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DEPARTMENT OF
HFZ.LTH, CDUCATICON, AND WELFARE
FCOD AND DRUG AT1;IN1STR/TZON
WASHINGTOK 25, D.C.

June - 1 1956

Decar Mr, Crombie:
}
This will reply to your letter of May 26, 1056, rcoucsting
inforration as to the outcome of the recent criminal presecution
ageinst Dr, Wilhelm Reieh and others on cortempt of the injunction.

On May 7. 1956, a Fedcral jury et Po: *tlard, Maine, Touad
Dr. Wilhelm Reich, Dr, Michael Siivert, and the U*llclm Reich

F‘nnnri +'|f\ﬂ f"11l +\.l' Af nrimiral Aamsrteiimt A Aansrd Ar Aalareao 0
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leging that tth failed to comply wlth the injunctlion,

Judge George C. Sweency, Chief Judge of the Federal Court,
Boston, Massachusetis, rronounced sontence in this case on Muy 45,
195b at Portlend as follovs:

Wilhelm Reich, M, D. - two years in lail;
Michnel} Silvert, M. D, - ouc yrur and one day in jail;
$lO OUO fine ageinct the Wilhelm Rzich Foundation.

The couwrt continucd *the bail of £215,000 for cach of the
personal defendants on condition that they inredistely coase
distributing Orgorﬂ Enﬁrgy Azcumulators and the micbronded 14t-
erature, If they f-il to¢ cease or Lrotions, trey were ws=rned by
the court that the bail will be conccled ond they will be com-
mitted, Defendants have £ilzd a motion to angenl the cosc to
the U. S, Court of Appecls for the Firct Circuilt at Boston,

In an earlicr sertencing o Mzy 7, 1957, Judgs Sweency
also fired two of these detendarnts urd pssocliotes who had pre-
vioucly becn found guilty of contempt of his court =s follows
for failurc to appeur as ordsred for the trinl:

Wilhelm P.oich, M. D, - $500
Michoel Silvert, M. D, - 32300

Thomas Mangrovite - 3100
Camile Thruston - %25
Miriam Sheppard -3 25
Parker-Broeg (on plea

of nolo) -3 15

The fines involving contempt of Judne Sweeney's court were immedi-
ately peid, e - .

Sincerely yours,

K. L. Milstend
Director ¢f Fegul:tory Menogamont

Enclosure .
Cdrivwn~A TewrmnY mem -
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+ DIRECTOR, FBI (105=-11L61) ‘ DATE: B8/27/56
REGISTERED MAIL
/ﬂnw i SAC, BOSTON (100~22860) =

-&v “H wmmm REICH FQUNDATION
U MISCELLANEOUS « INFORMATION CONCERNING
(ESPIONAGE)

On July 29, 1956, Mr, WILI.IM! MOISE of the Orgone Institute, Rangeley,
Maine, 'belephonica.lly contactéd the Boston fice, Mr., MOISE stated
that he was calling in behalf of Dr. WILHEIM\REICH, Director of the
Orgone Institute, and sald that Dr, REICH was\anxious to speak with an
Agent of the F,B,J. concerning alleged sspionage informstion which he
wished to make known to the F-B.I.

On July 30, 19ﬁ| Drl REICH and Mr, MOISE were interviewed at Rangeley,
Maine, by SA " At that time MOISE and REICH stated that

Dr, REICH had become the center of an international conspiracy against
his work in the field of Orgone research. They explained that Dr, REICH
is the discoverer of Orgone energy which they described as the energy of
life, They stated that it is their feeling that the Orgone Institute
research is of vital importance to the welfare of the United States and
that a campaign is being waged against that organization by uninown and
unidentified forces abroad which they firmly believe to be Russia and
other totalitarian states, They stated that people are constantly
appearing at the Institute to spy under the guise of asking for directions
ard also by directing commnications to the Institute, requesting
literature describing the Imstitutels work, They stated that these
visitations and letters appear to be immocuous but that they are, in fact,
a system of spying and obtaining information about the research being
conducted at the Orgone Institute, Dr. REICH stated that the individunls
who stop at the Institute and those that write in are innocent “victims"
of the "foreces" abroad who control these individuals by the force of
COSMiC energy.

Dr. REICH and Mr. MOISE were unable to furnish any specific informatiod!
concerning any attempted espionage or other information in which the |
Bureau has jurisdiction. '

Dr. REICH and Mr, MOISE were advised that should they obtain any infor-
mation bearing on the internal security of the United States or in any
other matter in which the Bureau has investigative interest, they should
immediately communicate with the nea.rest office of the F oBele

/ & 72 ' au (1o;-n1;61)(m§)ECODR&EEDD- “4 ) *
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Following this interview Dr, REICH has since made several telephone calls
to the Resident Agency at Augusta, Maine, and has also called the Boston
Offices In addition, he has directed some written communications to the
Resident Agency at Augusta, Maine, all of which pertain to the abave
information,

This information is being brought to the attention of the Bureau,
inasmach as it is felt that Dre. REICH 1s a mental case and the possibilit i

axists that he may at some time in the fut direct commnicatiens to

the Di!‘ec'f-or.

l

alw



X > — AT
et B S, Y NPT et e ey

L 4 ot | N YT g mr e e 4 e = .

o

OFF ICE OF DIRECTOR
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTCL

Mr. Tolson
Mr. Kicho
Mr. Boardmdn
-Mr. Belmont
Mr. Mohr
Mr. Parsons
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Tamr
Mr. Trotter
Mr, Jones

————

Hr. Kease!”™ -
Tele, Room __

Mr. Holloma:-.

Miss Holmes

Miss Gandy
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Supreme Court of the United States
October Term, 1956

WwseLm Reicud, Tue Winarlm Reicn Fouxpatiox and

MicuagL SpVERT,

v.

Petitioners,

UXITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Respondent,

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORAR! TO
S

THE UNITED STAT

N - W N X T e ey s T ey

ES COURT OF APPEAL

FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT

Washington
Jan. 10, 1957

WiLseLm Reien, M. D.
Counsel for the

Eldh ey ¥

iscovery of the Cosmic Life Encrgu

Orgonon, Rangeley, Alaine

Pro Se

le" BAR PRLES. INC., B4 LAFAYETTE STRETT. NEW YORK 18, W, Y. = WA 58432
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Supreme Court of the United States
October Term, 1956 i}

No. ... ...

et~ — Y e

WmaeLs Recn, T Winnetm Reien Fouxpatios and
MicuaeL SiLverr,
Petitioners,
v,

Ux1rep STATES OF AMERICa,
Respondent.

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FIRST CIRCUIT

Petitioners above named pray that a writ of certiorari
issue to review a deecision and judgment of the United
Btates Court of Appecals for the First Circuit which
affirmed judgments of the Unifed States Distriet Court
for the District of Maine, Southern Division, entered on
May 25, 1956 (R. 534-541).

For background and reientific development of Wilhelm
Reich, sec Appendix page 11a.
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The petitioner Silvert is a licensed physician who has
employed the principles of Orgonomy in the treatment of
patients and worked with Reich among other physicians
and scientists in recent years in the development of cosmie

energy experiments. .
The Wilbelm Reich Foundatlion ® was established and

incorporated in the State of Maine as a non-profit organi-
zation under Chapter 50 of revised statutes,

Both the Wilhelm Reich Foundation and Michael
Silvert have agreed to adopt as their own the petition and
argument of Willielm Reich. The JFoundation was sus-
pended in 1954 and dissolved December 31, 1935.

* The purposes of said corporation were:

1. To conduct research and teaching in cosnic orgone cnergy
(orgonie physics, orgone biophysics), and natural science generaily,
its medical, technical, other and all future applications;

2. To establish, operate and maintain laboratories and observa-
tories for scientific purposes;

3. To estahlish, operate and maintain clinics and hospitals for
orgonomic medical research and medical orgonc therapy

4. To establish, operate and maintain educational institutions;

5. To establish, operate and maintain bio-energetic research in
agriculture ;

6. To acquire and preserve the instruments, hbrary and archives
of Willielm Reich;

7. To preserve the discoveries of Willielm Reich and secure them
for posterity by the establishment of institutions of learning, main-
tenance of museunms or otherwise;

8. To publish any material concerning the discoveries and work
of Wilhehn Reich; and all future work of the corporation based on
these discoveries. {Orgone Energy Bulletin, 1951, burned on Court

order, August, 1956.)
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OPINIONS BELOW .

The United States Court of Appeals for the First
Circuit delivered an opinion by Woodbhury, Circuit Judge.
That opinion has not yet heen reported and ix printed as
an appendix to this petition. (Sce p. 1a.) There was 10
opinion in the District Court.

JURISDICTION

The judement of the Courl of Appeals was dated, niude
and entered on December 11, 1956, (See p. 9a.) The juris-
dietion of this Court is invoked under 28 U, 8. C. 1234 (1),
62 Stat. 928,

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

A. Whother the responsihle eitizen has, In a self-zov-
erning society, within the framework of the Constitution
of the T. 8. A, 1he natural eivie rieht toignove an unlaefid
court order, if this order diveets him to hreak into a =afe;
to violate the Constitution of the UL 8. A.; to lic under onth;
or to submit to a comnereial and political conspivacy tn
defrand the U. 8. publie of a discovery crucial during a
planetary cmergency.

R i o nLEA D O .
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B. Basic Statutory Questions Involved in Setting
Legal Precedent:

1. GENERAL: Whether congressional statutes, well
defined to rule a certain eivetmseribed realm of rocial
functioning (A), may be lawfully applied to realm (B), a

) new realm of nature, alko eireumscribed and defined, but
entirely different from (A)?

