
     I entitled today’s message Jesus and Eichmann in Jerusalem. Jesus and 
Adolf Eichmann both spent their final days in Jerusalem. Jesus was put to 
trial and executed by death penalty. Two thousand years later, Adolf Eich-
mann was brought to Jerusalem, put to trial and executed by death penalty. 
    Even Eichmann, who oversaw the killings of millions of people, got a 
defense attorney to stand beside him in the trial. But Jesus had no defence. 
He had to speak for himself against a multitude of accusers. Jesus, wearing 
a crown of thorns and purple robe, stood before Pilate. Pilate announced, 
‘Behold the Man!’. People shouted, ‘Crucify him, Crucify him’. Pilate asked 
Jesus, ‘Are you the king of the Jews?’ Jesus replied, ‘Yes, I am. That is why I 
came to this world, to bear witness unto the truth’. Pilate then asked Jesus a 
very profound question, ‘What is truth?’ (Mark 15:2; John 18:36; John 19:4-
10)  
     When I went to Poland, I took some time to go to Auschwitz Concentra-



tion Camp. As I was walking through the SS administrative buildings, labor 
camps, barracks, the buildings where medical experiments were carried out, 
train tracks, gas chambers, crematoriums, I was thinking about Eichmann. 
Between 1941 and 1945, he was at the center of the Nazi genocide against the 
Jews of Europe. In 1941, Hitler decided on the ‘Final Solution’, which is the 
extermination of all Jews and other inferior groups in the conquered nations. 
The Jews and other victims were to be shipped to the East and exterminated 
there. Eichmann was put in charge of transporting over 2 million Jews to 
their death at Auschwitz and other death camps: Chelmno, Belzec, Treblinka, 
and Sobibor. Innocent people were deported, enslaved, starved and mur-
dered in those death camps. In every responsibility, Eichmann did a me-
ticulous job: Rounding up the people, constructing train tracks, scheduling 
trains, selecting the guards,  organizing labor camps, building the gas cham-
bers, disposing their ashes, and destroying the evidence. 
    After the War, Eichmann escaped to Argentina in 1958 and settled there. 
He was captured in 1960 by Israel’s secret service, who smuggled him out of 
Argentina and took him to Israel. Eichman stood trial before a special court 
in Jerusalem.The trial lasted for more than three months. It was the first 
televised trial in the history of the world. Thousands of journalists arrived in 
Jerusalem. Jewish German-American political philosopher Hannah Arendt 
covered the trial for New Yorker magazine. Having lived through Nazi Ger-
many and its aftermath, she wrote three famous books, The Origins of Total-
itarianism in 1951, The Human Condition in 1958, and Eichmann in Jerusa-
lem in 1963. They became influential works in political philosophy. The book 
that first got my attention was Eichmann in Jerusalem. The subtitle of this 
book gave us the phrase ‘the banality of evil’. 
   The twentieth century started with some of the greatest minds in human 
history like Albert Einstein, Mahatma Gandhi, Franklin Roosevelt, Winston 
Churchill. It had seen great advances in science and technology. Mind bog-
gling scientific theories like special relativity, general relativity, quantum 
mechanics, genetics, germ theory were developed. Unprecedented technol-
ogies like airplane flight, transistor radio, television, semiconductors, space 
probes, computers, antibiotics, washing machines, refrigerators, vacuum 
cleaners, microwaves were developed. A microwave you use it for a couple 
of minutes to cook or heat up your food. But a smartphone is not something 
you use for a couple of minutes. It is with you almost 24/7. Technology has 
revolutionized our lives to the point of making us guilty for not being able 
to spend some quality time with our loved ones without gazing at a digital 



