it is often understood more loosely as “troublemaker.” His father, Gadla 
Henry Mphakanyiswa Mandela, was a counselor to the Thembu royal house and served 
as a local chief. His mother was Nosekeni Fanny. Mandela belonged to the Madiba clan of 
the Thembu people, which is why South Africans later called him “Madiba” as a sign of 
respect. Madiba was not a nickname invented by the news media; it was his clan name 
and connected him to his ancestry. The essential details of his family background and 
childhood are recorded in the Nelson Mandela Foundation’s biographical timeline. 

Mandela spent much of his childhood in Qunu, where he herded cattle, played with other 
children and listened to elders tell stories about African leaders who had resisted 
colonial conquest. Those stories mattered. Colonial education often presented Africans 
as people without a serious political history, but Mandela heard a different account at 
home. He learned about African societies, wars, diplomacy, land and resistance from the 
viewpoint of the people who had experienced them. He was also surrounded by the 
customs and political discussions of the Thembu community. This did not automatically 
make him a revolutionary, but it gave him a sense that African people had governed 
themselves before white colonial authorities claimed the right to govern them. 

At a Methodist mission school, a teacher gave him the English name Nelson. Assigning 
English names to African children was common in colonial schools. The practice 
suggested that African names were too difficult, too unimportant or too uncivilized for 
the formal world created by Europeans. Mandela received a Western education and 
became highly skilled at working within Western legal and political institutions, but he 
never stopped being shaped by Thembu traditions. His later leadership combined these 
worlds. He could speak in the language of constitutional law, individual rights and 
parliamentary democracy, while also drawing upon African ideas about community, 
consultation and collective responsibility. 

Mandela’s father died when Mandela was about twelve. Afterward, the acting Thembu 
regent, Jongintaba Dalindyebo, took responsibility for him and brought him to the royal 
residence at Mqhekezweni. There Mandela observed meetings in which men presented 
their views before the regent spoke. The system was not a modern democracy, women 
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were largely excluded from those formal deliberations, and authority was still 
hierarchical. Nevertheless, Mandela learned an important leadership lesson: a leader 
should hear people out before announcing a decision. Years later, colleagues noticed 
that he often allowed others to speak first. He listened, measured the room and then tried 
to summarize a position that people could accept. 

Mandela attended Clarkebury, Healdtown and finally the University College of Fort Hare, 
one of the few higher-education institutions available to Black students. At Fort Hare he 
became involved in a student dispute and supported a boycott connected to student 
representation. The institution expelled him. The incident revealed something that would 
recur throughout his life: Mandela wanted advancement and respected education, but he 
could not always accept advancement at the price of obedience. Returning to the 
regent’s home, he learned that Jongintaba had arranged marriages for Mandela and the 
regent’s son, Justice. The two young men fled to Johannesburg in 1941 rather than 
accept the arrangements. 

Johannesburg changed Mandela’s life. It was a modern industrial city built on gold, but 
its wealth depended heavily on exploited Black labor. Black workers mined the gold, built 
the roads, cleaned white homes and kept businesses running, while the government 
restricted where they could live and move. Mandela briefly found work connected to a 
mine before becoming a clerk at a law firm. Through Walter Sisulu, an estate agent and 
political organizer who became one of his closest lifelong friends, Mandela entered a 
growing circle of activists, lawyers, trade unionists and intellectuals. 

He finished his bachelor’s degree through the University of South Africa and studied law 
at the University of the Witwatersrand. At Wits, he encountered students from different 
racial and political backgrounds, including communists, liberals and Indian South 
Africans. Mandela did not immediately embrace all of them. As a young political activist, 
he leaned toward African nationalism and was suspicious of communists and multiracial 
alliances. He feared that other groups might dominate the African struggle. Experience 
gradually changed him. He came to understand that a movement could insist on African 
leadership while cooperating with people of other races who were genuinely committed 
to destroying racial domination. 