II. CONCRETELY: Whether stafutes which rule the
funectioning of railway svstems may be lawlully applied

to the functioning of air travel syvstems! Or are rules

which govern air travel legally applicable te future space

travel?

I11. SPECIFICALLY: Whether the Act of Congress
(Pure Food Act, 52 Stat. 1043, 21 U. =, (), which rules the
production and distribution of foods and drugs, may be

applied to basic scieutific researclh in general, amd research
in the realm of the “ETHER? or ¢ COSMIUC ENXERGY™
in particular?

€. 1. Whether injunctions against bhasic secientific re-

gearch in newly discovered realms of nature, obtained by

fraud, by misrepresentation of faeis fo the conrts, by con-

cealment of pertinent faets, and by ouiright falsifieation of
facts, are lawful orders.

2. Whether eourt orders obtained by frand and eon-

spiraey are, as unlawful orders, automatically null and
void. Whether the law requires orders to be lawful orders
based on fact not opinion only, on frufh and not on falsi-
fication, misrepresentation and concealment of fact.
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3. Whether government has jurisdiction to determine
questions of seientific opinion in realins of new knowledge
of basic natural research.

4. Whether basic research in natural seience in hitheyto
unknown realms of nature requires swew laws of adminis-
tration and should not be subjected to existing statutory

laws, designed to administer established knowledge of a
different kingd.

D. Whether non-appearance in court to answer
a fraudulent complaint is legally justified, IF

1. a) the acting judge has been informed of the deci-
sion not to appear, and of its reasons;

b) these reasons (not to appear in Court) are suel that
it ean be sliown by factual evidence and armunent, it wonld

have mevitably Jed to ruin at {he hands of a eunning con-
spiracy;

c¢) there is no other wav to avoid entrapnient;

d) it can be shown that the acting judge was viethnized
to the detriment of his objectivily fo do justice in the enxc.

2. Whether, furthermore, such non-appearance may

lawfully be used by the conspirator to cavry through lis
plan to ohtain the default injunction.

3. Whether such non-appearance confers jurisdiction
upon the Courvt under influence of conspiracy to proceed
without examining its own jurisdiction,

e st b TR,

M Daaas g o s sl TR
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STATUTES INVOLVED -

I The case on Trial and on Appeal is without
factual and legal Precedent.

(Appeal Brief, IWR vs. U. S. 4., pp. 2-20, 21-51) :

1) Factually: Discovery of Cosmic Energy involves
space problems without precedent: Pe-
titioner succeeded in disabling space
eraft May 12, 1954 (sce . 8, ef seq.).

9) Judicially: There are no applicable Congressional
Statutes since material substance of the
discovery is without precedent: Space
Ships are causing planetary (‘““DOR’’)
Emergency by draining Life Energy
from the Planet, causing droug‘ht and
descrl developuent.

II. Constitution of the U. S, A.

1) The scope of judicial power of Federal Judges over
basic scientific researeh. Art, 111, 2.

2) Exclusion of pertinent evidence from jury trial.
Art. 111, 3.

3) Obedience to unlawful orders obtained by fraud -
and designed to serve conspiracy. Ari. III, 2.

(See Appendix, p. 10a.)
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III. Procedural Rules Involved

1) Rule of Criminal Procedure, Rule 12, Subdivision
(L), {(2) and (4):

Subdivision (b) (2): **Lack of jurisdiction or the

failure of the indictment or information to
charge an offense shall be noticed by the court
at any time during the pendeney of the pro-
ceeding.”’

Subdivision (1) (4): “°A motion before trial raising

defenses or ohjections shall e determined be-
fore trial unless the court orders that it be
deferred for deterinination at the {rial of the
general issue. An issue of fact shall be tried
by a jury if a jury trial is required under the
Constitution or an act of Congress. All other
issues of faet shall be determined by the court
with or without a jury or on affidavits or in
such other manner as the eourt may diveet.”

i)
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'STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND BACKGROUND

I. A Cosmic Event Without Precedent {May 12, 1954)

First Contact with Outer Space

On May 12, 1954, seven weeks after issnance of the
injunction, an unprecedented event occurred at Orgonon,
Rangeley, Maine, where the Orgoue Institute Research
Laboratories of the Wilhelm Reich Foundation are located.

" The following is a verbatim excerpt from the ¢Sccond
Oranur Report (1951-1936)’, under the title, **First Con-
tact with Quter Space” (Vol. V, Ree. Apy., Suppressed
Evidence, R. 585) :*

Ap Event Without Precedent
(On Trial Record under seerct code, OROP DESERT Ea)

“T made actual contact by way of the cloundbuster
with luminous objeets in the sky on May 12, 1134,

between 9:40 and 10:45 pm.
“Puring this hour men on earth saw for the first

time in the kistory of man and his scicnee fiwo “Stars’

* Vol. V of Record Appendix in Appeals Court (sce “Group D7
in “Parts of Record to be Printed,” p. 51, Appendix to Appeal Briel
of WR}, being voluminous to the extent of about 300 pages, could
not be submitted to the Circuit Court of Appeals in due time. A
wmotion to extend time for fting was denied. Vol V of the Record
Appendix contains the crucial evidence which was suppresseil at
the trial, May 3-7, 1956. It constitutes, also, the evidence which
would have freed the defendants bad the jury known its contunts.
The substauce of this report, however, was at the tine fop sceret.
This report is not under injunction. It was the main objective of
the comniercial and pohtical conspiracy and of espionage activities
which harassed the work and life of the Discoverer of the life
Encrgy and his staff for a full 10 years, beginning 1936 (sce Fxhibit
No. 4, Vol. T of Record Appendix: “Red Thread of a Conspiracy”

and “Table of Events").
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to the west fade ont several times when cosmic energy
was drawn. from them. The shoek of this experience
was great enongh not to repeat such action until Octo-
ber 10th, 1934, The reaxon for the hesitation was
obviously the risk to precipitate an interplanetary war
by such experimeniation. The event was kept seeret
until 1957, .

““The (AAF) Ruppelt report on UFQ’s (Tmidenti-
fied Flying Objects) clearly reveals the helplessness
of mechanistic method in coming to grips with the
problems posed by the spacemen. The cosmic orgone
energy which these living beings are using in their
technology is beyond the grasp of mechanistic science
sinee cosmie laws of functioning are not mechanieal
but what T term ‘functional.” Kven the mathematioal
theory necessary to formulale these problems aud
make them technologically usable, cannot use any of
the old mechanistic methods of thought to cope with
the functiona! OR faets.

“The helplessness of mechanistie thinking appears
in the tragic short-coming of our fastest jei fichier
planes to make and lold contact with UFOs. Being
unavoidably outdistaneed is not a flattering situation
for military pride. The econclusion seems correet:
Mechanistic methods of locomotion mmst be counted
out in coping with the spaceship problem. XNeither
propeller nor jet will or can ever get us into space
beyond.

“Itasy eontaet was made on that fateful day with
wlat obviously furned out to be a heretofore unknown
type of UFO. I had hesilated for weeks o furn my
that some of the hlinking lights hanging in the sky
were not planets or fixed stars but SPACE machines.,
With the fadine ount of the two “stars,’ the cloudbuster
had suddenly changed into n SPACEGUN. From then
onward, too, our approach to the problem of space
became positive, affirmative, confident in using our
carcfully screencd data.

I
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“New Tools of Knowledge Needed

“When 1 saw the ‘siar’ to the west fade oul four
times in succession, what bad been left of the old
world of human knowledge after the discovery of the
OR energy 1936-1940 tumbled beyond retrieve. From
now on everything, anything was possible. Nothing
could any longer be considered ““imipossible.”” T had
dirceted drawpipes, connccted with the deep well,
toward an ordinary sfar, and the star had faded out
four times. There was no mistake about it. Three

' more people had seen it. There was only one ernclu-

sion: The thing we had drawn from was not u star.
1t was something else; a ‘UFO.

T yust remind the reader that in May 1954 T had
read only one report on UFOs; I had not studied any-
thing on the subjeet. I knew practically nothing about
it. But my mind, used to expecting surprises in natnral
research, was open fo meet anything that seemed real.
I had to be convinced myself first. Most people try to
obtain consent of their impressions before having been
convineed themselves. T had long since given up hope
to convince anyone steeped in present-day meehanics
or mysticism. There were no authorities. There was
no one to whem to report this observation.