screen.     
   I grew up in a town called Tenali in Andhra Pradesh. When I was a boy, 
I used to walk over 5 miles every morning to go to school.  Along the way, 
there is a center where we come across huge billboards displaying the posters 
of the latest movies. The bill boards of Asha Deluxe would always drew my 
attention first. I would spend a few minutes looking at the movie posters and 
the remaining 3 miles of walking I would spend contemplating how I could 
sneak to the movie theatre without my parents’ knowledge. 
    One movie that captivated most of the children in our school was The Gods 
Must Be Crazy. The movie opens with bushmen living in the Kalahari desert 
in Africa. They have no knowledge of the world beyond their bushes. Then an 
airplane flies over their habitation. The pilot of the plane throws out a glass 
Coca-Cola bottle which falls to the ground unbroken. The bushmen take the 
bottle and the rest of the movie is about how that bottle changed their lives. 
One Coke bottle accidentally falls on their habitation and their lives would 
never be the same. Technology has changed our lives in hitherto unimag-
inable ways. 
   Many philosophers have warned us about the dangers of technology. In 
Germany, Hannah Arendt’s teacher was Martin Heidegger (1889 - 1976). He 
was a German philosopher and a member and supporter of the Nazi Party. 
His philosophy focused on existentialism. In 1927, he published his most 
influential work on existentialism, Being and Time.Both Hannah Arendt and 
Martin Heidegger closely observed the technologies developed in the 20th 
century and how those technologies were used in controlling, enslaving and 
murdering millions of people. Arendt was Jewish and Heidegger was a Nazi. 
Through the books they wrote, they shared their perspectives on the develop-
ments of the 20th century. 
   Being and Time …..a profound title. Heidegger says that there are two 
things about technology: on the one hand, it can blind us to the reality, and 
on the other hand it forces us to face our mortality. Heidegger was writing 
this book as Nazis were roaming the streets of Germany.  He was witness-
ing millions of people getting killed around him by weapons developed by 
modern technology. According to historian Eric Hobsbawm (1917-2012), 
20th century was the most murderous in recorded history. Over 187 million 
people were killed in its wars. And 90% of them were civilians. In premodern 
times, most of the war casualties were soldiers but in modern times, they are 
civilians. 
   Heidegger says, no matter how much technology we acquire, we can’t get 



rid of the shocking realization that one day we will die.  Boeing 737 Max….
these planes were released with bad software which makes them nose dive 
into the ground and hundreds of people were killed in their crash landings. 
Iran fired  missiles and destroyed a plane full of passengers . One hundred 
and seventy six innocent people died instantly.  
    Robert Oppenheimer has been called the father of the atomic bomb. On 
July 16,1945, he witnessed the first detonation of a nuclear weapon, which he 
himself helped to build. As the fireball of nuclear explosion raised to the sky, 
he paused and quoted from the Bhagavad-Gita, “Now I am become Death, 
the destroyer of the worlds”. 
     The movie Transcendence starts with a young scientist working to create 
a sentient computer. An anti-technology terrorist group shoots this scientist 
with a polonium-laced bullet. He gets diagnosed with cancer and is given just 
one month to live. His wife Evelyn, distraught with her husband’s prognosis, 
comes with a plan: Upload Will’s consciousness into a quantum computer. 
That is transhumanism, our quest to challenge the limitations imposed on us 
by our frailty. 
    That is what Heidegger talking about. Mortality lurking around our high 
tech devices and technologies.  We are so overwhelmed by technology and 
probably the only thing that gives us pause is death. Eichmann lived in na-
tion that possessed the latest technologies in modern times. It was a genera-
tion dominated by existentialist philosophies. I noticed four ideologies that 
dominated Eichmann’s world. 
Relativism 
Legalism 
Determinism & 
Totalitarianism 

Relativism 
  The twentieth century started with moral relativism.  First came the  cultur-
al relativism. We can trace it to Franz Boas (1858 - 1942), the German-born 
American anthropologist. He has been called the ‘Father of American An-
thropology’.  Franz Boas did his research on Baffin Island in the Canadian 
territory of Nunavut. He was enthralled by the culture and language of the 
Inuit who live on that island.  He  introduced us to cultural relativism. It 
states, there are no universal standards to judge all cultures alike. Every 
culture should be judged according to its own traditions. Humans, chimps, 
baboons….we all evolved from a common ancestor over 63 million years ago. 



