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It is a long time ago that Herr Forster first invited me to speak in Danzig,
which at that time, though supposed to- be a "Free City", was suffering cruel
oppression. Several times my visit had to be postponed owing to Lhe developments in foreign affairs, which in recent years were certainly not conspicuous
by th eir absence; but at last my long-cheri shed wish to see Danzig was all of a
sudden fulfilled under circumstances I had not dared lo hope for - I was
privileged to wilne s the Fuehrer's entry into the liberated city! I shall never
forget how our Fuehrer, coming straight from the scene of his victories in
Poland, entered your beautiful city, and how he was greeted by Danzig's brighleyed youth and by all of you with unending cheers and fervent enthusiasm. After
more than twenty years of ·hardship and bitter oppression, Danzig is once more
truly a free city. Our heartfelt thanks are due to the Fuehrer for this magnificent and final solution of the problems of Danzig and the Conidor, which
ranked among the worst and meanest injustices perpetrated at Versailles, and
had lain as a burden upon the German people.
To-day, October 24, is a memorable day in the history of Danzig. It is the
anniversary of Gauleiter Forster's arrival in Danzig in 1930, when be established
the Gau Danzig of the National-Social.is! Party. Early members of the Party
present to-day know the story o~ the first stage in the struggle to win Danzig
for the National-Socialist movement, a fight which was watched by Party Headquarters in the Reich with the special interest and sympathy due to that struggle
for a German outpost. The coming into power of Lhe National-Socialists in the
Heich on January 30, 1933, provided a fresh impulse for the Gau Danzig, since
the Fueh rer's ideas were steadily gaining ground, soon to be adopted by all
Danzig.
The watch-word "Back to the Reich I" is symbolic of the second stage of the
National-Socialist struggle. This period, extending over six-and-a-half years,
was one of extraordinary difficulty for the leaders of the Party in Danzig; it
was the ir task to safeguard the Germans of Danzig against the continual
economic and political pressure exercised by the Poles and to win them over to
the Fuehrer's ideas, and, on the other hand, in accordance with the Reich's
policy, to maintain tolerable relations with the Polish State. To-night's meeting
will not allow me sufficient time to deal at length with the many difficulties,
setbacks, compromises, crises, and other adversities which were all too common
in the history of Danzig during those six-and-a-half years. However, there is
one thing I should like to say .on this occasion, namely, that during that time
Danzig and its leaders proved themselves exemplary fighters in the Fuehrer's
cause, and I may add, as the Minister directly concerned, for whom Danzig was
always, as it we1·e, a "child of sorrows" in foreign politics, that they brought
off many a brilliant diplomatic stroke. They were torn between their natural
loyalty to the Reich's policy or seeking an understanding with Poland, the
continual pressure exerted by Poland in an attempt lo extend the economic and
political rights granted her by the Peace Treaty, and by the decrees of
unpractical, incompetent an.d sometimes even malevolent League of Nations
authorities, against whom Herr Greiser, the President of the Danzig Senate,
kept fighting a hard self-sacrificing battle. All the time they were faced with
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Marxist enemies in their midst who, after the National-Socialists came into
power in the Reich, had to a certain extent chosen Danzig as the scene of their
activities. Unde_r these circumstances it was certainly not always an easy matter
to choose .the nght course. It is only fair to mention on this occasion the just
and unbiased way in which the last League Commissioner, Professor Burckhardt,
of Switzerland, discharged bis official duties. He always endeavoured to find a
fair s~ttlement doing justice to the interests of either party, and his activity was
a praiseworthy exception by comparisog., with ·certain of bis predecessors.
. Th'l great merit of the National-Socialist leaders in Danzig, notably Gaule1ter Forster, is that in spite of these difficulties which, at times, appeared
almost insurmountable, they succeeder! in preserving Danzig's purely German
character, thereby facilitating the Fuebrer's task of bringing the city back
into the Reich. The critical days and weeks of this year were the time for
Herr Forster to prove his mettle in his exposed outpost. His calm confidence
and unfailing optimism imbued not only the Party but all Danzig, and
determined the level-headedness and excellent behaviour and discipline
of the population. The courageous behaviour of the S.S. Home Defence units
and the brave part they played in the attack on the Westerplatte and the
Polish Post Office, as well as in frontier encounters in the neighbourhood of
Zoppot, in the storming oF Dirschau and in many other engagements, are
deeds of valour which from this time onward will be for ever bound up with
the history of the liberation of German so.il from under the Polish yoke.
Danzig has bad to wait for a long time before it was allowed to return home
to the Reich, but the era now dawning for this beautiful Baltic town in Greater
Germany will be all the more glorious for the patience shown by the city.
Danzig will never again be separated from the Reich!
Just now I spoke of to-day as of the memorable day on which the Gau
Danzig was founded, but this date is of special significance for another
reason as well. ln his last speech in the House of Commons, Mr. Chamber- lain, the British Prime Minioter, attempted to make Danzig the scapegoat
for the outbreak of the war between Germany and Poland, by asserting
with a truly British display of presumption and with the proverbial ignorance
of British Cabinet Ministers concerning the true state of affairs, that the city
of Danzig, that is to say, Germany, and not Poland, was responsible for
relations between Germany and Poland having come to a head during the
month of August, and for the existing state of war. In vi.ew of this consciously
false British statement I consider it necessary, fellow-Germans in Danzig, to
give you once again a short account of the developments which led to the
Fuehrer's being literally forced into this war, contrary to his determination,
·
proclaimed for many years, of reaching a settlement with Poland.
