Intentionalist vs Structuralist Debate

What is the intentionalist vs structuralist debate?

Intentionalists historians argue that the regime was ultimately Hitler's intention therefore arguing that he is a strong dictator. Emphasis on key individuals.

Structuralist historians argue that it was the event and structure of the Nazis which led to the Holocaust therefore supporting the argument that Hitler was a weak dictator. Emphasis on social forces and structure of the regime.

1970-80s was an emergence of structuralist historians whom challenged the intentionalist view. They argue that the state fell into chaos due to Hitler's unwillingness to regulate or create an ordered system of government and because of a lack of clear planning and direction from Hitler

Historiography is the debates and arguments of historians. You need to use contemporary source (historians) to make your point.

Examples of intentionalist vs Structuralist debates

Intentionalists: 

Dawidowicz stresses role of significant individual such as Hitler and or top Nazi officials. Argues that Hitler planned the extermination of the Jews prior to his leadership.

Eberhard Jackel: supported the idea off the omnipotence of Hitler. Jackel suggested that the Nazi state could be a Alleinherrschaft (sole rule) - all essential decisions were made by Hitler therefore arguing it is monocratic state. Intentionalist illustrates this chaos as a result of Hitler's deliberate policy  of divide and rule. 

Otto Dietrich, Hitler's press secretary states that "Hitler produced the biggest confusion in government ... With this technique he systematically disorganised the upper echelons of the Reich leadership in order to develop and further his own will until it became a despotic tyranny'

'Hitler deliberately destroyed the state's ability to function in favor of his personal omnipotence' - Sebastian Haffner

Structuralist: 

Broszat and Mommsen stresses it was the other factors and ultimately not Hitler which drove the decision making process. There was a film of process than a single intended decision.

Adam: Stressed the competitive nature of the Nazi state.

Mommsen: stressed the there was no unity within the organisation but rather competing agencies.

Interpretations from both internationalist and structuralist historians cover different aspects and find different possible answers to the Holocaust. Some Historians such as Browning are in the middle of both arguments.

To explain the holocaust it is crucial to find out how decisions were made what were the historian interpretations of the events. Two of the most infamous examples are the intentionalists and structuralists debate.