We are humans, therefore primates. The primates we see in zoos and the 
wild as as modern as we are. 
    While living in Baffin Island (1883-84), he wrote: “I should much prefer to 
live in America in order to be able to further those ideas for which I live…..
What I want to live and die for, is equal rights for all, equal possibilities to 
learn and work for poor and rich alike! Don’t you believe that to have done 
even the smallest bit for this, is more than all of science taken together? I do 
not think I would be allowed to do this in Germany.
I found that curious and contradictory. This Franz Boas, the father of relativ-
ism. He had great ideals. By his own admission, he could not practice them 
freely in Germany which was on its path to Nazification. Even the founder of 
cultural relativism is certain that certain ideals are not uniformly distributed 
across all the cultures of the world! Boaz was Jewish. In the final years of his 
life he witnessed the horrors unleashed by the Nazis against the European 
Jews. If cultures should not be judged by external standards, how could you 
pass judgments about Nazis? 
     Then came moral relativism.  Cultural relativism extended into moral 
relativism. No culture is inferior to other cultures, and no morality is inferi-
or to other morality. Einstein’s Theory of Relativity was misunderstood by 
millions of people as endorsement of moral relativism. British historian Paul 
Johnson wrote in his book, Modern Times, 
“At the beginning of the 1920s the belief began to circulate, for the first time 
at a popular level, that there were no longer any absolutes: of time and space, 
of good and evil, of knowledge, above all of value. Mistakenly but perhaps 
inevitably, relativity became confused with relativism….He (Einstein) lived 
to see moral relativism, to him a disease, become a social pandemic”
     Moral relativism became a social pandemic. Jesus told Pilate that he came 
to this world to testify unto the truth. This is objective truth, truth with a 
capital T. Truth independent of human opinion and experience. Truth from 
heaven. Truth from the Person and mind of God. Our modern world rejected 
this objective truth and embraced relativism. That is the sentiment expressed 
by Eichmann in his trial. He told the court - being Jews, you may see it as 
evil. But I and scores of SS officers we see it as good. Good for Germany and 
good for the world. 
    Arendt wrote, “The defense would apparently have preferred him to plead 
not guilty on the grounds that under the then existing Nazi legal system he 
had not done anything wrong, that what he was accsed of were not crimes 
but “acts of state,” over which no other state has jurisdiction (par in parem 



imperium non habet), that it had been his duty to obey and that, in Servati-
us’s words, he had committed acts “for which you are decorated if you win 
and go to the gallows if you lose”. (Thus Goebbels had declared in 1943: 
“We will go down in history as the greatest statesmen of all times or as their 
greatest criminals”. 
     Arendt quoted Goebbels, “We will go down in history as the greatest 
statesmen of all times or as their greatest criminals”. If God does not exist, 
whether you are a hero or a criminal depends on whether you win or loss. If 
Nazis had won the War, Eichmann would have been glorified, not executed 
on the gallows. 

Legalism 
      The second ideology is legalism.  At Nuremberg trials, most of the ac-
cused SS officers said one thing, ‘We were just following the laws of our land’. 
Eichmann said the same thing, ‘I was following the law’. He claimed that 
he never hated Jewish people. Some of his relatives married Jews. He had 
a Jewish aunt called, Dorczi. He never read Hitler’s Mein Kampf. In fact, he 
was an avid reader of Jewish literature such as Theodor Herzl’s The Jew-
ish State. He asserted that he had not violated any law. He stated, ‘I could 
not help myself; I had orders, but I had nothing to do with that business’. I 
am just doing my job. “He did his duty...he not only obeyed orders, he also 
obeyed the law” The German poet Johan Klepper, who had married a Jewish 
woman, contacted Eichmann to prevent his wife’s deportation.  “Even in that 
case I could not act on my own initiative”. The poet committed suicide rather 
seeing his wife deported. 

     Numerous psychiatrists who examined Eichmann testified that he was a 
normal, pleasant fellow whom you would want to be your neighbor. Hannah 
Arendt said that is the root of the problem. She said the greatest evil can be 
carried out by these ‘normal, pleasant next door neighbor-like guys’. They 
simply follow the orders without examining them through a moral view. She 
coined the famous phrase ‘the banality of evil’. 
     Arendt tells us that Eichmann talks about Immanuel Kant and his philos-
ophy during the trial. He read Immanuel Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason. 
He was following the Categorical Imperative, absolute obedience to the law 
and the law giver. It used to the law giver was God, now it is the Fuhrer. He 
said, I am following the law absolutely.  “Act in such a way that the Fuhrer, if 
he knew your action, would approve it” 



    If Kant were sitting in the pews of the courtroom, he would have been 
horrified to hear his name on the lips of Eichmann. But, Eichmann lived in a 
Germany that extolled Immanuel Kant, the philosopher who brought down 
the absolute law from the mouth of God into the will of man. Eichmann told 
himself, ‘it is not my will, but thy will be done, Fuhrer’. Kant spoke about ab-
solute law, the Categorical Imperative. But he removed God from active role 
in this world. Eichmann believed in absolute law. But it did not come from 
God. It came from Hitler. 