Since the year 1934, when the Fuehrer and Marshal Pilsudski agreed to
a revision of German-Polish relations, Germany never left Poland in doubt
as to the fact that in connection with the new friendly relations a solution to
the problems of Danzig and the Polish Corridor would sooner or later have
to be found. Exactly a year ago, on October 24, 1938, acting on the Fuehrer's
instructions, I asked M. Lipski, the former Polish Ambassador, to come to
Berchtesgaden. On that day I referred to the Fuehrer's wish that GerrnauPolish relations sl1ould be placed on a permanent footing acceptable before
history, and submitted to him the well-known proposal for Danzig's political
retmion with the Reich, while the city was to remain Polish as far as its
economic life was concerned.
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Further, exterrltorlal motor-roaC!s ana railway lines were to be establlsliei!
on a basis of reciprocity for th e tr"tffic between the German and the Polish
territories. On the other hand, the two c01mlri es were del'iDll ely to recognize
their mutual frontiers, and the German-Polish Non-Aggression Pact of 1934
was to be prolonged for twenty-five years. On January 5, 1939, at Berchtesgaden, the Fuehrer himsf'l. repeated this proposal to M. Berk, the former
Poli sh Foreign Mim ster, in my presence and before th e two Ambassadors,
Herr von Moltke and M. Lipski . On that occasion, the Fuehrer drew particular
attention to the fact that it had never been possible for any German
i:.tatesman before him, and would probably not be possible for any
German statesman after him, to renounce all claims to the Corridor,
as he was willing to do. On the following day in Munich, as well as later
on January 26, when I visited Warsaw, this offer was again discussed in
detail between M. Beck and myself. On none of th ese occasions was the offer
actually rejected by the Polish representatives, but the reply given referred
to certain difficulties in domestic politics, and stated that the offer would have
to be thoroughly examined, adding that Poland also desired a final settlement
of German-Polish relations.
During these months, in marked contrast to the diplomatic negotiations conducted in a friendly spirit by Germany, and to the exchange of visits between
Berlin and Warsaw, the state of tension noticeable in the German-Polish relations
did not, as was anticipated, show any signs of slackening, but became more and
more pronounced. The efforts to turn citizens of German origin out of what was
then Polish territory increased in vigour. German protests lodged with the
German-Polish Minorities Committee not only remained unanswered, but were
obviously more and more often deliberately opposed by that body. The oppression
of German nationals by the local Polish authorities was assuming outrageous
proportions, and the Poli&h Press in particular was now in an increasing measure
given a free hand by the Government to agitate against everything German, as
well as against the Reich. This agitation was steadily becoming more and more
unbearable. Things came to such a head that anti-German demonstrations took
place every day in front of the German Embassy in Warsaw. On March 21, 1939,
I communicated a warning to M. Lipski, the former Polish Ambassador in Berlin,
about these matters, and I also declared that a fresh attempt had to be made to
put German-Polish policy on the right path. On that occasion I once more
repeated to M. Lipski the German proposal, now universally known, for a
solution of the problems connected with Danzig and the Corridor, actually
supplementing it in some respects in favour of Polish interests At the same time
we invited M. Beck, the Polish Foreign Minister, to Berlin, in order to establish
by a joint discussion, the basis for a comprehensive agreement which would
clarify German-Polish relations for good. On this occasion I urged the Polish
Ambassador to go to Warsaw himself immediately in order to clear up the
situation. In view of the peculiar Polish attitude in connection with certain
questions, I wished to avoid that the Fuehrer should gain the impression that
Poland simply did no! want to come to an understanding. On March 26, M. Lipski,
the Polish Ambassador, then brought me the answer to the German offer in the
form of a memorandum which amounted to a complete rejection of the Fuehrer's
generous proposal. Incredible though it may seem, it is nevertheless a fact that
the Polish Ambassador told me that further pursuit of Germany's plans regarding
the political reunion of Danzig with the Reich would mean war with Poland.
When I replied, dumbfounded, that after all the German proposal was made with
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the intention of establis·111ng permanent friendly relations between the two nations,,
rath er than wi th a vi ew lo bringing about a Ge rman-Polish conflict, and th at the
an swer of the Warsaw Governm ent was wholly incomprehensible to me, th e
Am bassador was una bl~ to advance any explanation. Tb e invitation we had
extended to M. Beck, the Foreign Minister, to come to Berlin was answered by
what amounted to a point-blank refu sal. Whereas at th e time the astonishing
altitude adopted by Poland towards th e Fu ehrer's exceptional and generous offer
appeared to me to be somewhat peculiar, we now have the solution to th e riddle
before our eyes - Britain was at the back of it! To-day we know that at that lime
already, negotiations for a guarantee pact with Great Britain were und er way.
That is the only explanation for the strange and historically so unbeli evably
short-sighted attitude adopted by the Polish Government.
Not only in the diplomati.c, however, but also in the military sphere did this
complete change in Poland's attitude to\vards Germany become apparent. As
early as March 26, I drew M. Lipski's attention .to r eports we bad received
about the concentration of Polish troops along the German fronti er, and I
warned him of what the consequences might be. I informed him that if that
kind of thing continued, we might shortly be faced with a serious situation.
Germany, I told him, had not as yet mobilized a single soldier, and I expressed
the hope tha t Poland would recognize the folly of her present attitude and
still be prepared to give consideration to the German proposal as soon as the
situation had calmed down. The next day we received news of the unprecedented ex cesses committed against Germans in Bromb erg. I thereupon on ca
more summoned the Polish Ambassador and told him that I had not only
to my regret r eceived in fo rmation of the r ejection of the German proposals by
Poland, but also that the r elations between the two countries were rapidly
deteriorating. The German Government could not but hold the Polish Government fully r esponsible for the shocking happenings in Bromberg and for the
extremely serious development of German-Polish relations, for which Poland
alone was to blame.
