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Dimitrov, van der Lubbe, Goering. These are the characters, the main 
characters of the Reichstag fire trial. Goering the Nazi Minister; van der 
Lubbe, the scapegoat hireling; Dimitrov, the Communist revolutionary. 
Of the others there is little to say. They were accused, and they were 
defended. 

Dimitrov did not defend" himself; he attacked. Repeatedly, until the 
very end of the triel he demanded his right to bring counsel from abroad 
to appear on his behalf. To the end, his demands were refused by the 
court. In his last summing up to the court, he applied again, and failed 
again. , 

"I have no personal mistrust of Dr. Teicher" said Dimitrov 
of the German lawyer who assisted him in the preparation of his 
defence, "but in the present conditions in Germany I cannot have 
the necessary confidence in his official defence. For this rea
son I am attempting to defend myself . . . I do not wish to offend 
my party comrade Torgler, particularly as, in my opinion, his 
defending counsel has already offended him enough, but as far 
as I am concerned, I woidd sooner be sentenced to death by this 
court though innocent, than be acquitted by the sort of defence 
put forward by Dr. Sack (for Torgler.)" 

This statement is more than just the measure of the man; it is the spirit 
in which his defence was conducted. And it was the defence he conducted 
for himself that set Dimitrov apart from the other accused, and turned the 
Reichstag Fire Trial forever into 'Dimitrov's Case.' 

It is not the intention of this article to describe the course of the case. 
Aided by Dimitrov, lawyers for Torgler, Tanev and Popov stripped the veil 
of lies from the state case, revealing the fabricated evidence, the perjured 
evidence, the blatant lies on which the state prosecution relied. But Dimi
trov went further; there, in the heart of Hitler Germany, in the Nazi court
room where his life was at stake, Dimitrov exposed the nature of German 
fascism and defended the cause to which he had given his life. 

Let the words of his last speech to the court speak for themselves. 

"/ am no lawyer appearing before this court in the tvay of his 
profession. I am defending myself, an accused Communist; I 
am defending my political honour, my honour as a revolution-

18 



ary; I am defending my Communist ideology, my ideals, the con
tent and significance of my tvhole life. 

". . . I have often been reproached that I do not take the 
highest court in Germany seriously. That is absolutely unjusti
fied. It is true that the highest law for me is the programme of 
the Communist International; that the highest coiirt for me is 
the Control Commission of the Communist International. But 
to me as an accused man the Supreme Court of the Reich is some
thing to be considered in all seriousness . . . / can say with an 
easy conscience that everything which I have stated to this 
court and everything xohich I have spoken to the public is the 
truth. 

* * * 

" . " » . / have not only been roundly abused by the press . . -
but my people have also, through me, been characterised as sav
age and barbarous. I have been called a suspicious character 
from the Balkans, and a wild Bulgarian. I cannot allow such 
things to pass in silence. It is true that Bulgarian fascism is 
savage and barbarous. But the working class, the peasants and 
the culture of Bulgaria are neither savage nor barbarous . . . A 
people which lived for five hundred years under a foreign yoke 
without losing its language and its national character, a people 
of workers and peasants who have fought and are fighting Bul
garian fascism — such a people is not savage and barbarous. 
Only fascism in Bulgaria is savage and barbarous. But I ask 
you, in what country does not fascism bear these qualities . . .? 

* * * 

". . . The direction of this trial has been determined by the 
theory that the burning of the Reichstag was an act of the Ger
man Communist Party, of the Communist International . . . to 
be a signal for an armed Communist insurrection, a beacon for 
the overthrotv of the present German Constitution. . . . This 
hypothesis shoivs that the enemies of Communism do not knoto 
much about Communism. . .. In February 1933 the Communist 
Party was faced with the threat of suppression, the Communist 
press had been prohibited and the destruction of the Party as a 
legal organisation tvas momentarily expected. These things the 
Communist Party knew tvell.... The German Communist Party 
was tvell aware of the fact that although the Communist Parties 
of many other lands were illegal, they nevertheless continued to 
exist and carry on their activities . . . Anyone with a critical 
faculty cart appreciate the importance of this phenomenon. Given 
the necessary situation the German Communist Party can still 
carry out a successful revolution. The experience of the Russian 
Communist Party proves this. Despite its illegality and the vio
lence of the persecution to tvhich it tvas subjected, that Party 
toon over the working class in the end and came to potver'at its 
head. 
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The leaders of the German Communist Party could not pos
sibly think that with the suppression of their Party all would be 
lost; that at any given moment the question was notv or never; 
that the alternative was insurrection or extirpation. The lead
ers.of the German Communist Party could not have entertained 
such foolish thoughts. Naturally they kneiv perfectly well that 
illegality tuould mean tremendous losses, that it would mean self-
sacrifice and heroism; but they also knew that the revolutionary 
strength of the Party tuould grow again, and that one day it 
tuould be able to accomplish its final tasks successfully. For 
these reasons the possibility of the Communist Party seeking to 
indulge in any hazards at any moment must be rigorously ex
cluded. The Communists fortunately are not so near-sighted as 
their opponents; neither do they lose their heads in difficult 
situations. • . . 