Determinism 
     Then the third ideology is determinism. This view says, we have no free 
will, we are the products of nature, we are determined by causes external to 
the will. When he became part of the ‘Final Solution’, Eichaman said, he was 
no longer “master of his own deeds,’’ he was unable “to change anything”. In 
another conversation, he said, 
“My role was assigned to me by the commander of the SS and police whose 
orders I received through his subordinates. I did everything I could to be 
transferred but didn’t succeed and was compelled to obey. I was in uniform 
and there was a war going on. My task was the most difficult of all but I had 
to see it through. For cases of insubordination the SS penal code provided 
death as punishment. One could commit suicide but couldn’t oppose his 
orders. Today I do feel sorry and condemn the extermination of the Jews as 
ordered by the German leaders, but I was only an instrument in their hands 
and also in the hands of a fate that knew no mercy.” 
    Please note those words: “I was no longer master of my own deeds”, “I am 
unable to change anything”, “I was only an instrument in their hands”, “I 
was in the hands of a fate that knew no mercy”. Eichmann lived in a society 
which embraced determinism.  It was a generation that refused to believe in 
free will. 
     Science was turned into a vehicle to carry this belief. Let me give you some 
historical backdrop.  In 1780, Italian scientist Luigi Galvani (1737 - 1798) 
discovered that the muscles of dead frogs’ legs could be twitched by electrical 
sparks. Send a shock to the dead frog and you will see its legs twitching. To-
day it looks simple to us but 300 years ago it was a groundbreaking discov-
ery. Inspired by this experiment, the intellectuals were taken over by the idea 
that all phenomena could be explained by stimuli. This is 100 years before 
B.F.Skinner, modern proponent of behaviorism. They believed everything,  
including moral behavior of human beings, could be explained by external 



stimuli. 
     Inspired by Galvani’s experiment, English novelist Mary Shelley (1797 - 
1851) wrote the famous novel Frankenstein. She was only 18 when she start-
ed to write this novel and now we call her the grandmother of science fiction. 
In Frankenstein, we meet  a young scientist named Victor Frankenstein.  He 
rejects the supernatural, alchemy and the natural philosophy. Like Galvani, 
he is only interested in observed phenomenon like electric stimuli causing 
twitching in the legs of dead frogs. Victor creates a monster. This monster is 
so curious about nature. It learns to read and write. It studies John Milton’s 
Paradise Lost. It even demands for a companion. 
    Who is this monster? Interestingly, Mary Shelley called this monster 
‘Adam’. She wants us to go back to the Garden of Eden where knowledge, 
free choice and morality first confronted humanity. Mary Shelley. What is 
her point? She says, we are creating a new Adam. A new human in our own 
image. A new human in the hands of natural stimuli. A new human who is 
determined, who has no free will, no independent moral conscience. She 
wants us to consider the moral implications of technological advances. 
         Last time I was in Jerusalem, I was in Yad Vashem.  Going through the 
exhibits on all the horrors committed by Eichmann and his colleagues, I 
asked myself: Are we just creatures reacting to stimuli? or do we have inde-
pendent moral will?  If Eichmann was just reacting to stimuli, if he had no 
free will, if he was determined, he committed no evil. We have no right to 
judge him. 