“(In May 1954, the assault by the American drug
business bad just bezun to botlier us a few weeks
before.) We were still laboring at an understanding of
what had happened in early 1851 when Oranur had
hurst into our lives; we were still tryvineg to dig ont
bumanly, emotionally and scientifically from under the
avalanche of mew observations, facls, ideas which
Oranur had thrown in our way. I knew, we had with-
out intending it, drilled a hole, as it were, into the
wall which had for millennia separated man from the
universe arvound him. We were hard pressed in our
atiempt to survive the flood of events in good form.
A TU. 8. court of law had issued an order en Mareh
191h, 1954 to stop all OR research activities ineluding
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publication. We thus had to face the flond of ineredille
new facts, our own emotional and physieal misery and
the assault by the Awerican and Russian mechanistie
mind. It all tied in with our basic researely neatly as
one single faet: EARTHMIEN HAD LENXN-
COUNTERED SPACE AS IT REALLY WAS; not
as science had coneeived of it heretofore.™

Il. Survey of the Development of the Cosmic Event

Discovery of Orgastic Couwvulsion in 1H23-
1926;
Application of IKnowledece of Oreastic (on-
vulsion in CHARACTER ANALYSIS, 1927-
1933;

Application of the Same Principle in Human
Physiology and the Cancer Shrinking Bi-
opathy, 1934-1945; in Physies and Astro-

physics and in the Oranur Experiment, 1940-
1906,

Orgastic Plasma Convulsion

The discovery of the orgastie convulsion af the e'timnx
of natuwral mating opened up a vast field of pew hmnan
knowledge. In 1923, the discovery was made of the fune-
tion of ‘‘orgastic potency’’ or orgastic convulsion. A basie
principle of life was uncovered by eareful study of hnman
experience in natural mating. The physiological funetion
of ““orgastic poteney” was the red thread guiding Orgono-
mic basic research ever since 1923 in the patholony of
human character development. '

(CHARACTER ANALYSIS, three editions, under
decree of injunction, first published 716G vears before the
discovery of the Cosmic Life Encrgy.)
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The funetion of the orgastic convulsion was, after com-
pletion of the studics of human character development in
1933, further applied in human pbysiology as a central
problem of human psycho-somatic pathology: Biopathies.
The cancer disease was adopted as a biopathic object of
experimentation on the basis of the functions involved in
orgastic convulsion. The result of this application of the
prineiple of *“orgastic poteney’’ and the natural function
of orgastic convulsion was condueted in ecancer pathology
from abont 1934, beginning in Norway, and ending 1945
in the U. S. A.

It was, as n matter of fact, not the eancer disecase itself,
but the life functions and their disturbances entailed in
this discase whieh prompted me to test experimentally the
validity and usefulness of the natuval function of orgastic
poteney in the eancer disease, especially in ennnection with
the problem in what manner alive mobile cnncer eells de-
velop within the hiuman organism; they eamnot be found
in the air. The result was a report written and published
in successive parts between 1939 and 1H7 and compiled
in a book, “THE CANCER BIOPATIHIY." Tt was pub-
lished in 1948, It was fiercely fought ever «ince by some
American drug industries,

“The Cancer Biopathy®’ did not promise any cancer
cures. On the contrary. ever sinee the heginning of eaneer
experimentation, careful avoidance of proclamation of
any cures and striet adherence to the principle of report-
ing failure as well as success was due to a erucial dis-
covery in the realm of cancer pathology.
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Cancer Shrinking Biopathy

It was found through experimentation with the life
cnergy discovered in the so-calied *‘bions™ or *‘encrgy
vesicles®’” in living tissue around 1938: The rancer discase
ts due to severe bio-energetic resignation with consequent
shrinking in the living organism. The result of this dis-
turbance of energetic metabolism in living tissne is ovad-
ual loss of energy, succeeded by loss of substanee and
vitality, and {inally a process of shrinking of the 1otal
system, known but not understood heretofore as
““racherio’ in routine pathology. In other words, **The
Cancer Biopathy’’ stated that the Jocal eancer tumor, the
only objeet unti} then of ecancer treatment, was only o by
product of a general plasmmatie shrinking Liopathg. Tt
develops in the human organisin from cmotional restgre-
tion due to chronie frustration of natural eenital Jove life
from eliildhond through adolescence.

Thix was a major conclusion in haman pathology. Tt
threatened at once the continued existence of industries
and medical practices based on the old concept. Az was
fo be expected; they were interested in the econtinuntion
of ignorance of the true background of the eancer disense.
They proceeded, accordingly, to kill the discovery. ¢The
Cancer Biopathy” was condemmed as ‘“promotion of
frandulent eancer cures’ by highly placed commereial and
politieal eonspirators, and, following them innocently, 1
assume, a chemist Smyth of the Pharmaceutic Couneil of
the American Medical Assn., (1948), a depariment of the
(Consumers Union, under influence of the original inzt-
gator, Brady, and finally the food and drug ageney.

No cancer or other medical experimentation with orgone

energy was done any longer affer about 194G,
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The Oranur Experiment

1 shifted my laboratory facilities in New York and at

1

Orgonon, Maine, completely over io
in the physical realm of the Cosic Encray. The result

basie experimentiation
of this experimentation, to make it briel, was the dis-
covery: Space is not empty. 1lighly evaenated, airless
tnbes can be charged by cosmic encrgy and he niade to
luminate upon certain irritation. This dizcovery shattered
the notion of an empty space. It established the universal

-existence of the Cosmic Fuergy discovered by me. T had

hit wpon the fundamental Law of Nature. In the spring
of 1950, 1T wave up all activities in New York, including
rich income from teaching, and establi-hed permancent work
in Maine.

When the Korvean War came down upon us later in
1950, I rearranged my laboratory again to be ready to
help in thie war effort, if requested. I published the “First
Oranur Report’ on the experimenial work done in physies
between 1946 and 1951: “The Orawnr Exrpcriment.”” 1t
was reeeived with great interest and some appreciation
by dozens of fop ageneics in the U. 8, Government, in the
T. 8. civie administration and in eivilian U. 8. avencies;
also abroad. A list of these recipients of literature is en-
closed in the volume ““Conspiracy,’”’ No. 41 of which was
and ~till is in the hands of the DA conunsel,

The First Oranur Experiment Report was the acute
objecl of a dangerous international conspirney and of
espionage activities directed from Moscow. The conspiracy
was directed to steal this discovery for the 17, S. 8. R. and
to kill it in the United States. (Sce ““Table of Events?’ on
public court record (R. 41-4G) and Appendix {o Appeal
Briel of W of October, 1936, expecially *“IHistorical Rec-
ord of Informalion Givew Reaarding Oraunr.’’ p. 35r).
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My strenuous efforts to effectuate the recognition by
the U. 8. Government of the national and international
impact of the Oranur Lxperiment was not immediately
met with suceess due to the very same conspiratorial espi-
ouage activities.

I1I. Reinstatement of certain enjoined activities due to
civic responsibilities after the repetition of the
Cosmic Event of October 10, 1954

Establishment of the desert rescarch project, on oflicial
court record all dhvough the tnad and a0 Pars of
Kecord to be I'minted in Appendix to Appellants
Brieis, (IReich Briei 5r) submitted Septemleer 10, 1950,
to Clerk, UL 8. Court of Appeals for the First Cireuit,
“Group D—5Suppressed aml Top Seeret Evidenee, We-
ferred to on Triad Records as "OROP Desert fa'
as ‘Lispronage’”

The eosinic event of May 12, 1954, was carvetully investi-
gated all through the summer of 1934, The decision was
reached to repeat the experimental observation. Finally,
October 10, 1954, wax designated as the day of the second
test.

Also, all during the summer of 1954, work was being
done on the Archives of the Orgone Institute to establish
as accurately as possible the extent to which the Russian
espionage system in the United States had succeeded in
collusion with 1. 8. Governmen! emplovees and single
treacherous individuals planted in high places in American
civil organizations to obtain infurmation from and at the
sane time to destroy and diseredit orgonomice research in
the United States.

The first result of these researeh activities during the
sununer of 1954 was the compilation, printing aud distribu-

tion-of a volume of the series, ““Jlistory of the Discovery
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of the Life Energy,”’ entitled **Conspiracy,”” with the sub-
title ‘‘An Emotional Chain Reaction.”” This compilation
contained only original documentary material beginning
carly 1942 and carrying through 1934, The original docu-
ments were numbered in succession and a summarizing
“Table of Events'” was compiled and added. Copies of
this volume were distributed, partially gratis, and partially
for recompensation amoug proniinent organizatious and
personalities of the U, 8. A.

A complete set of the impounded literature was sent
to the District Court in Dortland, Maine, speeifically to
Judge Clifford in February, 1934. One volume of *‘Con-
spiracy’’ in a black binder was sent to Judge Clifford for
information and confirmation of a “‘Response® sent on
Februavy 25, 1954. The ‘‘Response’” (Petitioners” Ex. 5,
R. 85, 336) informed the court that a conspiracy existed
and secret research work was at stake. The authentic docu-
mentary volume completed this information. The veoluwe
was sent to the court openly; it was fully aceessible to the
acting United States Attorney, Peter Mills. A volume, No.
41, was sent in September 1934 fo the U. 8. Departient of
Health and Welfare.

Now, the two lines of activities at Orgonon merged on

Qectober 9, 1954:

The experimental work an UFQ’s was crucial, pressing
and evoked a sense of social respousibility strong euough
fo force a decision: A letter to Judge Clifford was sent
through the Clerk of the Foundation, William Moise. This
letter, dated Oclober 9, 1954 (comiained in suppressed

Record Appendiz Vol. II, p. 43), tnformed the court as
follows:
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Qctober 9th 1954

COPY

To the United States Distriel (ourt
Portland, Maine

We wish to inform your good offices that, in the
course of Oefolier 1954, the Orgone Institute Press
will resvme its normal Tunetion of filling orders for
books in the realm of natural science and orgonomie
medicine. This decision was made when it was ascer-
tained, bevond any reasouable doubt, that the injunc-
tion of Mareh 19th, 1954 was pursned and ohtained
in a eriminal manner by Moscow-directed, American
conspirators. We are sending, for vour files, a volume
of the History of the Discovery of the Life Energy
which the Orgone Institute is sending out in connection
with this fact.

It was felt that the District Court in Portland
ghould be informed on this step. Should the Distriet
Court in Portland have any objection fo the re-
sumption of the normal scientific activities of the Or-
woue Institute and its affilinte orgnntzations, informa-
tion to thi~ effect would be appreciated.