* * * 

» 

". . . The Communist International . . . is a world Party, not 
a mere organisation of conspirators. Such a world Party doe>' 
not play with insurrection and revolution. Such a Party cannot 
officially say one thing to its millions of adherents and at the 
same time in secret do exactly the opposite . . . Such a Party 
proceeds with all seriousness and with a full awareness of its 
responsibility when it approaches the millions of the proletariat 
and when it adopts its decisions concerning tactics and immedi
ate tasks. It does not go in for double book-keeping . . . Mass 
work, mass activity, mass opposition and the united front — no 
adventurism — these are the elements of Communist tactics. 

* * * 

"Van der Lubbe has by no means told the truth in this court 
and he remains persistently silent . . . Whilst this fool van der 
Lubbe was carrying out his clumsy attempts at arson in the cor
ridors and cloak-rooms, were not other unknown persons prepar
ing the conflagration in the Sessions Chamber?" (At this mo
ment, van der Lubbe began to laugh silently, his whole frame 
shaken with spasms of laughter). 

"The unknown accomplices made all the preparations for the 
conflagration and, then disappeared, without a trace. Now this 
stupid fool, this miserable Faust is here in the dock, while Mephi-
stopheles has disappeared . . . What is van der Lubbe? A Com
munist? Inconceivable! An Anarchist? No! He is a declassed 
worker, a rebellious member of the scum of society. He is a 
misused creature who has been played off against the working 
class. No Communist, no anarchist anywhere in the world would 
conduct himself in court as van der Lubbe has done . . . If a 
Communist had done anything of this sort he tuould not remain 
silent knotuing that four innocent men stood in the dock along-
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side him. Van der Lubbe is no Communist. He is no anarchist. 
He is the misused tool of fascism." 

* * * 

''. . . The Public Prosecutor has proposed that the Bulgarian 
accused should be acquitted for lack of proof. I dissent from 
that proposal. It is not enough; it would not completely clear 
us from suspicion. The truth is that this trial has proved con-
clusively thai we had absolutely nothing whatsoever to do tvith 
the fire, and that there is not the slightest ground to entertain 
further suspicions against us. We Bulgarians, and Torgler too, 
must all be acquitted, not for lack of proof, but because we, as 
Communists, neither have nor could have anything to do with an 
anti-Communist deed. . . The elucidation of the Reichstag fire 
and the identification of the real incendiaries is a task which will 
fall to the people's Court of the future proletarian dictatorship. 

"When Galileo was condemned he declared: liE pur si 
muove!" ('And yet it moves') No less determined than old 
Galileo was Communists declare today: *E pur si muove!' The 
wheel of history moves on towards the ultimate, inevitable, irre
pressible goal of Communism . . ." 

At this point, the judge ordered Dimitrov to be removed from the court. 
In his absence, a verdict of 'Not Guilty' was brought in against the four 
Communists. Two months later, Dimitrov was taken from his prison cell, 
and removed under escort to the Soviet Union. 

And there in January, 1934, on his arrival in Moscow, he set the seal of 
the Reichstag fire. 

"The trial" he told the thousands gathered to greet him "was a provoca
tion, just as the burning of the Reichstag was a provocation. The trial 
was intended to conceal the incendiaries. The object was to shift the 
blame on to other people. But in accordance with the laws of dialetctic, 
the laws of the class struggle of the proletariat, the trial turned into its 
opposite. The anti-Communist trial was transformed into a magnificent 
anti-fascist demonstration and a shameful fiasco for fascism . . . . A year 
has passed, and although Fascist Germany — one single prison — is isolat
ed from the whole world, there is no one today in German who believes that 
the Communists set fire to the Reichstag. Even among the simple rank 
and file of the National Socialist Party there are many who are convinced 
that the Reichstag fire was the work of the fascist leaders." 

Georgi Dimitrov lived to become the first Prime Minister of the Bul
garian People's Republic. He died in 1950, amidst the love and esteem 
of his fellow-men. His accusers. Hitler, Goering and their gang, perished 
miserably, despised and hated by humanity, convicted by the world of 
horrible crimes beyond number. For the flames that the Nazis had started 
in 1933 at the Reichstag spread to the furnaces at Auschwitz and Maidanek, 
where humans were roasted; to the streets of London and Stalingrad, War
saw and Coventry. They were only extinguished when Berlin and all Ger
many were cauterised by fire and cannon. 

Even today a spark of the evil and destructive fire kindled by the Nazis 
still Fmouldcrs and splutters in some other far-away corner of the world. 


