Aspects of the Goldhagen Debate

Central to this debate is Daniel Goldhagen's wdiitler's Willing Executioners: Ordinary
Germans and the HolocaugNew York: Knopf, 1996). This work was written in reply to
Christopher Browning’s earlier booRrdinary Men: Reserve Police Battalion 101 and the Final
Solution in Poland(New York: HarperPerennial, 1992). Browning’s immediate response to
Hitler's Willing Executionersan 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.
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