It is out of deep respect for the basic prineiples of
truth and justice, in whose behalf American Courts
are functioning, that the Orgone Institute is proceed-
ing to fulfill its scientific and medical duties.

Sincerely yours,

/8/  Williamm Moise

William Moise,
Oranur Weathier Control Operator

On order from the ORGONE INSTITUTE
On behalf of the Orgone Institute Press
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Sent: Vol. History of the Discovery of the Life Energy,
CORE Vol. V], Nos. 14

Office of the President of the USA.

Mrs. Hobby, Secretary of the Department of Health,
Eduneation, and Welfare

Commander, Air Technical Intelligence Center, Air
Force

J. Edgar Hoover, Dircetor, Federal Burcau of
Investigation

Thus, conspiracy and objeet of conspiracy were united
in one formation and remained united until the present day.

The injunetion had so far put a stop to our work. It
had greatly reduced our financial resources {o pursue onr
civic responsibilities and rescarch activities,

Agents of the drug ageney of the U. 8. Government had
deceived the acting judge at the trial. The faet was con-
cecaled that until October 10, 1954 no literature was being
distributed. On October 10, 1954, only the distribution of
the literature was resumed, for reasons of information and
for financial resources.

No orgone energy devices were to my knowledge ever
shipped after October 10, 1954, in inferstatc commerce,
with the exeeption of the transfer of the aceumulators from
Rangeley to New York by Dr. Silvert te his own address
and not to any customers; a trausfer which was accom-
plished without my knowledge or consent {Appeal Brief
for Dr. Michael Silvert, p. 13).

The decision to resume distribution of literature was
thus made in the performance of civie duties to remove
the obstacle which obstrueted our work on which depended
the future fate of the planct. The second text of the effects
of the space gun upon Unidentified Ilying Objects (Ea's

in our ferms) was performed after careful preparation on
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the evening following fhe date when the letter of October
9, 1954, was sent to Judge Chifford. Operations with orgone
energy or cosmic encrgy which, according to the civil com-
plaint of February 10, 19534, “‘did not cxist,”” anceceded

Y

once more: For the second time *‘stars’’ were dimmed,

stopped luminating and moved as if in flight in different

directions. They were gpace machines,

There was no doubt whatsoever after this kecond expe-
rience that our cosmic energy rescarch was on the right
track. 1t was standing up to the most exacting techniques
of control and testing. The cosmic event was reported to
the Air Force Technical Intellizence by one of the opera-
tors, William Moise, the Clerk of the Foundation, on his
way to Arizona in Dayxton, Ohiv, on Qctober 14, 1954, at
4:00 p.an.

(See “The Second Oranur Report,” FIRST CONTACT
WITH OUTER SPACE, p. 78.)

For further information, reference is made to this volmne,

We must return now to the interlacing of our further
Cosmic Ea research with the continued attempts on the
part of the drug agents and their conspiratorial consorts
in and out of the American Government.

It is necessary to emphasize the interlacing of researeh
work and econspiracy, The lezal representative of the
FDA deceived the Court of Appeals as he had previously
deceived the District Court judges. He argued in his red-
bound Brief for Appellee to the Court of Appeal: on
November 5, 1956, to quote verbatim (p. 3):

“References fo ‘conspiracy’ are threaded throughont

the vecord and bricfs as well as references of 1he apnel-

lants to some nebulons super secrets inwolving, among
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20
others, ‘Invasion from Outer Space’ (Reich Brief 32) to
mention but onc such fmmaterial subject.”” (ltalies by
Reich.)

The representative of the FDA wrote this sentence
into a response to the Court of Appeals, while their ac-
complices were frying to infrude and to obtnin informa-
tion on exactly the very same “nebulous’ and “‘imma-
terial super seerets’’: OROI? DESERT Ea.

The FBI was continnously kept informmed on the il-
legal intrusions and the harassment by espionage agents
during the summer months of 1955 and 1956, The lulk
of that sequence of events is beyond my domain.

IV. THE FRAUD

The complainant, or whoever direeted his activities,
had deceived and misled the Distriet Court so completely
and thoroughly that it took several vears of careful ve-
search to understand how such continued deecit could have
been so successful hevetofore at all. A simple inspection of
quotations from the literature in the orviginal complaint
and comparison with the original text shows the frand
(see R. 409 and especially R. 436, 437, 438 compared with

Petitioners’ Ex. 5, R. 95-104, 336).
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An Example of Deceit of Court
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peals, No. 5160, p. 4—1talic lines by WR.)

“In the brief of the appellant The Wilhelm Reich
Foundation we understand its argnment to be that the
Distriet Court erred during the confempt procecding in
refusing lo lear evidence showing that the injunciion was
obiained by fraud and swppression of evidence. MW find
no motion by this appellant to dismiss the amended cow-
plaint on thesc grownds. We nevertheless disenss the
proposition since appellant, Reich, adopts the poimnt in his
Statemient of Questions Involved (Reich Brief 1). Initially,
it must be stated that there is nof the slightest indicatinn
i the record, other than appellants’ wnsuppurted ollvna-
tions, of any snch actions on the part of 1he Goverumen!,
There 1s wno foundation whatsoever for these sorions
charges. Mureover, there is nothing in the record fo show
that the appellants ever offered any procof, or indicaled
what the proof wowld be, to sustain these charges.

“We have =serufinized the record, in an attempt to
understand the basis for the error charged fo the District
Court of preventing a showing that the injunction deevee
was obtained by fraud and suppression of ervidence, Vur-
ther we scarclied to learn where the claimed fraud Jay,
what evidence was suppressed, and at what stage of the
proceedings the alleged suppression occurred.’”

Here, the opponent deceived the Court in the open.
He could rely on the reluctance of the Court {o really
believe that anyone wonld dare to deceive so grossly and
go openly right into the face of acting judges.*

* Sce also legal summary on fraud in Appendix, p. 27a.
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DECEIT NO.1: ‘“We find no motion by this appellant to
dismiss the complaint on these grounds.”’

RECORD: On October 18th, 1433, in chambers of District
Court Judge Clifford. in the presence of
Maguire, U. 8. Attorney Petor Mills, Counsel
Charles Haydon and the Court Clerk Poole,
1 told the judge that the nature ol procedures heretofore
made it doubtful that Maguire was a bona file U, 8, Gov-
ernment agent.

Oan the rame day, at the followine public hearmg, 1
charged frand perpetrated upon the cowrt in the form of
“misrepresentation of facts"’ (R. 502). The motion was
postponed by Judge Clifford.

Specifically, I moved in a subsequent written ““motion
to dismiss the amended information on the grounds of
legal wisrepresentation of facts™' (R. S on October
24th, 1955. The motion was made in preparafion of the
presentation of these motions in oral argument at the
hearing seheduled by Judge Clifford for November 4th,
1955 (R. 505, 506).

The hearing on November 4th, 1037, wus dovoeted in its
entirety to these motions to dismiss the wuforimation on
the grounds of *‘fraud peryetvoted wpon the Courl.”
The opponent ‘‘was not listening to Dr. Reieh while he was
talking.”” (R. 506, botton.) Mavhe this gentleman never
listened all throngh these proceedings when raud. Con-
gpiracy and Perjury charges were hronght forth
The motions were denied in open court hearing, althongh

espionage was specifieally charged at the same heaving
(R. 5041f, 519).
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DECEIT NO.2: ‘“. . . there is not the slightest indication
in the record, other than appellant’s un-
supported allegations, of any such actions
{fraud) on the part of the Government,’’

————— 7 = 2225 £ 2 W 22E L1 41l

RECORD: Here, the mastermind lias washed our brain,
figuratively speaking, by **double-talk™ and

~ “‘double-{hink”’ (**1984"" by Orwell) in order

to deceive. 1le econceals at this point before

the Court the fact that these motions were denied that
same day and that, accordingly, the allegations wvre on
record as charges in the above-quoted motions fMensclres,
This fact was deliberately concealed in order {o musfead
the Appellate Court again. (Peiitioner’s Tox. 5, R. 46-104,
336, ““Atoms for Peace vs. the Hig,”” Documentary Appen-

dix.)

DECEIT NO. 3: ‘‘Moreover, there is nothing in the record
to show that the appellants ever offered
any proof, or indicated what the proof
would be, to sustain these charges.

“We have serutinized the record in an attempt to nnder-
rtand the hasis for the error charged to the Distriet Court
of preventing a showing that the injunction decree was
obtained by fraud and suppression of evidence. Iuirther,
we searched to learm where the claimed fraud lay, what
evidence was suppressed, and at what stage of the pro-
ceedings the alleged suppression occurred.”

= T R T
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RECORD: This sentence demonstrates the monstrosity of

the deceit before the Court. The monstirous

bigness of the deceit is the very factor thal
prevents its detection since no onc would believe that such
open deception before courts is possible.

The proof of these allegations looms large all through

R, | T aret Anaimn Tar dha da

Record Appendices: Vol. T of the evidence for the de-
fense admitted in court at the trial, Petitioners’ Ex. 4,
R. 1-62, 336, ‘‘The Red Thread of a Conspiracy,”” and
Petitioners® Ex. 5, R. 63-104, 336, ‘*Atoms for Peace vs.
the Hig’’; also in the Appendix to Petitioners’ Ex. ),
R. 95, et seq.