For six months Poland was thus over and over again made offers of settlement with the unparalleled long-suffering, characteristic of Adolf Hitler. This
offer of settlement, advanced without r egard for legitimate German claims to
the reparation of an injustice arising out of the Treaty of Versailles, was
exclusively dictated by the Fuehrer's sincere desire to clear up German-Polish
relations once and for all, thereby ensuring peace for Europe. When the
Fuehrer, addressing the Reichstag, disclosed the contents of this offer, I myself
witnessed how profoundly his declaration stirred the members assembled there.
Only the tremendous authority commanded by the Fuehrer could induce the
German people to accept the ren,unciation of ancient territorial rights which
was involved in the proposal.
For a further period of six months, Germany watched Poland expel and
terrorize Germans - tens of thousands of refugees during these months are
tangible proof of such action. She watched the oppression, the menacing by
military forces, the economic strangulation, etc., of Danzig. The tone adopted
by the Polish Government towards Germany grew more and more aggressive,
culminating towards the end of August in the unveiled provocations and frontier
violations familiar to all. It was only after a final waming on the part of
Germany, addressed to the Polish Government in the form of a communication
dated August 9, stating that the economic strangulation of Danzig would create
a very serious situation - a warning to which the Polish Government again
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answered by an Impudent threat or war - and after Polish troops began to
invade Reich territory, that th e Fuehrer stru ck hi s fi rs t blow.
Only three weeks of ti.ti s campa ign - and til e wh ole strnctu re .or lh e ~oli sh
Stale coll apsed like a house of ca rds. The Heich will now .s.ee lo ~ t lb ~ t, 1.11 the
ter ritories lying withirn its sph ere of intereE t, a new parli l1011 doing iust1 ce, to
actual condi tion s shall take place, and a r eal sla te of peace be r es to red. 1 wo
European Powers, Germany and Soviet Russia, will now fo r all lime guarantee
the maintenance oI law and order, and secure peace, in ~a s t e rn _Europe.
Si1ice January 30, 1933, the aim oi Gel'lmtny's foreign pollcy has been to
aboli sh the Trea ty of Versailles and its consequences. Fr?'::1 the outset, the
Fu ehre r did his utmost to carry out the necessary rev1s10ns by peaceful
methods. In this except for the Poli sh problem, he was completely successful.
Wh ether it was tbe re-introduction of compulsory military service, the re-occupation of the Rhineland, the re-incorporation of Austria and o~ the ~udete nl aud,
or th e establi shment of the Protectorate of Bohemia and MoraV1a - ill ea~h .case
th e Fuehrer left nothing undone in order, to settle, by means _of negotiations,
questions which had to be solved sooner or later ii grave conflicts were to. be
avoided. It was only when the Fuehr~r realized that these ~l~thods ca:ned
him no further ·t hat he had r ecourse to deeds. Without doubt it is an achievement without ~arallel in history that anybody, without shed~ing a drop of blood,
shonld have succeeded in finding a solution, reasonably sa tisfactory for ~ll co~
cemed for the difficult problems artificially created by the folly contamed m
the Tr~aty of Versailles. As a matter of fact, in recent years th~ Fue~rer has
done nothing but remedy the most serious consequenc.es whi c~ this most
unreasonable of all dictates in history imposed upon a nat~on and, m fa?t, upon
the whole of Europe, in other words, repair the worst mistakes comm1tte~ by
none other than the statesmP.n of th e Westem democraci~s. In not a smgle
instance were any vital interests of the Wes tern democracies thereby affected,
let alone impaired.
.
.
.
Instead of beina grateful to the Fuehrer for applying his gemus and the
whole power of hi; will to the task of repairing the irresponsible and indeed
incredibly stupid historical errors of the Versailles Treaty in a peaceful mann: r,
we have witnessed the spectacle of how the sta tesmen of those very ~ountnes
which had been responsible for the folly committed, opposed Germany m everY:
sin ale attempt at revision.
.
.
.
.
In particular this applies to Britain. In an astonishmg failure to recogmze
the natural dynamic qualities of the German Reich, the vitality of the German
people, and above all, the determination and creative . for ce of the Fut,hrer,
Britain has during recent years with unparalleled tenacity att_empted to oppose
every step undertaken by Germany in her foreign affairs. Tins is all the .more
astonishing since, from the outset, Germany on her part made every. conceivable
effort to establish reasonable relations with the Western demo cra~ies, namely,
Brj.tain and France. I know all the details, and have m_yself_ witnesse~ the
unequalled patience with which the Fuehrer again an.d agan~ tned. to. achieve a
lastincr understanding with France, and mor P especially with Br1tam. In the
summ"er of 1933, for example, a personal meeting was arranged between !he
Fuehrer and M. Daladier, who was then, as he is now, the Fren?h Premier.
The object of this meeting was to clear up Franco-German. relations and to
conclude an armaments agreement. The Fuehrer was full of the idea of an understanding with France but at the last moment the French Premier cancelled the
meetina. A few weeks later he was no longer Premier. The reasons for his
dismis;al were ostensibly connected with internal politics. In Paris, however!

