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‘The Final Solution evolved because of the chaotic nature of the Nazi Regime in the years 1939-1942.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?

Introduction
· The view in the question is structuralist, seems to agree with historians Schleunes and Mommsen who argue that it was not intentional but something that arose from deep seeded anti-Semitism combined with the blurred lines of Nazi leadership (Mommsen) (refer to Hans Frank’s idea for a Final Solution that arose from the failures of the ghettos)
· Prior to the dates in the question, Mein Kampf would suggest that Hitler desired a final solution and the ‘extermination of the Jewish race.’
· However, Hans Frank’s desire for the Final Solution would suggest that it did stem from the chaotic regime due to the elaborate and unrealistic plans in Lublin, Eastern Poland and Madagascar

Evidence
· No clear programme to deal with the Jewish question until 1941; despite various laws (most notably Nuremberg 1935) being passed against the Jews there was no ‘Final Solution’
· Himmler stated that Hitler had given him a ‘fuhrer order’ to give priority to the ‘total solution of the Jewish question’. However, this wasn’t stated until January 1944 and therefore it is not clear when this order was given
· The Wannsee Conference on 20th January 1942, attended by ranking Nazi officials from all of the different Nazi organisations, was when it was confirmed that an extermination policy would be launched against the Jewish race and this was the first official agreement of this kind by the Nazi Party and its ranking officials.
· In the early stages of the time period given in the question, Nazi Germany inherited 3,000,000 Jews following their invasion of Poland. Original plans involved ‘resettling Jews’ temporarily in ghettos, most notably in Warsaw, Krakow and Lublin. However, they were draining resources so a permanent solution needed addressing and drawing up (hence the failed plans in Lublin and Madagascar).
· Out of the 3,000,000 Polish Jews that the Nazis inherited following the invasion of Poland, only 4,000 saw the end of 1945. Shows the brutality that was thrust upon the Polish Jews and following that European Jews (most notably Hungarian Jews).
· The newly adopted policy of Blitzkrieg along with the inheritance of 3,000,000 Jews meant that German resources were being significantly drained and therefore something had to give and defeat in the war wasn’t an option for the Nazis
· The disputes between the Gauleiters and officials in different Gau's shows how policy was created locally, not centrally. For example, Poland was the scene of a bitter clash between the new Governor Hans Frank and Reich officials like Himmler and Goering (both of whom tried to interfere with policy decisions and administrative detail).
· KD Bracher contrasts the view of structuralist historians as he states that Hitler's 'divide and rule' policy was deliberate and successful among Nazi leadership – therefore dismisses the view in the statement that the Nazi government was chaotic.
· Hitler had made a speech to the Reichstag in January 1939 that stated if International Jewry plunge nations in to war again then he would set out to annihilate the race from Europe – therefore when war came and America joined following Pearl Harbour in December 1941 his policies became more radical.

Conclusion
Agree with the question by and large but rather than it being the regime specifically that was chaotic, it’s Europe as a whole that leads to the ‘Final Solution’. Combining raging anti-Semitism along with World War led to the ‘Final Solution’. Combine with evidence above.