In 1944 Mandela joined the African National Congress and helped establish the ANC 
Youth League with Walter Sisulu, Oliver Tambo, Anton Lembede and others. The ANC 
had existed since 1912, but younger activists considered its methods too cautious. 
Petitions and polite appeals had not stopped white authorities from taking land, 
restricting Black political rights or exploiting Black labor. The Youth League called for 
mass action: boycotts, strikes, civil disobedience and noncooperation. Mandela was not 
yet the central figure of the movement. He was one promising organizer among several, 
and he learned from people whose contributions are often buried beneath the later 
Mandela legend. 



In 1948 the white electorate brought the National Party to power. The party formally 
expanded apartheid, an Afrikaans word meaning “apartness.” Apartheid was far more 
than white people and Black people using different facilities. It was a national system for 
controlling land, labor, movement, education, family life and political power. The 
government classified people by race, including categories such as White, African, 
Coloured and Indian. Classification determined where a person could live, which schools 
children could attend, what employment was available and whether a person could move 
through certain areas without official permission. 

The system was designed to keep South Africa’s white minority politically dominant and 
economically privileged. Black South Africans were removed from valuable land and 
crowded into townships, reserves and later so-called homelands. Pass laws controlled 
movement and helped deliver workers to white-owned farms, mines, factories and 
homes. Families were often separated because men had to travel for work while wives 
and children remained in rural areas. Bantu Education prepared Black children mainly for 
subordinate labor. Apartheid was therefore not simply racial prejudice written into law. It 
was an economic and political machine that produced cheap labor and protected white 
ownership through police power. 

In 1952 the ANC and the South African Indian Congress launched the Defiance Campaign 
against unjust laws. Mandela became the campaign’s Volunteer-in-Chief. Volunteers 
deliberately entered restricted spaces, broke curfew regulations and violated segregation 
rules. They expected arrest and hoped mass civil disobedience would expose the 
government’s injustice. Thousands participated. The campaign did not overthrow 
apartheid, but it transformed the ANC from a limited organization into a mass political 
movement. Mandela emerged as a national figure and was repeatedly banned, restricted 
and arrested. A banning order could prevent an activist from attending meetings, 
entering certain areas or being quoted publicly. The state attempted to isolate political 
leaders before their ideas could spread. 

That same year, Mandela and Oliver Tambo opened a law practice in Johannesburg. 
Mandela & Tambo is widely remembered as South Africa’s first Black law firm. Its waiting 
room was often crowded with Black clients facing pass-law charges, forced removals, 
police harassment, employment disputes and other consequences of apartheid. Legal 
work showed Mandela how oppression operated in ordinary life. Apartheid was not only 
a speech delivered by a politician. It was the mother arrested because her passbook was 
incorrect, the worker expelled from a city, the family ordered out of its home and the 
person who could not receive equal treatment in court because the law itself had been 
written to create inequality. 

Law could sometimes protect an individual, but Mandela also learned that lawyers could 
not argue apartheid out of existence one case at a time. A court might rule on whether an 
official followed a regulation correctly, while leaving the racist regulation untouched. 
Mandela respected law, but he did not confuse legality with justice. Apartheid was legal. 
Enslavement had been legal. Colonial land seizure had been legalized. One of the central 



lessons of his life is that a law deserves respect only when it rests on legitimate authority 
and recognizes the humanity of the people governed by it. 

In 1955 thousands of people contributed demands to the Congress of the People, which 
adopted the Freedom Charter. The charter declared that South Africa belonged to 
everyone who lived in it, Black and white, and demanded democratic government, equal 
rights, fair access to land, education and work. This was a major development in 
Mandela’s thinking. The goal was not to replace white domination with Black domination. 
It was to build a political order in which the majority could govern without stripping the 
minority of citizenship. The government responded by arresting 156 activists in 1956 and 
charging them with treason. The Treason Trial dragged on for years before the 
defendants were acquitted in 1961. 

While the trial continued, the conflict became more violent. On March 21, 1960, police 
opened fire on people protesting pass laws at Sharpeville, killing sixty-nine. Many victims 
were shot while running away. The government declared a state of emergency and 
banned both the ANC and the Pan Africanist Congress. Thousands were detained. The 
banning of political organizations raised a brutal question: What should a movement do 
when peaceful protest is answered with bullets, its leaders are imprisoned and the 
organization itself is made illegal? 