ft was common knowledge that Britain alone was responsible for his fall. At
that ·time, Britain regar ded tbis man, who was a son of the people and an
ex-service man, as a potential danger, since it seemed as if he mi ght come
to an understanding with Adolf Hitler, who was also a son of the people and
an ex-service man. It would not do for Germany and France to come toge ther;
from the angle ol' British policy with its system of sowi ng discord between the
t wo nations, and profiling there !Jy, this would be quite inadmissibl e. When I
saw M. Daladier las t year in Mu nich and reminded him of this incident in 1933,
and pointed out to him how adv antageous such a meeting would have been in
pr omoting understanding between our two countries, be answered with a gesture
that spoke volumes: "You don't have to tell me that!" In spite of this, Germany
still made many further efforts since then to achieve an understanding with
France.
In this connection I ought to mention that, some time in 1933, I was present
when a member of the British Embassy in Paris reproached the French because
their Government had not yet waged a preventive war against Germany on
account of her re-armament. Britain, be said, bad done her utmost, but had been
unable to persuade the French Government to take this step.
An understanding with Britain bas always been the foundation for the
Fuebrer's foreign policy. As his collaborator in foreign affairs, I can assure
the world in general that, since January 30, 1933, be bas left nothing, absolutely
nothing, undone in bis endeavour to bring about this understanding. The sole
purpose of countless speeches, actions, and deeds of the Fuehrer, and of
countless journeys to England undertaken by me on the Fuehrer's instructions,
,was to achieve this end. All these were not just vague ideas, but concrete
proposals which, acting on the Fuehrer's instructions, I repeatedly laid before
the British Prime Minister or the Foreign Secret~ry or other men prominent in
politics.
The main points contained in these offers were as follows:
(1) An Anglo-Ge rman Naval Agreement at a ratio of 100 : 35.
(2) The permanent inviolability of the countries situated between Germany
and Great Britain, i. .e. Holland, Belgium an<l France.
(3) Respect of British interests throughout the world by Germany, and
respect of German interests in Eastern Europe by Britain.
(4) A close alliance between the two countries, under the terms of which
Germany would renounce any claim to armed assistance from Britain, but
would at any time on her part be prepared to place her fl eet an<l a certain number of divisions at the disposal of Britain for the defence of her
Empire.
Britain refus ed this offer, and has since then missed no opporhmity of
giving the Fuehrer to understa nd, through the medium of responsible British
Cabin et Ministers, politicians and Members of Parliament, as well as by the
press, that she do es not care for Germany's fri endship.
In spite of this the Fuehrer with unexampled persistence and tenacity
r enewed bis efforts, which were as, much the outcome of his personal sympathies
as of his convictions with regard to racial kinship. And only after he bad, again
and again, done all that was humanly possible, was be forced to accept the fa ct
tb al Britai n would have none of it. Naturally enough the Fuehrer then drew
the obvious conclusion from the British attitude, and from then on based
Germa ny's for eign policy on a sober realization of political actualities. In so doing
he attached special importance to the countries whose interests coincided with
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those or G·ermany. A rapprochement with these oountrles was sought, and thetr
fri endship secured. In this way true and sincere fr iendship arose belween
Germany on the on e band, and the Italian Empire in lh e Medite rran eau and
Japan in the Far East on the other hand. In the pas t, this fri endship has promoted the coincident interests ·Of these countries and it will in futur e prove
a valuab le gua ra ntee of an equitab le an d reasonable world order. The spi rit of
National Sociali sm and of Fascism and the personal friends hip between the
Fu ehrer an d· th e Duce were the decisive factors in this development.
Sovie t Russia has recently also joined the ranks of the states which are
friendly towards Germany. As the Fuehrer said in his last Reichstag speech,
the conclusion of the German-Russian Non-Aggression Pact, and later the
Friendship Pact, mea ri.t a complete change i:p German for eign policy. The previous
traditio nal fri endly relationship which brought the two great peoples such blessings and good fortune bas now been restored, and there is every reason to hope
that this fri endship will grow still closer. The living spaces of these two Powers,
like their natural requirements, border on each other, but th ey do not overlap.
Any territorial disputes between the two States are therefor e out of the question
for all time. The economic needs of the two countri es complement one another in
an almost ideal manner. We need many Russian raw materials, and the Soviet
Union can make use of most of Germany's industrial products. By means of
comprehensive agreements, this exchange is already in full swing and will increase
year by year. We shall probably soon reach the previous record turn-over. As
regards the inner structures of the two States. th ey are undoubtedly different.
Recent developments have shown, however, that, provided National-Socialist
Germany and Soviet Russia respect one anot.Jner's ideology - and both nations are
firmly determined to do this - th ey can certainly l'ive in neighbourly friend ship.
During my visits to Moscow as well as on my retu'rn to Germany, I noted with
sati sfaction to what extent the natural conditions favour able to a GermanRussian friendship have long been firmly , rooted in both these peoples. The
Non-Agression Pact and the Friendship Pact are to-day undoubtedly popular
with both peoples. It is really quite amazing to find to what remarkable lengths
British propaganda will go in order to conceal from tihe British public the
significance of the German-Russian rapprochement. Let me quote just a few
·
examples : When the Fuehrer sent me to Moscow in August, British propaganda said
that it was now the German Forei gn Minister's turn to cool his heels in Moscow
and to enjoy th e same experience as the British Mission wh ich had been there
for some months. Instead of which the Non-Aggression Pact was made public
before twenty-four hours bad passed!
While the conclllSion of the Non-Aggression Pact was still being discussed
in the Kremlin, British propaganda said that the prospective Pact would ind eed
be in the nature of a Non-Aggression Pact, but that .it would certainly not app ly
to Poland. Instead of that, an unconditional Non-Aggression Pact was signed,
involving extensive engagements as regards mutual consultation.
