When the New Yotkes sent me...
to weport on the tuial

o][ Ac[oé[ & ic/tmarm,

I assumed. ..

that a coutrtroom

had on/y one interest-

to fu#{/[ the demands ofjustice.

This was not a simp/e task,

because the cout that tried Eichmann
was conﬁontec[ with a cuime....

it could not j[mc[ in the law books....
and a criminal whose like was unknown in
any court puor to the Wu’zembe’zg tuials.
But still, the coust...

had to c/efine Eichmann as a

man on tuial fo’z his deeds.

7l here was no system on t’zia/,
no /zisto’zy, no tsm,
not even anti—.gemitism,

éut on/y a person.

The trouble with a Nazi criminal

like Eichmann...

was that he insisted

on tenouncing all pe’zsona[ qua/ities. ..
as g[ theve was noboc[y /eﬁ to

be eithet pum'sited 01 j[oigiven.

He p&otestec[ time and agan,
contrary to

the prosecution’s assettions,

t/zat /ze /zac[ nevex done anytlu'ng



out o][ his own intiative,

that he had no intentions whatsoeves,
gooc[ ot bad,

that he had on/y oéeyec{ ordets.
This... typica/ Nazi p[ea. ..

makes it clear that the greatest

evil in the would. .

is the evil committed bg nobodies-

ev[/ committec[ bg men Wit/zout motwe,
without convictions, without

wicked heatts ov demonic wills.

/3y human éeings

who ’zefuse to be pesons.

And it is this p/lenomenon. .

that I have called the bana/ity o][ evil.
M. /4’zenc[t.

Youre avo[c[ing t/ze most impottant pazt
o][ t/ze controvetsy.

You claimed that less }ews
would have died...

Q[ thei leaders hadn't coope’zatec[.
This issue came up in the tuial.

J ’zepo’ztec[ on it,

and had to clasi (]
the vole 0][ those }ewislt leadess. ..

who pa&ticipated c{i’zectly
in Eichmann's activities.
You blame the }ewis/z peop[e
fo’z their own destruction.

9 never blamed the }ewis/z peop/ef



Resistance was impossié[e.
But pe’z/zaps. .

theve is Somet/zing in between wesistance. ..
and cooperation.

And on[g in that sense

do Y say. ..

that maybe some of the jewis/l leadets

migltt Aave ée/wwed c{y%’zent[y.
e is p’zofounc/[y impottant. ..

to ask these questions,

because the tole 0][ the }ewis/z leadets. .
gives the most st’ziking insig/zt. ..

into the tota/ity 0][ the motal co//apse. .
that the Nazis caused

n ’zespectab/e 5u’zopecm soctety.

And not on/y n ge’zmany,

but in almost all countuies.

ot on[y among the persecutors.

But also among the victims.

Yes?

The petsecution was aimed at the }ews.
Why do you desciibe Eichmann's
oﬁ[enses as cumes against /Lumanitg?
Because yews aze human,

the very status

the Nazis tied to deny them.

A ctime against them is Ly

c[eﬁniti(m a cume against /mmanity.

ﬂ am, ofcomse,

as you kl’lOW, a }ew.



Anc[ ve been attacked
fo’z éeing a seé[—/zating }ew. .
who Jefem/s Nazis

and scotns her own peop/e.
7l his is not an argument.

v /Lat sa c/za’zacte’z assassination.

I wrote no c[e][ense o][ Eichmann.
But I did ty to teconcile. ..

the sllocéing mecl[oc’zity 0][ the man...
with his staggering deeds.

j-’zying to undesstand

is not the same as fo’zgiveness.

I see it as my ’zesponsiéi[[ty

to understand.

It is the ’zespons[éi[ity 0][ anyone who
daes to put pen to paper on the subject.
.S)ince Soc’zates anc/ p/ato,

we usua/[y call thinking. ..

to be engaged in that silent c[ia/ogue
éetween me anc[ myse&[. '

I ’ze][using to be a petson,
Eichmann utte’z[y suviendeted. ..

that sing/e most c[e][[ning human qua/ity:
that of éeing able to think.

Anc[ consequent[y, he was no /onge’z
capaé/e of making motal judgments.
This inaé[/ity to think. ..

created the possibi/ity

fo’z many o’zc[[na’zy men...

to commut evi/ cleeds



on a gigantic scale,

the like 0/[ which

one had never seen Lefo’ze.
It is tue.

I have consideted these questions
mna p/zi[osop/lica[ way.
The mang[estation

o][ the wind o][ t/zoug/zt. ..
s not know[ec[ge,

but the aéi[ity

to tell &ig/zt ﬁom wrong,
beautiful ﬁom ug[y.

And I /lope. ..

that t;u'nking gives peop[e
the st?zengt/z. ..

to prevent catast’zop/tes

in these wate moments....

W/l@l/l t/Le c;u'ps aze Jowm.

7/16“’[& you.