Mandela concluded that nonviolence could no longer be treated as an absolute moral 
rule. In 1961 he helped establish Umkhonto we Sizwe, meaning “Spear of the Nation,” 
usually called MK. It operated as an armed organization associated with the ANC. 
Mandela was one of its founding leaders. This fact is sometimes removed from simplified 
accounts because it does not fit the image of Mandela as a naturally peaceful saint. At 
other times, it is used to label him a terrorist without examining why armed resistance 
emerged. Both versions are intellectually dishonest. 

MK’s early strategy concentrated on sabotage against government buildings, electrical 
facilities and other infrastructure. Its leaders initially tried to avoid loss of life. Mandela 
believed sabotage could demonstrate resistance, damage the state and warn the 
government without immediately beginning a campaign of killing. He also understood 
that sabotage might eventually lead to guerrilla warfare if the government refused to 
change. His reasoning was not that violence was admirable. It was that the state had 
closed legal political channels and was already using systematic violence against the 
population. 

This does not mean every action later committed in the name of liberation was justified. 
Over time, some MK attacks killed civilians. The ANC’s camps in exile were also sites of 
abuse, detention and torture. Mandela spent much of that later period in prison and did 
not personally direct every operation, but a truthful history cannot pretend that liberation 
movements are incapable of wrongdoing. There is still a vital distinction between a racist 
state that constructed an entire society around organized oppression and a resistance 



movement fighting that state. Recognizing that difference does not require excusing 
every act committed by the resistance. 

In 1962 Mandela secretly left South Africa to seek political support and military 
assistance from other African countries. He received limited military training and 
observed newly independent African governments trying to escape colonial control. 
Upon returning, he was arrested in August 1962. A court convicted him of leaving the 
country without a passport and encouraging workers to strike. He received a five-year 
prison sentence. 

In July 1963 police raided Liliesleaf Farm in Rivonia, where underground leaders had 
been meeting. They found documents concerning MK and plans for resistance. Mandela, 
already imprisoned, was brought into the resulting Rivonia Trial with Walter Sisulu, 
Govan Mbeki, Ahmed Kathrada, Denis Goldberg, Raymond Mhlaba, Elias Motsoaledi and 
other defendants. The charges could have resulted in execution. 

On April 20, 1964, Mandela delivered a statement from the dock explaining the history of 
racial oppression, the failure of peaceful protest and the decision to begin sabotage. He 
rejected both white domination and Black domination. He said that he cherished the ideal 
of a democratic and free society in which people lived together with equal opportunities, 
an ideal for which he was prepared to die. The full argument is important because it 
shows that the famous final sentence was not an isolated inspirational quotation. It 
concluded a detailed political defense of resistance, preserved in the ANC’s record of 
Mandela’s Rivonia statement. 

The court sentenced Mandela and most of the defendants to life imprisonment in June 
1964. He was sent to Robben Island, a prison off the coast near Cape Town. He would 
spend eighteen years there, followed by years at Pollsmoor Prison and finally Victor 
Verster Prison. Altogether, Mandela spent more than twenty-seven years imprisoned. His 
prisoner number on Robben Island was 466/64, meaning he was the 466th prisoner 
admitted there in 1964. 

Robben Island was designed to break political prisoners physically and psychologically. 
Mandela lived in a small cell and slept on a mat during his early years there. Prisoners 
performed hard labor, including work in a limestone quarry where glare and dust 
damaged their eyes and lungs. Prison regulations enforced racial distinctions even 
among inmates. Black prisoners received worse food and clothing than Coloured or 
Indian prisoners. Letters were censored, visits were rare and news from outside was 
restricted. 

The personal losses were severe. Mandela’s mother died in 1968. His eldest son, Thembi, 
died in a car accident in 1969. Prison authorities refused to allow Mandela to attend either 
funeral. He could not raise his children in an ordinary way, support his wife through daily 
family life or comfort relatives during major losses. The idea that prison simply gave 
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Mandela peaceful time to reflect is absurd. Prison took decades that could never be 
returned. 

Yet the prisoners refused to allow Robben Island to function only as a place of 
punishment. They organized political discussions, taught one another, studied through 
correspondence courses and challenged prison conditions. Robben Island became 
known informally as a university because experienced activists educated younger 
prisoners in history, politics, law and organization. Mandela studied Afrikaans, the 
language spoken by many prison officials and apartheid leaders. He wanted to 
understand their culture, read their political arguments and communicate directly with 
them. Learning the opponent’s language was not surrender. It was strategic preparation. 