Later, when the victorious German troops marched into Poland, British
propaganda stated that the Russian Army would most certainly not take pa rt
in operations against Poland. Instead of that, the Russian troops mo ved into
Poland a few days taler along th e entire front and occupied Polish t erritory up
to the demarcation line previously agreed upon between Germany and Russia.
British propaganda then surpassed its~lf and told the world that the Russians,
far from advancing in cooperation with the Germans, were marching against

the German Army In Poland. Actually, the Frnntler and Friendship Treaty was
concluded in Moscow only a few days later. The bunglers responsible for British
propaganda should choose oth er subjects than !he Ge rman-Russian fri endship.
German-Russian relations have now been finally established on a clear basis,
and Germany and Soviet Russia are determined still further lo strengthen their
fri endly and neighbourly relations.
As far as Germany's relations with the United States of America are con- \
cerned, there is no possibility of any difference ever arising between the two
countries. On the contrary, Germany is precisely the country among all oth ers
which has most faithfully observed and respected the Monroe doctrine.
Germany has no interests to stand up for 'On the entire American continent,
unless it be to develop as extensive a trade as possible with all the nations
on that continent. It requires an almost morbid imagination to conceive of
any difference or dispute between the United States of America and Germany
which might ever lead to con!Iict between these two peoples. The German
has nothing against the American, and lhe American nothing against the
German. /Although British propaganda continually tries to ~ow the seeds of
discord between the Uniled States of America and Germany(. we in Germany
are firmly convinced that the common sense of the true Americ~n will gradually
see through this game and realize where his real interests lie, and that both
peoples will - in the long run -;- profit by mutual friendship. Britain of all
countries bas every reason to be extremely cautious in the use of this sort of
propaganda, for while Germany has always respected the Monroe doctrine, the
existence of the many British colonies, possessions, coaling-stations, naval bases,
etc. on the American continent, above all, this British war propaganda itself,
is a constant infringement of this doctrine and could at any time bring Britain
into most serious conflict with it. This has already been shown by Britain's
recent r eactions to the Panama decisions.
Fellow-countrymen, we now come to our opponents and to Great Britain's
war guilt.
Let me turn first to France: I believe that throughout the entire world there j,s
to-day not the slightest doubt that the French people did not want this war,
that the French people would sooner have peace to-day than to-morrow, and
that this war bas been forced upon them with unparalleled cunning, cynicism
and brutality on the part of Britain and her henchmen in Paris and in the
French Government.
As to · Great Britain, I have already given you a short survey of the policy
she bas pursued towards Germany since January 30, 1933, and I shall now lay
before you inconh·overtible proof that the present British Government has
for years been secretly planning and preparing this war against Germany.
. Last year's Munich Conference was hailed by part of the world as the great
peace achievement of the British Prime Minister, Mr. Chamberlain. There can be
no greater mistake. Let us try to visualize once more the situation which led to
Munich. The British Government had given the Czeoboslovakian Government to
understand that they would assist them against Germany, and had thereby made
a European crisis out of a problem which \vould have been settled overnight, had
it not been for British interference. Therefore, when later in Munich, Chamberlain
offered to assist in finding a fairly reasonable last-minute solution of this problem,
h e was actually only providing a partial atonement for his own blunder, which bad
oriQinally led to the crisis, and by which he had brotlght Europe almost to the
bri~ of war. But why did he do that? 'The answer is to be found in the first
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speech which Mr. Chamberlain made alter returning to London, carrying Jn ons
hand the olive branch of peace, whi le wi th Lbe oth er he presented the British
nation with a gigantic arnian1enls programme. In other words, Mr. Chamberlain,
who had hoped by threats o[ war to di suade Ger)ll any from insisting on her just
demands !'or th e liberation of her Sude ten Germans, did not carry out hi s threat
for tbe simple rea ·on that Britain's armaments were not up to war. standards.
Thus Chamberlain did not come to Munich to prevent war, but only to postpone
the war already decided upon by the British Government.
Everybody knows that for yea rs a systematic campaign of agitation has been
openly waged in Britain against everything Germ an, that preparations of all
kinds were made for a coming wa r - I need only remind you of the institution
of a Blockade Ministry more than two yea"3 ago, as recently ad mitted by Mr.
Chamberlain. During the winter of 1938/ 39, however, this campaign increased in
~n be n sity in a truly appalling ma nn er. The Briti sh as a nation, who would really
prefer to be on friendly terms with th e German people, were quite openly, by
every means of propaganda and actually with the support of the Governm ent,
imbued by the British war-mongers with a feeling of panic and hatred against
Germany. I could cite countlesslexampl es of this systematic propaganda campaign.
So much for propaganda. The aim of the British Government, however,
was now obviously to bring reat Britain diplomatically and politically into
such irreconcilable . opp.ositio.n
Germany that it would be possible for the
Government, at their d1scre t10n to start a war against Germany at whatever
moment seemed propitious to hem. This would have to be done in such a
i:n!!nner that the war-mongers tha t form ed the British Government, would
not have to hold back under pressure of their own people ; that is 'to say,
it was necessary to find a pr etex t which ·would allow the British -Government
to make the grounds for war appear so compelling that every Englishman
should fr.el that to yield would be incompatible with the prestige of bis country.
By the guarantee to Poland, Mr. Chamb erlain tried to create such a situation.