We quote here verbatim the charge of fraud brought
forth in this evidence, Exhibit 5 for the defense, R. 102-104:

APPENDIX TO FACTUAL PRESENTATION

Compiled by WiLLian Mosg, Sccretary,
ETPO, OROP DESEHRT EA

The Food and Drug Administration misrepresented
the following publications as dealing with the **cure”,
“mitigation”’, ‘“‘prevention of the disecase conditions
and symptoms hereinafter enumerated * * * which
constitute labeling’’ (Civil Aetion 1056) * * *; while
at the same time the FDA concealed from the court
the factually truc content of the publications:

PUBLICATION
1. Tue Sexvar Revorution, by Wilhelm Reich, ALD.

True ts the fact that cancer does not appear at all
in either content or index; the fact 1s that thixz hook
was written long before the discovery of the tdrgone.

Not True ts the FDA allegation that this work
deals with the cure, mitigation, preveation, or treat-
ment of CANCER.
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Coneccaled from {he court hy the FDA is the fact
that the true content of this book is on the failure of
the Russian experiment in establishing sexual re-
forms, due to human structural incapacity for freedom,

2. Tue Mass Psycnonocy or IPascism,
by Wilhelm Reich, M.D.

True 1s the facl that caxcer does nol appear at all
in either content or index; the fact is that this book,
too, was written years before the dizcovery of the
Orgone.

Not True 1s the allegation by the FDA that this
book is abouf the cure, mitigation, prevention and
treatment of cANCER.

Concealed from the court by the FDA is the fact
that the true conteut of this work deseribes how all
forms of irrationality in polities (Red anl Black
Faseism used as examples) are derived basically from
combined structural Irrationalily of human masses;
that this book 1= an imporiant text for present political
psychology (in the libraries of the U. 8. State De-
partment and Central Intellicence Ageney); that this
book was ordered destroyed and burned by Hitler.

3. Citaracter Axavnysig, by Wilhelm Reicly, MDD,

True 1s the fact that caxcer does not appear in the
index, chapter headings;, or outlines; that “‘cancer
tumor’’ cannot he found in the contents.

Uufrue ts the claim {hat this book is abont the
cure, prevention, mitigation, or prevention of caxceit
TUMOES.

Concealed was the fact that this work is a basic
texthook in psychiatry, detailing the character-analytic
techniyue of the diseoverer from its beginnings in
psychology to its present firm basis in natural science
in the form of orgone biophysics.

o e o
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4. Cosmic SUPEIH;\IPUSITION, by Wilhelin Reich, M.D.

True 1s thal CANCER, COMMON ©COLD, ICHTHYOSIS,
RHEUMATIC FEVER, HYPERTEKNSION, O DIABETES appear
not at all in cither content or index of this work.

Untruc is the presentation by the FDA that this
work is concerned with the cure, mitigation, treatment,
or prevention of CANCER, COMMON (OLD, ICHTIIYOSIS,
RHEUMATIC FEVEN, HYPERTENSION, DIABETES,

Coneealed, the faet that this work deals with bur-
ricanes, the shape of the galaxies, and the “‘ring”™ of
the aurera borealis; that their request for the en-
joining of the entire book was solely upon the inctu-
sion eof the Bibliegraphy of Works on Orgone Energy
at the back of the book.

1T

5. Krtuer, Gon axp Devir, by Wilheln Reich,

M.D.

True 1s that caxcer does not appear in the index
or content, with the following oune exception, p. 123,
Chp. V1, “Concentrated Orgone Energy has many
beneficial effeets on living organisms which I bave
tried to describe in my Caxcrr Bioratay * * *»

Not True is the allegation that this book deals
with the cure, mitigation, prevention, or freatuent of
CANCER,

(Concealed again is the factual content of this work:
the deseription of how the process of functionalism
led to the discovery of Orgone Energy (Ether) through
objective logic of the thought process: how hunanity
until this, bad evaded discovery through various er-

roncous thought systems: mysticism, mechanism, ete.
- & &

6. Tue Murper or Cunst, by Willicln Reich, M.D.

True ts that caxcer appears not at all in index or
content.

Not True is the elaim that this work constitutes a
claim of cure, mitigation, treatinent, and prevention
of caNCEr.
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Emotional Plague.

7. Peorce ix Trounnr, by Wilhelm Reicli, M.D.

True s that this work is a 1ranslation of the origi-
nal German manuscript ““Menschen im Staat’’ {193¢-
7), translated in 1947; that on page 123 of the Ap-
pendix the diseoverer writes of. **The new set of proh-
lems grouped around the natural funclions of endo-
genous infection and deeay * * **, ““The cancey pro-
cess is a long-drawn-out process of decay within the
human organism due to the hioenergetie shrinking of

if g ]
the life syvstem,

Not True is the opinion that this book constitutes n
claim of eure, mitigation, treatment, of caxcer.

Not True is the opinion by the FDA that “Blood'
or “Tissue” is a “‘disease’”, a < discase condition®’ or
a “‘symptom’’; that this book states them as sueli:
that this book constitutes a claim of cure, {reatmoent
ete. ***

Concealed, that this work js a historieal docimment
of the discoverer’s experiences in the socialist amd

psyehoanalyfic movemeoent of 23 years ago, hetween
1927 and 1937.

(signed) WriLLiax Mose

The opponent lieve used the “BIG LIE" technigne,
This Exhibit (3) evidence was admitted at the trial (R.
336). It could not he brought directly into the trial record
beeause it showed the fraud, and my attempts of proving
frand (““WHY" or Motives of my attitude to injmiction)
were ruled out hy Judge Sweeney.

At the hearing before the Appellate Court for the Firs
Circuit on Nevember 5, 1956, brought forth in oral argu-
ment the charge of perjury against Josepl Magnire and

Concealed ngain from the court is the true contont:
The Murder of Christ which is the Murder of Life
through the ages by and in cach of us througlh the
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Peter Mills in my reply to thehr reply argument. 1 had
hesitated until then bhringing forth this grave eharge. When
in his reply to my argument he continued to slander me
financially, and proved once move that he was completely
devoid of any sense of trith or deeeney, it would have been
unwarranted to further adhiere fo restraint and good breed-
ing, or to further hesitate from medicil consideration to
tell the truth about a man of such charvueter,

“Joseph L. Maguire and Peter Mills have both eom-
mitted perjury in addition to previons fraudulent deceit
of U. 8. Courts on ihe witnesx stand ai ihe frial on dMay
5, 1956. The perjury concerns their knowledge of the con-
tent of the documentary cgmpi]uiinn ‘Clonspiraey’ (Vol,
No. 41) (abstracted in Record Appeudir, Tol. I, Exhibit
No. 4 for the Defense ‘The Red Thread of a Conspiraey’).
This compilation contains docimentary proof of treason
against the U. 8. A.”’ (Reply Brief, Wilhelin Reich, p. 1).

The Contradictory Testimony of Joseph Maguire
and lise Ollendorff on Vol. 41 of “Conspiracy”

1. Joseph Maguire denied under oath on the witness
stand knowledge of the *‘Conspiracy’* document,

2. Witness Ilse Ollendorff testified that he had been
in possession of Vol. No. 41 of *“Conspiracy’ while inter-
rogating ber.

3. Knowing the content of the ‘“Clonspiracy,”” Vol.
No. 41, be also knew that he had received it from Seeretary
of Health, Education and Weifare, Oveia Cuip Hobby, to
whom it was sent on September 1, 1954, in full reliance on
the integrity of the Health Department of the U. 8. Govern-

ment.

>

.y e

e R



29

-
{
——— e iy ST =

4. Joseph Maguire deccived the Health Department
when he used this volume for bis own information enly,
and not as information for fhe U. S. Public on the matters
contained therein.
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9. Having had knowledge of Vol. No. 41 of *Con-
spiracy,”’ the social administrator, Joseph Maguive, knew
well the following of its contents, among others:
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; ;
! i
: ! (a) The documents concerning the Red Fuaseist P
f : : conspiracy in the U, 8. A, including the attack upon
. : the Discovery of the Life Euncrgy. (See Pecord Ap-
pendix, Vol I, *The Red Thread of a Conspiracy.")
Maguire kept silent before the Court.
(b) The people who were involved in the con- ;
spiracy. ¢
] (¢) The search for information on WR's labora- L
: : tory work and its invasion hy tools of an rspionagve
| ring operating in the U. S. A.
‘ i (d) Information regarding the orgone ceneray
i motor and Willinm Washington’s involvement, 194544,
i ;
: | (R. 333-335. All emphasis by WR.) ;
. ; JOSEPH MAGUIRE, a wituess, having been first duly '
: sworn, was examined and testified as follows: !
f | | o . !
: ’ Direct examination by Dr. Reich : ;
? Dr. Reich: Mr. Maguire, you conducted the case against :
i ' Orgone for how long,~—sinee when did if begin? )
i ' Mr. Maguire: Well, in the first place, I have conducted E
L i no case. ,
i 't Dr. Reicli: Well, you have presented it? :
. I Mr. Maguire: T have conducted no case against Orgone, :
; i at any time.

-

B T L

.
oI )
-

-8,

¥ YRR

1 e s



S T I iyl A Vs —
L tew .

pos

e B ol T
L
& - ek

P i

ot g T gn—— VT v 1), L

.
e PR gy e rgrw s Sl v ernins w WS M U Y
. . e’ A AN ne TS ey
’ - A e d v

. 30

Dr. Reich: But you were the Jawyer?

Mr. Mills: 1 object, Your Honor, as entirely irrelevant.

The Court: I will alloae if. 1 am woing to give him a
little more latitudc than a Lacyer would have.

Dr. Reich: (Shows book to the awitness) Can you
identify this book, please? '

Mr. Maguire: I have never seen this book before.

