
Aspects of the Goldhagen Debate

Central to this debate is Daniel Goldhagen’s workHitler’s Willing Executioners: Ordinary
Germans and the Holocaust(New York: Knopf, 1996). This work was written in reply to
Christopher Browning’s earlier bookOrdinary Men: Reserve Police Battalion 101 and the Final
Solution in Poland(New York: HarperPerennial, 1992). Browning’s immediate response to
Hitler’s Willing Executionerscan be found in Daniel Goldhagen, Christopher Browning and Leon
Wieseltier, The “Willing Executioners”/“Ordinary Men” Debate(Washington: United States
Holocaust Memorial Museum, 1996). For further views of the debate, see below.

Aschheim, Steven, “Reconceiving the Holocaust,”Tikkun11 (1996): 62-65.
______. “Archetypes and the German-Jewish Dialogue: Reflections Occasioned by the

Goldhagen Affair,”German History15 (1997): 240-250.

Ash, Mitchell, “American and German Perspectives on the Goldhagen Debate: History,
Identity, and the Media,”Holocaust and Genocide Studies11 (1997): 396-411.

Barkai, Avraham, “German Historians Face Goldhagen,”Yad Vashem Studies26 (1998): 295-
328.

Birn, Ruth Bettina, “Historiographical Review: Revising the Holocaust,”Historical Journal
40 (1997): 195-215.

Browning, Christopher, “Daniel Goldhagen’s Willing Executioners,”History and Memory8
(1996): 88-108.

______. “Ordinary Germans or Ordinary Men? A Reply to the Critics” in M. Berenbaum and
A.J. Peck, eds., The Holocaust and History: The Known, the Unknown, the Disputed,
and the Reexamined(Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1998), 252-265.

Cesarani, David, “The German Ideology,”New Statesman and Society5 April 1996: 36-37.

Deák, István, “Holocaust Views: The Goldhagen Controversy in Retrospect,”Central
European History30 (1997): 295-307.

Evans, Richard,Rereading German History: From Unification to Reunification, 1800-1996
(London: Routledge, 1997), 149-181.

Finkelstein, Norman, “Daniel Jonah Goldhagen’s ‘Crazy’ Thesis: A Critique ofHitler’s
Willing Executioners,” New Left Review224 (1997): 39-87.

Gellately, Robert, “Review of ‘Hitler’s Willing Executioners’,”Journal of Modern History69
(1997): 187-192.

Goldhagen, Daniel, “The Evil of Banality,”New RepublicJuly 13 & 20 1992: 49-52.
______. “Motives, Causes and Alibis,”New RepublicDecember 23 1996: 37-45.



2

______. “The Fictions of Ruth Bettina Birn,”German Politics and Society15 (1997): 119-
165.

Hilberg, Raul, “The Goldhagen Phenomenon,”Critical Inquiry 23 (1997): 721-728.

Kamber, Richard, “Goldhagen and Sartre on Eliminationist Antisemitism: False Beliefs and
Moral Culpability,” Holocaust and Genocide Studies13 (1999): 252-271.

Littell, Franklin, ed.,Hyping the Holocaust: Scholars Answer Goldhagen(Merion Station:
Merion Westfield Press, 1997).

Moses, A.D., “Structure and Agency in the Holocaust: Daniel J. Goldhagen and His Critics,”
History and Theory37 (1998): 194-219.

Noakes, Jeremy, “No Ordinary People,”Times Literary SupplementJune 7 1996: 9-10.

Pinto-Duschinsky, Michael, “Wehler onHitler’s Willing Executioners: A Comment,”German
History16 (1998): 397-411.

Rensmann, Lars, “Holocaust Memory and Mass Media in Contemporary Germany:
Reflections on the Goldhagen Debate,”Patterns of Prejudice33 (1999): 59-76.

Rieger, Bernard, “Daniel in the Lion’s Den? The German Debate about Goldhagen’sHitler’s
Willing Executioners,” History Workshop Journal43 (1997): 226-233.

Rosenfeld, Gavriel, “The Controversy that Isn’t: The Debate Over Daniel J. Goldhagen’s
Hitler’s Willing Executionersin Comparative Perspective”,Contemporary European
History8 (1999): 249-273.

Shandley, Robert, ed.,Unwilling Germans? The Goldhagen Debate(Minneapolis: University
of Minneapolis Press, 1998).

Stern, Fritz, “The Goldhagen Controversy: One Nation, One People, One Theory?,”Foreign
Affairs75 (1996): 128-138.

Tidyman, Richard, “Ordinary Killers?,”International Network on Holocaust and Genocide
11.3 (1996): 17-18.

Wehler, Hans-Ulrich, “The Goldhagen Controversy: Agonising Problems, Scholarly Failure
and the Political Dimension,”German History15 (1997): 80-91.

Westermann, Edward, “‘Ordinary Men’ or ‘Ideological Soldiers’? Police Battalion 310 in
Russia, 1942,”German Studies Review21 (1998): 41-68.