That this guarantee was only a pretext is quite obvious from the recent
ofri ciat declaration of the British Government in Parliament that the guarantee
was aimed solely agains t Germany. Great Britain was not concerned with
seeing that the Polish State was not harmed, but merely with the potential
military assistance that country mi ght supply against Germany.
By this guarantee, which pledged her to give immediate and unlimited
support to Poland, Britain abandoned the age-old foundation of her continental
policy. Whereas in 1936 even such an admitted Germano-phobe as Sir Austen
Chamberlain had declared tha t Britain would not move a finger for the
Polish Corridor, and emphasized that Britain bad no interest in the Corridor
his ~rother now mor tgaged Britain's anned assistance for this capital injustic~
comniitted agains t Ger many at Versailles. This policy, which at first wouid
appear insane, can only be understood as the expression of Great Britain·s
consistent de termination untler all circumstances, and in the not too distant
future, to provide herself with a pretext for striking . at Germany. The
consequences of this coolly calculated British policy were quick to appear, and
you, my fellow-countrymen of Danzig, have had more than your share of them.
The Poles set out on an orgy of megalomania. Here :o:gain the real intentions
of British policy showed up. Instead of advising Poland' to come to terms
which would have been quite easy for the British Government, and which wa~
still possible, we know to-day that Britain did not warn Poland to keep quiet
but rather positively goaded her .oi;i to aggressive action.
'
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'Furtner
evidence of tne unshakeable deslre ot the British Government to bcro to
•
war agamst Germany will be found in the sequence of events during the last
few days before tbe outbrrak of the war. On September 2, the Italian Ambas.sador in Berlin handed over a message from Signor Muss9lini according t<>
which Italy still had the pOS?ibility to arrange for a peaceful settlement of _the
Polish conI!ict. On the same day the Havas News Agency published the assent
of the French Government lo this Italian Peace Plan. Although Germany also
assented, the plan was refused in the course of the afternoon by a declaration
of the British Foreign Secretary, Lord Halifax. It is indeed shattering proof of
his bad conscience that Mr. Chamberlain, the British Prime Minister, bas the
face to accuse Germany of torpedoing the Mussolini Peace Plan.
However, the British GovernrnE¥tt showed their true face and their determination to destroy the German people, when they refused the generous peace
offer which the Fuehrer made to Britain in his .speech before the Reichstag on
October 6, and through their speaker - the British Prime Minister, Mr. Chamberlain - replied with insults which aroused profound indignation throughout
the German people.
Every level-headed person must ask himself: what is the real reason for this
unscrupulous British policy which actually borders on madness?
British war-mongers maintain that Germany is striving for world domination.
This statement in itself is a deliberate falsehood, and a stupid one at that, for ·
every school-boy to-day knows that there no longer is such a thing as world
dominalion\,and that it is hardly likely that there will ever again be one; but
coming froili the British this claim is nothing but a piece ot insolence. For
while 46 million British own 40 million square kilometres, that is a quarter
of the earth's surfaee, Germany has for, her 80 million inhabitants only
approximately 800,000 square kilometres. While Britain can call 611 dominions,
colonies, protectorates, dependencies and mandated territories her own, Germany
bas, to-day, no colonial possessions whatsoever. If I were to read out to you a
list enumerliting the peoples dominated hy Britain, I should have to keep you
here for at least an hour longer. In India, for example, apart from the 290 million natives in the various provinces of the colony, there are 562 Indian
principalities under British sovereignty. There is no region on earth where the
British flag is not flown in opposition to the will of the peoples concerned, or
where the path of British Imperialism is not marked by violence, despoliation
and lies. In this manner incalculable riches have been stored up by Great
Britain in the course of the centuries. Only Britain can therefore be reproacheq
with striving for world-domination, such an accusation against Germany is
impudent, or rather, simply preposterous, especially if it comes from an
Englishman.
The Fuehrer has repeatedly and explicitly defined the strictly limited aims of
Germany's foreign policy. They may be summarized in a few words: to safeguard
the li.fe anti future of the German people within its natural living space; to secure
for each German citizen an adequate standard of living and to enable him to
develop his cultural life. The British Government is fighting for the capitalistic
interests and luxuries of the upper class while the working masses are
struggling day in, day out for tbeir existence and social betterment. The aim of
the National-Socialist Government, on the other hand, is to ensure daily bread
for each of their 80 million fellow-countrymen. But it is precisely this most
fundamental right of any nation that Britain is opposing.
And what is the result of these six-and-a-half years of German foreign policy?
The process of consolidating the German Reich in Europe has now been
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completed. The wrongs contained in the Treafy of Versailles Ilave been righted',
Owing to the reorganization of Eastern Europe, Germany has sufficient space for
many generations of settlers, and she is at present eudeavouring to gather and
unite within that space all those small scattered groups of German descent in
Europe, for whom re-settlement is possible.
Germany is thus creating orderly and final ethnographic conditions and fronti ers,
and by this large-scale re-settlement removing the possibility of futare conflict.
The frontiers of the Reich to the North, East, South and West are nciw finally
established. As the Fuehrer repeated in his last speech in the Reichstag, Germany
has no claims on France and Britain, with the exception of the restitution
of Germany's former colo!l'ial possessions, that is to say, that field for colonial
activ ity which is generally accepted as the due of a Great Power. The folly of
the Treaty of Versailles has been wiped out and stable conditions have been
established in Eu.rope. That is nobody's work but the Fuehrer's.