Mandela developed working relationships with some guards without forgetting that they 
represented an unjust system. He learned to separate a person’s individual dignity from 
the political role that person occupied. This ability later helped him negotiate with 
National Party officials. He could oppose a system completely while leaving room for 
individuals within it to change. That is harder than hatred, because hatred simplifies the 
world. Mandela’s method demanded emotional control, political clarity and a willingness 
to recognize humanity without excusing injustice. 

Mandela’s imprisonment must not be allowed to erase the millions of people who 
continued the struggle outside. Oliver Tambo led the ANC in exile for decades. Walter 
Sisulu, Ahmed Kathrada and other prisoners sustained resistance inside prison. Women 
including Albertina Sisulu, Lilian Ngoyi, Ruth First and Winnie Madikizela-Mandela 
organized under extraordinary pressure. Steve Biko and the Black Consciousness 
Movement helped a new generation reject the psychological lessons of white supremacy. 
Schoolchildren in Soweto rose against Afrikaans-language instruction in 1976. Workers 
formed unions, students organized boycotts, communities resisted rent increases, and 
families hid activists despite the danger. 

Winnie Mandela, Nelson’s second wife, deserves a truthful place in this story. The state 
detained her, banned her, watched her, separated her from her husband and forcibly 
removed her to Brandfort. She became an influential leader in her own right. She was not 
merely the loyal wife waiting for a famous man. However, her later political circle, 
including the Mandela United Football Club, became associated with kidnappings, 
beatings and the killing of teenager Stompie Seipei. Her courage under state persecution 
does not erase those abuses, just as those abuses do not erase what the apartheid state 
did to her. 

International pressure also grew. Musicians, students, churches, unions and activists 
demanded boycotts, sanctions and divestment. Some Western governments resisted 
strong action for years because they viewed the apartheid government as an 
anti-communist ally and protected economic relationships with South Africa. Mandela 
and the ANC were often described simply as terrorists while corporations continued 
profiting from a racist system. By the 1980s, however, South Africa faced internal 



uprisings, international isolation, economic pressure and a liberation movement that 
could not be eliminated. 

In 1985 President P. W. Botha offered Mandela conditional release if he rejected violence. 
Mandela refused. His response was based on a simple contradiction: the government 
demanded that prisoners renounce violence while the government kept the ANC illegal, 
occupied Black communities with armed forces and denied the majority political rights. A 
prisoner could not enter a genuine contract while his people remained unfree. Mandela 
did not worship armed struggle, but he would not disarm politically merely to obtain his 
personal freedom. 

At the same time, he began communicating secretly with government officials. This was 
risky. Some comrades worried that he might be making decisions alone or accepting a 
private settlement. Mandela believed that negotiations had to begin somewhere and that 
talking to the enemy did not mean accepting the enemy’s position. His essential demand 
remained majority rule through a democratic system based on one person, one vote. 
Negotiation, in his hands, was another battlefield. Each side tried to determine the timing, 
language and conditions of the transition. 

Mandela was transferred from Robben Island to Pollsmoor Prison in 1982. After 
contracting tuberculosis in 1988, he received hospital treatment and was later moved to 
Victor Verster Prison, where he spent the final portion of his imprisonment under less 
restrictive conditions. President F. W. de Klerk announced the unbanning of the ANC and 
other political organizations on February 2, 1990. Mandela walked out of prison on 
February 11 at the age of seventy-one. The basic prison and release chronology is 
documented by the Nelson Mandela Foundation. 

His release did not instantly create peace. South Africa remained close to civil war. 
Violence between ANC supporters and the Inkatha Freedom Party killed thousands, 
particularly in KwaZulu-Natal and the townships around Johannesburg. Security forces 
and covert networks were accused of encouraging conflict. The Boipatong massacre, the 
Bisho massacre and other killings repeatedly threatened negotiations. In 1993 the 
assassination of Communist Party leader Chris Hani caused national fury. Mandela 
addressed the country and urged restraint at a moment when the government had lost 
much of its moral authority. His leadership helped prevent a justified anger from 
becoming an uncontrollable racial war. 