Totalitarianism 
Relativism, legalism, determinism and finally totalitarianism. Eichmann 
explained how completely the Nazis controlled the mental lives of the people. 
He said “For cases of insubordination the SS penal code provided death as 
punishment. One could commit suicide but couldn’t oppose his orders.” If 
don’t like my orders, kill yourself. But as long as you are alive, you have no 
choice but to follow my commandments. 
     In The Origins of Totalitarianism, Arendt says that the totalitarianism 
of Hitler and Stalin was unprecedented in human history. Yes, the world 
had seen dictatorships before. But, the modern totalitarianism is the total 
transformation, organization and mobilization of society in the service of the 
state. 
     The Marxist theorist, Leon Trotsky (1879 - 1940) said, 
“The human species...will once more enter into a state of radical transforma-



tion, and, in his own hands, will become an object of the most complicated 
methods of artificial selection and psychophysical training. This is entirely in 
accord with evolution...Man will make it his purpose to master his own feel-
ings, to raise his instincts to the heights of consciousness...to create a higher 
social biologic type, or, if you please, a superman.” 
    The totalitarianism creeps into every segment of human life from culture, 
religion, economics, education, welfare. The state rules all spheres of exis-
tence. The state connects itself to every individual. It creates a relationship 
with every individual which transcends all other relationships one might 
have with family, neighbors, relatives, church or work. ‘Truth’ is completely 
relativized to the needs of the party of state. Arendt says that in totalitarian-
ism, the extermination camps, labor camps, gas chambers are not anomalies. 
They are necessary to achieve the goals. Their intention is not just to kill 
human beings but to establish a form of nonexistence, in which individuals 
are not treated as human beings at all. They can be sacrificed for the sake of 
larger goals of utopia. 
   It is no more love thy neighbor. Your allegiance is to the state and if state 
requires it, you should go after your neighbors. Princeton historian Jan 
Gross wrote a book about the massacre in Jedwabne in Eastern Poland. He 
entitled that book Neighbors because many victims were horrified to see 
their own neighbors actively hunting them down. 
The long-term ideal goals are what matter, not human beings. Sabbath was 
not created for man, but man was created for the Sabbath. 

Experiments on Human Condition 

Stanley Milgram 
    Arendt titled one of her books , The Human Condition (1958).  The mo-
dernity put so much faith in human progress without God. The Holocaust 
only exposed the weakness of human character. Inspired by the Holocaust 
and Eichman’s trial, many eminent psychologists performed experiments to 
study human nature in depth.  Most prominent among those were Stanley 
Milgram’s obedience study, Solomon Asch’s groupthink study, Philip Zim-
bardo’s Stanford prison study.  
     Stanley Migram (1933 - 1984) conducted experiments on obedience. He 
found out that ordinary people would readily put away their personal con-
science in order to obey an authority figure. After his experiments, he wrote, 
‘This is, perhaps, the most fundamental lesson of our study: ordinary people, 



simply doing their jobs, and without any particular hostility on their part, 
can become agents in a terrible destructive process. Moreover, even when 
the destructive effects of their own work become patently clear, and they are 
asked to carry out actions incompatible with fundamental standards of mo-
rality, relatively few people have the resources needed to resist authority’ 
“Stark authority was pitted against the subjects’ strongest moral imperatives 
against hurting others, and, with the subjects’ ears ringing with the screams 
of the victims, authority won more often than not. The extreme willingness 
of adults to go to almost any lengths on the command of an authority con-
stitutes the chief finding of the study and the fact most urgently demanding 
explanation.” 
    Please note those words: Ordinary people, simply doing their jobs can be-
come agents in a terrible destructive process….relatively few people have the 
resources needed to resist authority...the extreme willingness of adults to go 
to almost any lengths on the command of an authority. In the trial of Jesus, 
most people were shouting for his death. They wanted to appease the author-
ities, who they knew had turned against Jesus. They were shouting enmasse, 
‘Crucify him! Crucify him!’. Truth did not matter to them. They were in a 
frenzy to appease the authorities who wanted Jesus dead. 

Solomon Asch 
     In Solomon Asch’s Groupthink experiments, it is not obeisance to the 
authority,it is the obsession with the majority. I want to do what the major-
ity approve of. In this study, the participants were knowingly giving wrong 
answers so they would not upset the majority. People knew the right answers 
to the questions, but if their colleagues start giving wrong answers, they 
change their minds so that they won’t irritate their colleagues. They were 
sacrificing truth for the sake of conformity. Solomon Asch was surprised to 
see that people were willingly changing right answers to wrong answers to be 
the part of the majority. Pilate knew the truth. He knew Jesus was innocent 
of the crimes he was accused of. But he kept quiet so that he would not upset 
the majority. He told them, ‘Take Jesus, and do whatever you like to do to 
him’. Many Christian leaders kept quiet in Nazi Germany because they did 
not want to upset the majority. 