The very moment when all the conditions necessary for the es1ablishment
of an enduring European peace ar·e fulfilled, has been chosen by the British
Government to start a war of life and death between the British and the
German peoples. In so doing, the British Government are playing a drangerous
game with the future of their Empire. If the British Government continue in
thi s policy which, when we bear in mind the interests of the British people as
well as those of all mankind, can only be described as criminal, they will go
down in history as the grave-diggers<tif the British Empire. Tbat such a development would be in the interest neither of the German nor of the British nation,
is apparently of no importance to this small clique of unscrupulous gamblers
and narrow-minded doctrinaires, w]J_o with unparalleled d·ilettantism aTe lead ing
their people into the abyss. When the British Ambassador visited me for the
last time early in September, my parting words to him were that it would one
day be recorded in the annals of world-history as a historic farce that Britain,
alLhough she had not the slightest conflicting interest with Germany, declared
war on the very man who had made an understanding with Great Br.Hain his
political creed.
But Mr. Chamberlain would not have it ot)lerwise. From his last speech in the
House of Commons, in which, with a mixture of artlessness, British arrogance and
schoolmaster-like self-sufficiency he rejected the Fuehrer's offer, I should like to
pick out one single point which will reveal the utter falsity, hypocrisy and dilettantism of t be present British Government. I refer to the assertion that Germany
and her Fuehrer broke faith and that it is therefore no longer possible to trust
a single word Germany says.
We have repeatedly bad to listen to such statements from the mouths of inane
British chatterers. They are incapable of rendering mankind any useful service.
All the more desperate are their efforts to criticise, with their limited range of
vision, events &nd developments which agitate nations and Whose inherent cause
and outward manifestation their chicken-brains are utterly incapable of grasping.
It is a different matter, however, when the leading statesman of the British
Empire bas the audacity to make a statement which is not only without foundation but which he himself most certainly does not believe. When one considers
w'hat the Fuehrer has done to consolidate European conditions, this accusation
of broken faith coming from a British Cabinet Minister is not only the height of
hypocrisy, but, above and beyond that, a piece of crass stupidity, It i•s obvious
tha l the personality of the Fuehrer, which is unique in history, is far removed
from the reach of the ridiculous attacks of a British Member of Parliament. I
1
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can only repeat the words spoken by the Fu ~hrer in hi s last speech befor e the
R.eichstag, when he said that the judgment one day to be passed on him b y
1~1story would not, thank God, be dictated by miserabl e scr ibblers, but by h is
life's work. But behind this British r eproach of alleged breach of fa ilh on the
part of our Fuehrer lurks a mean scheming purpose wh ich is typically British.
Th e object of letting th e ,,Honourable" British Parliam ent de fame the Fuehrer
is to estrangfl the upright and decent Germ an people fro m thei r Leader. But
in this resp ect the members oI the Brilish ParU ament have made one more
flagrant mistake, for to-day the German nation is Adoll Hitler1 and Adolf
Hitler is the German nation. Mr. Chamberlain'<> accusalion of a br e ach of faith
therefore affects every one th ese 80 million Germans. You p eople of
Danzig too form part of those 80 millions, and I ask yo u : Do you
feel that you have broken your word? Nol Then let me to-night be your
spokesman, as well as spokesman for all the 80 milli ons, and let me inform
Mr. Cham~erlain: The German nation has not only appr oved, but enthusias tically accla11ned every step and every aclion th eir Fuehrer has tak en to liberate
them from the fetters of the Treaty of Versaill es, and th ey take strong exception once and for all to such British insolence: Furtherm or e we absolutely
dispute the right of Great Britain as perpetrator of th e e~ils o'r the Ver sailles
Treaty to ,,pass judgment" on any action undertak en by Germany and the
German Government in recent years.
,
Now that we are discussing breach of faith, I can state this as th e unanimous
opinion of the German people: the greatest breach of fa ith of all time was
perpetrated against the. German people in 1919 after the armistice was declared.
Great Britain instigated this breach of faith, as prominent Br·itons have been
forced to admit. To prove to you that no British statesman has th e right ever
to utter the words ,,breach of faith" - if he were wi se h e woul d take good
care never to let them pass his lips - I will now lay befo re you a few instances
drawn from the recent history of the British Empire.

Example I: In the Treaty of London of 1915, Great Britain promised Italy,
in the event of an extension of British and French possessions in Turkey, Asia
or Africa after the end of the War, that she should r ecei ve corresponding
compensation in the Near East and in Africa. But what did Great Britain
actually do? She broke her word to Italy in th e most disgraceful manner, and
subsequently tried to console her with a few thorny thickets in the deser t of
Juba Land. It was left to the genius <if the Dn ce, acting once again in violent
opposition to Great Britain, to procure these compensati ons fo r Italy in 1936
by virtue of his own might. This is a case of flagrant breach of faith on th e
part of Great Britain!
Example 2: In 1915, the British Government, speaking thr ough the medium
of the British High Commissioner in Egypt, promised th e Ar ahs to create a n
Arab State which was to include all Arab territori es and also Palestine. But
what did Great Britain do? The independent Arab State was not fo unded,
and the famous British Colon el Lawrence, who had · won ove r the Arabs for
Great Britain during th e War, am! had pledg ed his word lo them on behalf
of Great Britain, resi gned his commi ssion on account of this !)reach of good
faith on the part of his cotrnlry's Government. Jn thi s ca!<e. Brita in's treachery
was twofold, for, despite the pl edge aiven to th e Arabs, Arabian Palesti ne was
promised to the Jews on the basis of the Balfou r Declaration whi le war was
still in progress. By this promise to the Jews, Great Britain intended to win
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over influential Jews to persuade tlie Unfted States of America to come into
the war against Germany. Thus the British Government broke their word
twice!