Mandela and de Klerk received the Nobel Peace Prize in 1993 for helping establish the 
conditions for a peaceful transition to democracy. Their cooperation was necessary, but 
that does not make their historical positions equal. Mandela represented a movement 
struggling against racial rule. De Klerk rose within the political system that administered 
that rule, although he eventually recognized that apartheid could not survive and helped 
dismantle it. The Nobel Prize account emphasizes their work toward ending apartheid 
peacefully, but the transition also resulted from decades of mass resistance, armed 
struggle, international pressure and sacrifice by ordinary people. 
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South Africa held its first national election based on universal adult suffrage in April 
1994. For the first time, Black South Africans could vote in a national election as full 
citizens. People waited in lines for hours. The ANC won approximately 62.6 percent of the 
vote, and Mandela became the country’s first democratically elected president. He was 
inaugurated on May 10, 1994. His government included former enemies in a Government 
of National Unity because the immediate task was not only winning power but preventing 
the country from collapsing into retaliation, panic or civil war. 

Mandela made reconciliation central to his presidency. He met former opponents, 
reached out to white South Africans and used national symbols to create a shared 
identity. His appearance in a Springbok jersey at the 1995 Rugby World Cup became the 
most famous example. Rugby had long been associated with white Afrikaner nationalism, 
and many Black South Africans wanted the Springbok symbol eliminated. Mandela 
recognized that embracing the team could tell frightened white citizens that democratic 
rule would not mean their destruction. 

The rugby moment was powerful, but it should not be allowed to reduce reconciliation to 
a photograph. The deeper achievements were institutional. South Africa adopted a 
democratic Constitution with protections for equality, expression, religion, political 
participation and human dignity. A Constitutional Court was established to enforce those 
principles. Mandela also supported the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, chaired by 
Archbishop Desmond Tutu. The commission heard testimony from victims and could 
grant amnesty to perpetrators who fully disclosed politically motivated crimes. 

The commission created an extraordinary public record of torture, murder and 
disappearance, but it was not perfect justice. Many victims told their most painful stories 
without receiving adequate reparations. Some perpetrators obtained amnesty, while 
others were never prosecuted. Reconciliation sometimes seemed to require Black 
victims to forgive while people who had benefited from apartheid retained wealth, land 
and comfortable lives. Truth mattered, and avoiding large-scale revenge mattered, but 
neither automatically repaired the material damage produced by generations of racial 
rule. 

Mandela’s government expanded access to housing, electricity, clean water, schools and 
health services. Millions experienced improvements. Nevertheless, unemployment, 
poverty and inequality remained severe. White South Africans continued to control a 
disproportionate share of land, capital and business ownership. Land redistribution 
proceeded slowly. The government adopted market-oriented economic policies intended 
to attract investment and prevent financial instability, disappointing activists who had 
expected rapid nationalization and a larger economic transformation. 

This is one of the hardest questions in Mandela’s legacy. He helped achieve political 
democracy without creating economic equality. Defenders argue that South Africa faced 
possible civil war, capital flight, administrative collapse and international financial 
pressure. They believe a more aggressive economic program might have destroyed the 



fragile transition. Critics respond that reconciliation protected existing wealth and left 
millions of Black citizens politically free but economically trapped. Both realities deserve 
attention. Mandela inherited a deliberately unequal country and could not repair it in five 
years, but the negotiated settlement also placed limits on how deeply ownership and 
wealth would be transformed. 

His government was also too slow and cautious in confronting HIV/AIDS. The most 
destructive official denialism came later under President Thabo Mbeki, but Mandela 
acknowledged that he had not given the epidemic enough attention while in office. After 
leaving the presidency, he became a forceful HIV/AIDS advocate. When his son Makgatho 
died from an AIDS-related illness in 2005, Mandela publicly named the cause of death to 
challenge the shame surrounding the disease. That willingness to admit failure is part of 
leadership too. A leader does not become responsible by pretending every decision was 
correct. 