Philip Zimbardo 



     In 1973, Stanford psychologist Philip Zimbardo conducted the Stanford 
Prison Study. He randomly assigned university students to act as prisoners 
or guards in a fake prison. Prisoners were supposed to obey the guards but 
they did not show any respect for the authority. This enraged the guards who 
took brutal measures to discipline their subjects. With each passing day, they 
were turning more and more violent, and the experiment had to cut short to 
just 6 days. Out of this experiment a moral theory called situationism was 
born. According to this theory, under certain situations, given certain stimu-
li, anyone of us could become like Eichman. Like dead frog legs which  react 
to the electric stimuli, we are just creatures of the external stimuli. 
     These experiments conducted after the Holocaust only exposed human 
weakness. 
Aldous Huxley (1894 - 1963) was an English philosopher and writer. He lived 
through first and second World Wars. He was the author of the famous novel 
Brave New World (1931). In this book, he unveils a futuristic state inhab-
ited by genetically modified citizens, living in a high tech society. He says, 
with all that futuristic technology, the inhabitants of this new world do not 
care much about freedom. In 1958, he wrote another book titled Brave New 
World Revisited. 
     “The prophecies made in 1931 are coming true much sooner than I 
thought they would. The blessed interval between too little order and the 
nightmare of too much has not begun and shows no sign of beginning. In 
the West, it is true, individual men and women still enjoy a large measure 
of freedom.  But even in those countries that have a tradition of democratic 
government, this freedom and even the desire for this freedom seem to be on 
the wane. In the rest of the world freedom for individuals has already gone, 
or is manifestly about to go. The nightmare of total organization, which I had 
situated in the seventh century After Ford, has emerged from the safe, re-
mote future and is now awaiting us, just around the next corner.”
   He felt that people were exchanging freedom and individualism for the 
comfort of sensory pleasures. He wrote, “The cry of ‘Give me television and 
hamburgers, but don’t bother me with the responsibilities of liberty,” may 
give place, under altered circumstances, to the cry of “Give me liberty or give 
me death”. It used to be ‘Give me liberty or give me death’. Now, it is, ‘Give 
me television and hamburgers, but don’t bother me with the responsibilities 
of liberty’. Eichmann lived in such a society. Hitler promised them economic 
security in exchange for their freedoms. 
     You might say, the Nazis and Soviets, it is all past. Modernity in our time 



is pretty moral. Fred Hiatt is a columnist. His grandfather founded an orga-
nization to help settle Jewish refugees after the Second World War. In an op-
ed in the Washington Post, he writes, “In China, every day is Kristallnacht’. 
What Chinese government doing to Muslim Uighur population is ‘a cultural 
genocide with few parallels since World War II.” The Uighurs are being 
subjected to every horror the Nazis implemented - from beatings, rapes, 
internment camps, human experiments, organ harvesting etc. Just like the 
Nazis, the Chinese Government is taking a rational, technological approach 
to mass murder. Chinese start-ups have built algorithms that government 
uses  to track down the Uighurs. It is the first known example of a govern-
ment intentionally using artificial intelligence for racial profiling. Confucian-
ism demands obedience to authority, just like in Eichmann’s Germany where 
Kantianism reigned.  
    If you believe in Cultural Relativism like Franz Boas, you cannot call this 
grand Chinese government ‘evil’. A wine expert said, ‘Two things about wine: 
if you like it...you’re right! If you don’t like it...you’re right!’ That is ‘winery 
relativism’, there are so many different kinds of wines with many differ-
ent tastes palatable to many different people. No one is right and no one 
is wrong. Talk show host, Mr.Will Witt once went to a college campus and 
asked the students, ‘How many genders are there?’. Among others, a Ph.D. 
student responded with, ‘As many as you want?’ If God does not exist, we 
have to say the same thing about morality. There will be many different mo-
ralities in many different places palatable to many different groups. No one 
is right and no one is wrong. 
Conclusion
    We started the 20th century with moral relativism. Don’t judge any cul-
ture based on your moral values. We have seen unprecedented technological 
growth in all segments of modern society. When the totalitarian regimes put 
millions of people under bondage, we could not tolerate them in the name 
of relativism. At the beginning of the 21st century, for millions of people it is 
still, every day is Kristallnacht. Mary Shelley told us  that the Frankenstein 
monster is not going to leave us. It is taking us back to the Garden of Eden. 
Heidegger told us that each new technology will only make us face the reality 
of death more intensely. Then we have seen Eichman in Jerusalem. The man 
who killed millions of Jews came to Jerusalem and told with a straight face, 
‘I am just doing my job’. His defence attorney said, ‘Eichman feels guilty be-
fore God, not before the law’. For Jesus, he was guilty before man, not before 
God. According to Ravi Zacharias, a poster of the Ten Commandments was 