Example 3: On August 20, 1917, during the Great War, the British Government.
promised India complete self-goverument and the same status as the other British
Dominions. But what did 0 real Britain do? This promise, too, was shamefully
broken, and llldia to-day, twenty years after the War, und er a thin cloak of empty
sham concessions, is nothing more than she was before - a British Colony! Here
you have another case of British perfidy!
A few days ago, so the press informs us, Great Britain renewed ·her promise
ol self-government to India. We can safely assume that this promise will also be
broken.
Examvle ef,; During the Great War, the British Empire of its own accord incurred enormous debts for war-supplies in the United States of America, subject
to explicit and precise promises of repayment. What did Great Britain do?
Great Britain simply broke this contract, and did not pay her debts nor has
she the slightest intention of paying this sum of ten milliards in the future,
instead, she is already crying out to the United States for credits and assistance,
and for the delivery of war-supplies· to be used once more aaainst Germany.
To-day again, as in the Great War, unscrupulous persons ar~ eager to earn
their .pound of flesh by such credits. It will be interesting to see whether the
Amencan people, who were then forced to shoulder the British war debt will
be equally inclined tO" burden themselves to-day with new and wholly sen~eless
sacrifices for the benefit of a few parasites, and to see their standard of Ii ving
lowered.
Ex mnvle 5: On September 30, 19118, Mr. Chamberlain, at his own urgent
request, signed an agreement with the Fuehrer which was an expression of
the desire felt by both countries never again to wage war against one another.
But what. did Mr. Chamberlain do? Mr. Chamberlain has broken this agreement.
Only a few days after concluding it, he permitted the most unbridled antiGerman war agitation to break out in London, he preached rearmament in
every possible form, himself participated in the agitation, and, as a direct breach
o1 the Munich Agreement, declared war on Germany on September 3, 1939.
These examples of British perfidy are selected from recent times. But, in
actual fact, every stage in the development of the British Empire during the la;-L
few centuries is marked by countless cases of qreach of faith. It is not wirif
r eason that the popular saying "Perfidious Albion" has found an echo throug·."c
the whole world! Almost two hundred years ago, Frederick the Great, whe",,
he was traitorously deserted by the English in the Seven Years' War, sp()ke
the following words: "To break faith with an ally, to concoct plots such as none
of his enemies could devise, to work zealously for his deatruction, to betray
him and sell him, in other words, to murder him dastardly, - evil deeds such
as these, black and reprehensible actions such as these - there you have
England!"
More far-reaching in its consequences than this accusation against the German
p eople, which seems childish coming, as it does, from a British .Cabinet Minister,
is th e political significance of Mr. Chamberlain's speech. Every word that
Mr. Chamberlain ultered in U1e House of Commons on Oclober 12, proves that
a yawning abyss li es b etween the generous and far-sighted attitude of the
Fuehrer and the materialistic slubbomness of Mr. Chamberlain. It is true that
Mr. Chamberlain speaks of peace, but his peace means nothing but "Back to
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Versailles, down with National Socialism". Such a peace would mean the perpetuation of discord, strife and disorder in Europe, and the annihilation of the
German people. Mr. Chamberlain may do his utmost; those days will never
return and the idea of annihilating a nation of 80 millions is worthy of a Don
Quixote.
The Fuehrer's historic offer of peace, made before the Reichstag, was not
only not understood by Mr. Chamberlain, but following his previous mistaken
policy towards Germany with rare consistency, be bas again made precisely that
mistake which be should not have made, and against which the Fuehrer uttered
an explicit warning in his speech. For Mr. Chamberlain !LCtually interpreted
the Fuehrer'& offer as an indication of Germany's weakness. Completely misunderstanding its high ethical value, and the eminence from which the Fuehrer
made his offer of peace to Great Britain, in order to prevent utterly senseless
bloodshed for the nations, Mr. Chamberlain bas now finally refused to grasp
Germany's outstretched hand of peace. By so doing, the British Prime Minister
has taken upon himself a grave responsibility in the eyes of the world, and
at the same time has shown afresh that, whatever Germany were to do, Great
Britain is determined to wage this war against Germany.
Germany bas accepted this British challenge. The German nation is now
resolved to wage this war, which has been forced on it by the British warmongers, and .not to lay down arms until the security of the German Reich
in Europe is assured, and guarantees have been given that a similar attack
on the German people is precluded for all time. The British Prime Minister
has proclaimed the removal of the German Government. I will refrain from
proclaiming the removal of the British Government and their wire-pullers, for
I am absolutely convinced that in the future course of events the British people,
who were goaded into this war against Germany by the British war-mongers
contrary to their own will, will see to that of their own accord. The fate of
Poland has shown what dire results the provocation of Germany can bring.
Mr. Chamberlain and those who share with him the responsibility for this .
war may then perhaps have their eyes opened. They will then one day have
time and leisure to reflect whether they were well advised when they interpreted the German peace offer as a sign of weakness, rejected it, and in its
place challenged Germany to battle.
. The German people, welded. by National-Socialism into a solid block of steel,
ib~f!d united behind their Leader, while in front of the .Reich there stands
·ub day a glorious Army and Air Force, and a Navy which has gained for itself
yesh laurels. Fully consdous that right is on her side, and that up to the end
she did everything in her power to avoid this utterly senseless war which was
forced upon her, Germany will fight this war to the finish, backed by the
tremendous impetus of the whole nation. That this decisive struggle for the
future of the German nation can only end in a great German victory is assured
for us by our own strength and by our faith in the man who is the embodiment
of our highest ideals in the world Our Fuehrer!