Mandela’s public greatness came at a major private cost. He married Evelyn Mase in 
1944, and they had four children, one of whom died in infancy. His political absences, 
affairs, arrests and intense commitment to the struggle damaged the marriage, which 
ended in divorce. He married Winnie Madikizela in 1958, but imprisonment separated 
them for most of their marriage. After his release, their political and personal relationship 
deteriorated. They separated in 1992 and divorced in 1996. In 1998 Mandela married 
Graça Machel, a Mozambican humanitarian and the widow of Mozambican president 
Samora Machel. 

Mandela understood that he had failed his family in important ways. The country 
remembered him as a father of the nation, but his own children often experienced him as 
an absent father. Some of that absence was imposed by imprisonment. Some came from 
choices he made before prison, when political work repeatedly took priority over home 
life. A complete account should not use the liberation struggle to dismiss his family’s 
pain. Political greatness does not cancel private responsibility. 

Mandela served only one presidential term and stepped down in 1999, allowing Thabo 
Mbeki to succeed him. Leaving voluntarily was one of his most important acts. Many 
liberation leaders have treated victory as a permanent personal entitlement. Mandela 
demonstrated that institutions must be stronger than the individual who leads them. A 
democracy becomes real when power can be transferred without violence and when a 
celebrated leader accepts that the country does not belong to him. 

After the presidency, Mandela worked on peace efforts, children’s welfare and the fight 
against HIV/AIDS. His global fame sometimes became larger than the history that created 
him. Governments and corporations that had once been comfortable with apartheid 
celebrated him. Political leaders quoted his language of forgiveness while ignoring his 
demands for economic justice. Mandela became easy to praise once praising him no 
longer required the sacrifice of opposing apartheid. 



He died on December 5, 2013, at the age of ninety-five. By then, the world had turned him 
into a universal symbol of courage and reconciliation. That symbolism is 
understandable, but it can become dishonest if it removes his anger, his willingness to 
break unjust laws, his role in armed resistance or his criticism of economic oppression. 
Mandela forgave, but forgiveness did not mean saying apartheid was merely an 
unfortunate misunderstanding. He reconciled with former enemies because he wanted to 
build a functioning country, not because he believed their actions had been harmless. 

The deepest lesson of Mandela’s life is not simply that people should be kind to those 
who mistreat them. His life teaches that methods must be judged in relation to 
conditions. He supported peaceful resistance when it offered a path forward. He helped 
organize sabotage when the government destroyed peaceful political channels. He 
negotiated when negotiation could achieve what continued warfare might not. He 
embraced former opponents when inclusion could stabilize democracy. His tactics 
changed, but the central objective remained remarkably consistent: a South Africa in 
which no racial group possessed the legal right to dominate another. 

He also understood that courage is not the absence of fear, anger or doubt. Courage is 
the discipline to act without allowing those emotions to control every decision. Mandela 
had reasons to hate. The government stole twenty-seven years of his life, prevented him 
from attending family funerals, separated him from his children and treated millions of 
people as foreigners in their own country. His achievement was not that he felt nothing. It 
was that he refused to let personal revenge determine the future of an entire nation. 

Mandela did not free South Africa by himself. No individual could have done so. The 
victory came from prisoners, exiles, guerrillas, lawyers, workers, students, clergy, 
journalists, parents and children. Some became famous; many were buried without the 
world learning their names. Mandela’s greatness lay partly in his ability to represent their 
sacrifices without claiming that the struggle belonged only to him. 

He should therefore be remembered neither as a flawless saint nor as a terrorist stripped 
of context. He was a complicated revolutionary who learned, changed and sometimes 
failed. He could be warm in public and distant at home. He defended democracy while 
helping create an armed organization. He offered reconciliation while refusing to pretend 
that oppressor and oppressed bore equal responsibility. He achieved political freedom 
without solving economic inequality. He became powerful and then surrendered power 
voluntarily. 

That complete Mandela is more challenging than the statue. He shows that resistance 
may require confrontation, that negotiation does not have to mean weakness, and that 
forgiveness is meaningful only when it comes from someone who has first told the truth 
about what was done. Most importantly, he demonstrates that the purpose of liberation is 
not to reverse the direction of domination. It is to destroy the idea that any human being 
is entitled to rule another because of race, ancestry or power. 