framed on the wall of the court hall where Nuremberg Trials were conduct-
ed. Eichmann could only be tried if God is real, he did not break any human 
laws. 
    The postwar psychological experiments only exposed the weakness of 
human character. We are more prone to sacrifice truth for the sake of con-
formity. We are more likely to put away our personal conscience to obey an 
authority figure. We are prone to commit violence. Aldous Huxley told us 
that we are more likely to say, ‘Give me television and hamburgers, but don’t 
bother me with the responsibilities’. When Patrick Henry said, ‘Give me 
liberty or give me death’  he was standing in a church and praying to the God 
of the Bible. How can we preserve our freedoms and our will to fight for our 
freedoms without praying to God like Patrick Henry? 
     Relativism, legalism, determinism, totalitarianism: When Jesus was tried, 
he faced the same four ideologies. You can see relativism. People could not 
see any difference between Jesus and Barabbas?, They chose Barabbas,a 
murderer than Jesus? Their legalism, ‘By law, Jesus must die because he 
claimed to be the Son of God’. Do they know what he meant when he said he 
was the Son of God? But according to their law, Jesus must die.  Their de-
terminism, ‘his blood will be on us and our children’, he must die. If our fate 
is to bear the brunt of his death, so be it. Their totalitarianism, ‘We have no 
king but Cesar’. Here is Jesus - King of the Jews, the prophesied Messiah, 
God Incarnate, King of the Universe. They said no to him. They chose Cesar, 
a human tyrant. Our generation does not want God as its King. It says, ‘we 
have no king but our government’. Jesus told Pilate, ‘Your power was given 
to you from above’. Human governments should not think that they are the 
final authority. God is above them. They derive their authority and legitimacy 
from God. 
    Eichman came to Jerusalem. so did God. God came to Jerusalem in body 
of Jesus. He faced evil face to face. The trial of Jesus exposed the weakness 
of human will. The people who were shouting for death sentence for Jesus. 
They knew Jesus was innocent.  Yet, they sacrificed truth for the sake of 
conformity. They put away personal conscience to obey the chief priests.  The 
most innocent of all human beings suffered the most painful death. 
Let me read a paragraph from Eichmann in Jerusalem: 
   “...lawyer, Robert Servatius of Cologne, hired by Eichman and paid by the 
Israeli government answered the question in a press interview: “Eichmann 
feels guilty before God, not before the law”, but this answer remained with-
out confirmation from the accused himself.”



Robert Servatius of Cologne acted as the defense attorney for Eichmann. He 
said, ‘Eichmann feels guilty before God, not before the law’. 
     Eichmann was guilty before God, not before men. Jesus was guilty be-
fore men, not before God. That is why God raised him from the dead. It is 
our sins that crucified Jesus, not his sins. For forty days he showed himself 
alive by many infallible proofs. Then they were all gathered on the Mt Olives 
outside Jerusalem. Before ascending to heaven, Jesus gave his disciples a 
promise, the promise of the Holy Spirit. When he is come, the Holy Spirit 
will reprove the world of sin, and of righteousness, and of judgment (John 
16:8). Today we have this myth that we can figure out what is good and what 
is evil on our own. That will only lead us to moral relativism. We need God 
to define good and evil. We need God to deliver us from evil. We need God to 
empower us to resist the evil. 
     We reject relativism, legalism, determinism and totalitarianism because 
we believe there is Truth, above and indepedendant of human beings. This 
Truth personified in Lord Jesus Christ who told us, ‘I am the Way, the Truth 
and the Life’ When we reject his Way, we become a culture of confusion and 
despair; when we reject his Truth, we become a culture of falsehood, when 
we reject his life, we become a culture of death.   
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