Dr. Reich: You say yon have never seen this book be-
fore. On July 26, vou had the =ame book in your hands,
and you quoted from it. Would you kindly read the title
of the book!

Mr. Maguire: ““Willielm Reich, Hixtory of the Dis-
covery of Life Encrgy—1942-1954.""

Dr. Reieh: Just read the title of the hook, that’s all.

The Court: Rcad the title.

Mr. Maguire: 1ell, there is so much on here, I don’t
know what s the title.

Dr. Reich: Itis right here.

Ar. Maguire: Reading what Dr. Reich has poinied out
to me, which is the title, and which is in rather small print,
“Conspiracy and IXmotional Chain Rewction.””

Dr. Reieh: Have you ever had that in your hand?

Mr. Maguire: 1 have had what wmight be a similar
volume,

Dr. Reieh: Similar or ideutical?

Mr. Maguire: T can’t answer that. The way the book
is eonstructed, it is loosce Ieal and the pages can be with-
dravwn very readily.

Dr. Reich: Mr. Maguire, may I repeat my question!?
Did you sec that book? Did you ever have it in your hands
on July 26—jyes or no?

The Court: He said he did not know.

-
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Mr. Maguire: No, -
The Court: I can’t receive that in evidence.

Dr. Reich: Did you ecer see Hhs pampliet?

Mr. Maguire: 1 have seen one similar toit.

Dr. Reich: Would you read the title, please!?

Mr. Maguire: “Withelin Reich, Biographical Material

—History of the Discovery of the Life Encrgy—Documen-

tary Supplement No. 2—Tlec Red Threat of a Conspiracy.””

Dr. Reich: Is that known to you?

Mr, Maguive: Well, 1 said I hure secn somctlhing or
probably similar {o this.

Dr. Reich: Ihd you see this pamphlet?

Mr. Maguire: No, I didn’t.

Dr. Reich: You never saw this pamphlet?

Mr. Maguire: No, I didn’t.

Dr. Reich: The third one—this is the last one. Do you
know this one? Here is the title. The same series?

Mr, Maguire: I don’t understand what you mean.

Dr. Reich: Did you ever read it or have it in vour

hands? Are you acquainted with this title? Would you

~ please read it?

Mr. Maguire: Did 1 have this pamphlet in my hands?

Dr. Reich: Not this one.

Mr. Maguire: I have scen and had one in my hands,
I presume.

Dr. Reich: With the same title. Would you read the
title?

Mr. Maguire: ‘‘Atoms for Peace vs The Hig.”’
Dr. Reich: Did you read it?

ATawe AMTocnelorn . T #1200 le ¥ oennd 41 0 .
AL, DIAEUITE D £ (AR & TeUd [ndt oNE,

Dr. Reich: You think you read itt
Mr. Maguire: Yes.
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1 offer this as an Exhibit

10W,

Dr. Reich:
Mr. Mills: I objeet. It is irrelevant and immaterial.
The Court: Are these books covered by the Decree?
Mr. Mills: I believe so.

The Court: All right I will admit them.

Mr. Maguire: May I make a statement? That book is
not covered by the Decree.

His own witness, 1llse OllendorfT, revealed on the wit-
ness stand the identity of the Vol #41 of ““Conspiracy”’
from which lLe had quoted during her examination, and

‘which had been sent fo the Sceretary of Health, Eduention

and Welfare:

(1. 355-358)

ILSE OLLENDORFI®, a witness, called by and on
behalf of the respondents, first being duly sworn, was
examined and testified as follows:

Direct examination by Dr. Reich:

Dr. Reich: Miss Ollendorff, I shall not ask any ques-
: te identification sinee we know who you are. Do
you know this volume? (Shows docwment 1o witness) ('on-
spiracy—WR)

Miss Ollendorff: Yes.

Dr. Reich: Will yvou tell the jury what that is, pleaset?

Miss Ollendorff: This is a volume of photostated copies
of original letters and newspaper eclippings that I helped
to collect during the time I was an employvee of the Foun-
dation. It was collected in a loose leaf binder like that.

Dr. Reich: When was that material collected? When

was 1t done, exactly !

e
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Miss OllendorfT: I was there at the thme. Part of the
material was contained in the files and records that I kept,
and it was collected in the present order affer the injunc-
tion was filed.

Dr. Reich: Will you please tell the jury why this ma-

-terial was collected?

The Court: I don’t think we ure interested in why it
was collected.

Dr. Reieh: Will you please read the title?

Miss Ollendorfi: Conspiracy and Emeotional Chain
Reaction.””

Dr. Reich: Will you tell the jury whether you saw this
volume here in the hands of Mr. Maguire Tuesday? (May
1, 1956—WR)

Miss Ollendorff: I saw a volume of this material. It
was a limited edition, No. 41.

Dr. Reich: Of this volume?

Miss Ollendorff: Of this material in Mr. Maguire’s office
on Tuesday.

The Court: This ix of this year?

Miss Ollendorfl: Yes, when I was called again to iden-
tify some of the material from the bookkeeping records.

Dr. Reich: Will you please tell the jury how it eame
about that I brought that here?

Miss Ollendorfl: You showed me a document, a state-
ment, that I gave as a witness belore, and vou asked e
if T was aware of -what this docmuent contained in this

volume. T said I was not sure of it. T knew that T wrote

that document but I took your word that it was in {his
volume because il would be onc of the documents that
would be contained in this volume,

Dr. Reielr: You arve quite eertain? You are under oath.

Are you gnite certain that the volume; which youn saw in
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same series, the same kind?

Miss Ollendorff: It is the same material.

Dr. Reich: Are you aware that Mr. Maguire had denied
that? ]
Mr. Maguire: I certainly object to that. That is ab-
solutely an incorrect statement, Ray I have the Court Re-

anmnadonee cemse ] dLs dandlewnrier T alsf)
PUI vl Fedall L LESLIILIULY D4AUn

The Court: The jury will be the people to decide. The
jury has heard your testimony, and now they have heard
this testimony, and they will decide it.

Dy, Reiehi: May I repeat the question?

The Court: You may.

Dr. Reich: This marning, when Mr, Maguire was on
the witness stand, I lield up the same volume * * *

The Court: Let me put this guestion to you, It is
your testimony that yon saw that in the hands of Mr.
Maguire, and whether it was about some statement of
vours that was in there. Do you consider it inconsistent
with his testimony this morning?

Miss Ollendorff: I consider it inconsistent and I was
disturbed about it.

The Court: All right.

Dr. Reich: T have no miore questions.
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October 22, 1956

This cortifies, that according to the records of the Orgoms
Jostitute Press:
1, Copy No, ! of ®Conspiracy -— An Ewctional Chain Resction™
was sent to Oveta Culp Bobby, Secretary, Department of
Health, Education & Welfare, on Septesber Y, 195L.
Copy No, 52 of the same publication was sent to Kolsoa D.
Rockefeller, Jr., Asst. Secretary, Departwsnt cf Herlth,

Education & Welfare, on September 2, 1954,

Coitt, ot

Camlile Thruztoa

anr Secretary, Orgons Institute Frooe

-zfu/c(u./ //vz*-/&)-'-’jj D

haol Silvert, H.us
Pormer Supervisor, Oprgots Institute Freel

Notarization:
Sworn to before me this

:k)/v-‘ d.aw)or October,
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It would be anticlimactic lo hring forih more sucl ae-
tivities of the counsel for our Health Deparimeut. The
Court records arve full of such examples of pranking

somersaults,

The ““‘Cosmnic Ereant’’ of May 12
ceded and followed this event was excluded from {estimony
at tria), although it was “OROI Desert Ea’’ which consti-
tuted the central ohjeet of the conxpiracy {Appeal Brief,
TVR ve. U. 8. A., 5160, Summary, pp. 4+-20).

" The counsel for 1lic complainant again committed frand
when he denied that be has found record of sappressed
evidence. The trial records are {ull of suppression of the
crucial evidence, “OROP DESERT Eda”.i.c., the planctary
emergency in conscquence of imrasion from outer space.

, 1054 and all that pre-

(Sce p. 45 below for statement on Jurisdiction of Dis-

triet Court.)

B o T

SPECIAL REASONS FOR ALLOWING THE WRIT

1. The PLANETARY EMERGENCY due io invasion of
the carth’s atmosphere frow outer space, reguiring
Orgonomic Basie Rescarel, is acufe and eritieal.

11. The injunction against orgonomy was obiained by un-

" lawful means in a conspivacy to kill the Discoverer of
the Cosmic Encrgy and to usurp his approach {o the
space problem for the atemic industry. The injunction
blacks erucial seientific research and work in an emer-
gency of planetary dimensions.

TR Ve 1 i s gt : - ’
: B a0 T
g QO . -
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1II. Security and independence of basic natural science
from interference by iuterests other than learning..
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IV. The Discoverer of the Cosmic Euergy respectfully_re- i

quests the privilege to be heard in oral argument for

further elaboration of the planetary cwergeney, which ;

is being furthered by the unlawful injunction. :

!

V. Reasons I.IV for allowing the Writ roquit'e.t]m ulti- f

mate decigion on important quesiions of federal law !
not yet seftied by the Supreme Court.

: ;

ARGUMENT I :

The Decision of the Court of Appeals '

The opinion of the Appellate Court, rendered by Justice ;
Woodbury:

1. has decided an important question of federal law
which has not been, but should he settled by this Court; ,

2, has decided a federa) question in a way in conflict

=

with applicable decisions of this Court;

3. has ~o far departed from the accepted and usnal
course of judicial proceedings, or so far sanctioned such a
departure by a lower court, as to call for an exercise of this
Court's power of supervision.

