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3. Eichmann in Jerusalem: What do you think of Arendt's argument in Eichmann in Jerusalem? Is she absolving Eichmann of his responsibility during the holocaust, or is she problematizing how we have traditionally categorized evil? Explain the banality of evil.
 	Arendt was a philosopher who witnessed the trial process of Adolf Eichmann. She is problematizing how people have traditionally categorized evil. Furthermore, in the banality of evil phrase, she tried to show that evil was not ordinary. Eichmann and his associates had committed an exceptional crime. According to Arendt, since Eichmann's crime was unusual, it required a new approach, unlike the traditional legal approaches of similar crimes (Valerie, 1). She also emphasized the importance of not administering justice using the same criteria, thus urging judges and magistrates to be innovative.
	Arendt used the banality of evil phrases to outline challenges in the process of justice administration and during judgments. Legal intention while making a ruling to a crime was one of problem. The question she used to explain this challenge was that if the court needed prove about Eichmann's intentions of committing genocide to be sure of his actual intentions. Arendt further noted that Eichmann might not have intended to commit genocide regarding whether he saw it as a crime or not (Valerie, 1). For a fair ruling regarding Eichmann’s case, it was essential to consider how he thought of the outcome of genocide activities in both a positive and negative perspective. 
	The second challenge in Eichmann’s case was how the damage of genocide activity was compensated. Eichmann saw the Nazi genocide as a crime against the whole human race and not a crime regarding Israelites only. This aspect provided for a chance for the legal authorities to be always prepared on how to deal with crimes that concern humanity (Valerie, 4). The banality of evil was used to mean that failing to think of the consequences of genocide activities was the same as failing to think about the future of humankind if other people decided to commit genocide.
 	The banality of evil was a phrase used to describe an unusual crime affecting all humans regardless of direct impact from the activity or not. The banal aspect in Eichmann’s case was how the case was handled based on political influence and interest served by the accused persons. This aspect showed how crimes could be celebrated rather than punished regardless of the impact of their criminal activities. Arendt also emphasized that for a crime to be categorized as banal, it has to be done in the same manner without opposing or intervention of international human rights bodies (Sacks et al., 115). The Nazi genocide crime committed by Eichmann required a global approach that would have helped control such crimes in the future. 
	According to Arendt, the Nazi genocide crime did have not only physical impacts but also psychological impacts. Physical effects were death to a multitude of innocent people, and no punishment could compensate for their deaths. Arendt felt that the ruling of the genocide crime had an impact on the way people thought regarding mass killing. She called for new political and legal intervention regarding Eichmann's case to provide more room for brainstorming from all the involved parties before making a ruling. She also explained how the employment of philosophy in the case would help solve some of the dilemmas which appeared to be impossible to solve. Based on the thinking perspectives and addressed by Arendt, it is evident that she though the Israel courts did not think appropriately when making a ruling on the genocide case (Sacks et al., 117). The verdict by Israelite courts could have been the beginning of the formulation of policies regarding genocide.
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