(Revised Rules of the Supreme Court of the U. 5. A.
Part V., Jurisdiction on Writ of Certorari, Section

19, 1 (b))

Swmmary of Trial Errors submiticd to Circuit Court of

Appeals:
1. No legul precedent.
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2. Ewvidence for defense sulmicrged in secrcey, kept
from view of the Jury and the acting Judge.

3. The fact that the trial court did not permat iesti-
mony as to the motires, the “WIHY" in this case
is an ervor by the trial conrt and constitutes a legal

basis for reversing the decision of the {rial court.

Ten Principles of Truthful Conduct

The following Ten Principles of Truthful Conduct in
Botl Basic Rescarclh and Jurisprudence were submitted to
‘the Court of Appeals:

S T P YLE - T (T 7 % AT s WY

1. Battles for Truthful Procedure arve lawful battles.

2. Juries must render their verdicts fully informed.

P i

3. There are no authorities on new knowledge, that is,

4. Government must not interfere with hasie rezearch.

5. Secientific literature must not he ever mpounded or

burned anywhere on this planet, (1t was done in the UL S, AL

by the FDA, August 19506.)

— e e s m o o e

6. Non-appearance in Court as seclf-defense against
¢

entrapment by masfer connivers.

7. Bona fide scientists must not be dragged into Court
to be harassed to death by competitive commereial or
political interests (R. 503).

8. Disclosure of scientifie information, especially if
secret, must not be forced by Court action or by adminis-
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trative invasion of property and reecords. There are peace-

ful ways via eonference and agreement.
9. New knowledge requires new administrative laws.

10. Judicial errors must be realized and correcled.
They must not be perpetuated (Brief on Appeal for Wil-
helm Reick, No. 51060, pp. 1-2).

The following prineiples were presented, among others,

in argument:

Common Principles of Basic Natural Science
and Jurisprudence

“The following is a self-evident truth in natural
geience and its derivative, the judicial common law:
Results obfaived by walawful weans are themsclves
unlawful, invalid in the techinieal sense of jurisdiction.
The legal profession adheres 1o these basie self-evident
principles of all jurisdiction, since it does notl wish to
forsake the very foundations of tlie administration of
justice.  Conscions, systematic deviation from this
prineiple eonstitutes the éshysier,” defined in Webster's
dictionary and in the Encyelopedia Britauniea as the
‘pettifogging lawyer.” (Reich in Brief for Michael
Silvert, p. 10 and Reply Brief for Reiely, ‘Priuciples
Involved,’ p. 1a cf seq.}

“On Procedure and Law: 1f procedure is so de-

signed that it kills truth and faet, then progedure, and

not factual.fruth, must vicki {o revision.

“If law is practiced in such a manner that quite
obviously to everyone, the gunilty one goes free and the
innocent and decent one faces imprizonment, then the
law praclice must be changed as quickly and as radi-
cally as possible. '

“These are the ABC's of justice, obvious a priori.”

Ny —
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“On Responsibilify of Scicuee and Medicine: It is
the duty of conrts of justice to guard over the dignity
of the court mnd against the abuse of privileges of
freedom of action and speech.  However, scientists and
medieal men in high position have the terse duty o
watch over the independence of seientifie tnquiry into
the laws of natwre from any iiferfercuce whatsoover,
especially from .ignorance, arrogance, prejudice, 1o-
litical or commereinl interests,  Scienee meets with
jurisprudence at the very rools of man's exiztence in
fact, reason and functional Jogic. ILet us not, however,
neglect those common roots, We have pamfully learned
what replacement of such principles by arbitrary inter-
ference has donc to destroy sccurity and human
Lhappiness.

“Oun Security of Natnral Scicnce: It is erncial to
demonstrate the principle of securiiy of hasie yesearch.
The very security of Natural Beienee is 1 question.”

(Appeal Brief for W, p. 49)

The only way that was open to the petitioner to bl
and avert the assault in the orizinal complaint was infor-
mation to acting Judge Clifford in the “Response” (Peti-
tioners' Ex. 5, R. 83-89, 336) and uon-nppearance i court.
This neeessity, to avoid disaster, was eaplained in Distries
Court hearing before Judge Clifford and in Cowrt of Ap-
peals.

The Court of Appeals ruled against these basie prin-
ciples involved in the test case. The question involved here
is specifically whether scientisis and wedical wmen in high

g L A SRR

position have the ferse duty to grard the indeprndence of -

scientific inquiry into the laws of nature against any inter-
ference whatsoever, especially from ignorance, prejudice,
political and commercial intercsts,

The test as to the legal urgeney of such principles is
now brought before the Supreme justices of the U, 8. A,
Human lives are staked on the answer to this question.
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ARGUMENT 11 : N
Consequences of Decision of Court of Appeals

The decision in Appellate Court established the fol-
Jowing LEGAL PRECEDENT, should it not be reversed
by the U. 8. Supreme Court:

1. Fraud is lawful procedure in government fo cuforce

unlawful orders.

2. Single federal judges have the power to tssuc unlaw-
ful orders oblained by [raudulent presentufions aid dis-
tortions of facts. Single men, subject to human crror as
anybody else, functioning judges on the beneh, may ke
up crimes as they please; they may mete out such punish.
ment as ideological whim, political dependence, ignorance
in certain matters or irrational prejudice may motivate.

3. The judge may keep pertinent facts from the jury
in disregard of the Constitution of the U. 8. A. The con-
ecpts of ““‘due process of law’’ in eriminal eases *‘have al-
ways meant at least two basie things (1) There mu~t lic a
law enacted by the proper legislature defining the erime,
and (2) the right of trial by jury has always meant that
no judge had conirol over the facts of the ease, which are
the sole province of the jury.”’ (Quotation from an un-
named prominent Washington lawyer, U. 8. News and

World Report, December 28, 1956.)

4. Basic civic funclions are tinperiled by permanent tn-
Junctions based on fraud. The doors are opencd wide for
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any action that any federal district court-may choose 1o
take without any regard to any law; such as issuing a

general injunction, telling everybody that no one can do.

anything contrary to the decree.

Article III (Appendiz, 10a) is exrpress and clear:
United States courts may act 0511y under laws of Congress
granting jurisdiction. The jurisdiction of the disfrict
courts is completely subject to congressional action aund
such courts may cven be abolished by Cougress at any
time.

In the case before the Supreme Court, the essentinl
substance of the legal case is without lewal precedent; the
factual substance is not on the congressional statute books
and the court order was thus without basis in congressional
legislation: Planetfary Emergency due to Invasion from
Outer Space is unknown to present Law.

5. Such “draguet’’ injunctions would wnclude anyone in
ithe U. 8. 4., and, through the person being under court
order, anyone who has any eonncction with this person.
For example, to talk about or work with Cosmie Orgone
Energy in connection with probiems of ounfer space; to
construct cosmic energy rescarch tools, would be subject
to contempt action by any Federal Court anywhere in the
U. S. A. and throughout its realm of influential power.

6. Such unconsfitutional injunetions would endanger
the existence of anyone who acted as a physician in ac-
cordance with his medieal conscience and duty.

7. It would threaten to jail any publisher here or abroad
who, in performance of civie dutics, would print such en-
i o Analysis,”
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ment,”’ “Ether, God and Devil” for gcneral madmg, or

would touch upon the Oranur Space Problem.

R. A single judge’s personal opinion regarding cosmic
or any other pioncer work would be considered “THE

LAW?’ of the land.

Anyone would be threatened by such unlawful pro.
cedures to be scized and jailed, as is the lawless practice
in dictatorships. One might well ask, in accordance with
the Washington lawyer *‘Publius’’ (pseadonym) (see U, S,
News and World Report of December 28, 1956) :

“The Fifth and Sixth Amendments provide: ‘No
person. shall be held to answer for a capiful, or other-
wise infamons crime, unless on a presentment or vdict-
ment of a Grand Jury.’

‘1, Where is the statute, constitutionally pasced
by Congress, which defines the erime of which one
stands accused?

“2. Where is the statute, constitutionally passed hy
Congress, which gives any court juricdiction over any-
one and everyone who he thinks might dizagree with
his decrees?

¢3. Where is the presentment or indictment by a
grand jury accusing * * * of violating what law!?

‘4, What are the limits of this power? 1f a judue,
without law, can sentence onc man to 30 days in jail,
can he also hang him?

#45. If the courts can create such jurisdiction and
powers for themselves, what other powers may they
assame?”’
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Tlese quesilons concern 1n a Elear-Cat Manner
danger of development of a dictatorship in the U. S. A.

The Supreme Court *‘has supervisory jurisdiction over
the proceedings of the federal courts. If it has any duty
to perform in this regard, it is to sce that the watcers of
justice ave mot polluted.”” (hief Justice Warren in
Stephen Mesarosh v. U. S. 4., U, 8. 77 8. Ct. 1, No. 20,
QOctober Term, 1956.)

If ever the waters of justice have been pollnted, il was
in this case.

The Discoverer puts to TEST before the supreme judi-
cial body of our land the question:

Jurisdiction of the District Court

The court in first instance had no jurisdiction, since
fraud perpetrated upon the court vitiates the jurisdiction.
It must be considered and decided upon before further

steps are taken, This was not the case in District Court
when my ‘‘Response’’ was submitted. The injunction was

issued without inquiry into the charge of Conspiracy con-
tained in the ‘‘Response.”

What was in this test case more important to a re-
sponsible citizenry, its society and judicial system:

a. Mechanical obedience to an wwlawful, unconstitu
tional order obiained by subversion and fraud,
- OR

b. Functioning in order to acl itn a grave emergency

on our planet?

The decisions in the courls below are warrants in
federal agents and officials 1o perpefrate fraud and deceit
in 1he mame of the United States of Awerica upon District

o
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Courts for the purpose of aclicving unlaw[ully privale
commercial or political ends through injunctions tx civil
cases. '

The Court of Appeals has held that officers and agents
of the Federal Food and Drug Administration eould pro-
cure a valid and enforeeable injunction against Busie Re-
search in this Realm of Primordial Cosmic Encrey, Cru-
cial to Research in the realm of Uptdentified Flying
Objeets in the Atmosphere of Our Planet; this was done
in the name of the United States, by the perpetration of
a fraud upon a United States Distriet Court,

It held further that the District Court did not err
when it prevented those afflicted by the fraud from =how-
ing it to a jury which tried them for confempt.

The Court of Appeals has thus decided a question of
federal law which has not becw, but showld be, settled by
the Supreme Court.

The manner in which the Court of Appeals decided the
question gives judicial approval to frand and ix so far
a departure from the aceepted and usunal course of judiein]
proceedings, and 1s a sancfion of such a departire hy the
Distriet Court, as to eall for the exercise of the Supreme

Court’s power of supervision,

it
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THE CHARACTEROLOGICAL ERROR:

Neglect of Irrational Motivation of Crime and
Judgment in this Case

Masters in deceitful litigation do mot know or respeet
truth and fact. They believe that being smart is the same
as being just.

The true assailant, the masiermind, in the legal action
remained well hidden in the background. He used—and
abused—emotionally sick individuals: i
persons offended personally by my disclosures about the
“Little Man’’ (book enjoined and banned as “‘labeling”
of “fraudulent’’ medical devices), phallic-sadistic-homo-
sexuals who expressed their admiration for me and their
wish to be treated by me as they would in my medical
office: by assault with a knife, by sadistic derision, slander,
or—as a schizoid character—by actual atiempt to murder
me. These examples may suffice to disclose some of the
pathology in the background; passive-homozexuals, sub-
mitting to the phallie eharacter, the mastermind in con-
niving.

My authority to state such eharacteristics of the assail-
ants will searcely be challenged by those who know my
‘‘Character Analysis.”” Only a mechanistic neurologist
who remained sitting on the spot where pathology was
60 yeals ago will chullenge my contentions; the assailan
has no right to challenge it after having slandercd my

wood name all over the place.

Distinetion between government official in official fune-
tion and in the bio-psychiatrie medical office is of crucial
importance to do justice in any legal easc.
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As long as my medical work on human nature had
bren confined to individual treafinent of emotional disturh-
ances in seclusion, T was only exposed to individual atfack
by those treated. . _

But, when I gave up individual work and turned of
necessity to work on the prevention of mental
tional disease on the social seene around 1920, in o
words, when Social Pathology and Social Psychiatry hegan
fo develop, the field of operations changed for the patient,
too. -Now, not only the individual case, but anyone in
public office suffering from emotional diseaxe felt entitled
to use his official position or authority against me and my
work for personal (irrafional) reasons,

The legal test problem before the Court is a prablem
of pathology rather than of Law: The attack upon or-
gonomy was mainly due to irrational fear of diselosnre
of deep, otherwise well-hidden motivations. This attack
only brought to a peak what had been goine on for
decades.

and cmo-

Based entirely upon the rationalistic concepts of hmnan
nature of the 18th and 19th Centuries, today’s jurisdiction
i5, in the procedural-legal sense, unaware of irrational
motivation. Motivation of lluman action was a mystery of
transcendental origin in the 18th Century, emerging from
the Reformation with a remmant from the Middle Ages,

Motivation waa thought of as rooted in mechanieal re-
flexes and impulses of the brain in the 19th Century, newly
developing mechanistic materialism.  According to this
view, the brain acted like a general, giving his order< io
the executive nerves and organs below; a traly hierarchic,
mechanistie view, in accordance with the period of fhe
Prussian birth of militarism.
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In the 20th Century, the discovery of irrational and
repressed motivation of hwman action replaced or super-
seded the mechanistic brain-nerves-organ view, still sur-
viving today in mechanistie neurclogy and chemotherapy.
The ““mentfal drugs’ of today are the last stragglers of
an over-nged mechanistie concept of Life. The brain gives
no orders to the organisms, sinee the living has functioned
without brain development for ages, merely by way of
antonomic nerves or even mere protoplasm, ie., by or-
ganized Orgone Encrgy functions. The brain is no more
than an advanced central slation of better impulse coordi-
ation, that’s all.

- With the fall of mechanistie thinking in physiology and
the advanee of bio-energetic thinking, motivafion of human
activity enlered the seene. ““Character’” beeame the term
denoting so-called bio-energetie, *“struectural’’ motivation,
readable in *‘emotional expression.”

This now 39 vear old knowledge is not on the statute
hacks. Life, however, and the seicuee of life have advanced,
The develonments in the forms of human fove hife of the
last 25 years have ecrtainly demonstrated the deep hio-
energetie changes in mmuan behavior. Of this, many judaes
have taken practical, personal aud professranal notice: hat
Iuman behavior and ifs bio-energeiic motivaiion is not in
judicial-procedural awareness, as it were. The results of
this gap are in=olvable legal problems, such as “Juvenile
Delinqueney.’’ Irrationally based, little understood and
therefore legally not manageable, procedures as those which
characferized the aftack upon Orgeonomy by emotionally
disturbed individuals in commerce and politics, are the

results of the characterological gap in le

Irrvational Motivation.
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Without careful study and integration of irrational

motivation in legal procedure, nothing can be expected for”

duc process in jurisdiction, in keeping with the advanees
in hmman development in this eentury. Injustiee, due fo
lack of characterologieal knowledge concerning human ir-
rational nature, must inevitably result, Unproteeted; not
understood and exposed to slander, irrational haired of
life, fear of bodily sensations, elc, Life is at present
severely handicapped in maintaining itself. Still it is the
only basic issue that counts, on which all the rest, includ-
ing jurisprudenece, depends. .

If the irrational motivation of human activity were in-
claded inlegal thinking, procedures and statutes, such prob-
lems would be much more easily accessible and solvable.
The racial problem is bound up and locked in the irrational
(Hitlerian) apprehension of the genital embrace between
negro and white; this is the emotional, irrational motive
in the raciat conflict. Nature iends to merger of races in
every respect; what aims at suppression of primal nature
tends to keep segregation and racial hatred going,

There can be Little doubt that such catastrophic en-
tanglements of social administration as, for example, in
the Clinton, Tennessee, racial segregation case, subterra-
neous pranksters were active to disorganize and prevent
orderly, gradual integration of the races in America.
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On Laws Needed for the Protection of
LIFE IN NEWBORNS and of TRUTH
(From Willielm Icich: “‘The Maurder of Christ,”’ 1951,
given to Judge Sweeney on May 7th, 19536,
Reply Bricf for Willielm Reich, 16a-17a)
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A careful study of the realm of social pathology re-
veals the faet that there exists no law in the U. 8. A. which
would direetly proteet factual truth against underhanded
lie and attack motivated by irrational interests. Truth is
at present at the merey of chance. It depends entirely on
whether a law officer is personally honest or dishonest,
emotionally rational or irrational, subjeetively inelined
toward or against factual functions. It is most difficult to
operate as o pioncer in new ficlds of human endeavor, if
any emotionally sick individual anvwhere on the social
scene can—unhampered—destroy work or knowledge he
dislikes, and if truth is in no position to defend itself
against underhanded attack. Tt 1< obvious that the future
of the U. 8. A. and the world at large depends on the ra-
tional upbringing of the newborns in cach genceration which
will enable them to make rational decisions as grown-ups.
(See Wilkelm Reich: Children of the Future, OEB,*
October, 1951.) There do not exist any laws as yet to pro-
tect newborns against harm inflicted upon them by emo-
tionally sick mothers and other sick individuals. However,
there are many old laws rendeved obsolete long avo by
progress in the understanding of the hiology of man, which
threaten progressive educators with extinetion if they
transgress technically these old laws. These facts, together
with the operation on the rocial scene of emotionally sick
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* Orgone Encrgy Bulletin,
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individuals, block progress and the scarch for betler ways
in medicine and education. Althoush laws whiclh ave serv-
ing the welfare of people at large can never accomplish
factual changes, life affirmative laws can protect those who
strive practically for betterment of the fate of humanity.
Therefore, two laws, one to proteet Life in Newborns, und
a sccond fo protect Truth against underhanded attacks
(beyond the scope of libel laws which are not suited for
this purpose), should be studied and formulated by legix-
latures, institutions of learning and foundations whose
work is primarily devoted to securing buman welfare and
Lhappiness.

To illustrate: Truthful and thorough investization of
natural love life in children and adolescents, one of the
most crucial tasks in present day mental hygiene, is held
up and rendered helpless by the siugle fact that any bio-
pathic individaal who himself has been emotionally warped
in childhood or adolescenee through frustration of his
needs for love, is in a position to put in a complaint to an
Attorney General’s Office to the effeet that those who in-
vestigate the subject of love life in childhood and adoles-
cence, and make eertain sugygestions as to its solution, are
committing a erime, the crime of ““seduction of minors.”
1f the attorney happens to agree emnotionally with the com-
plainant, the investigation of fact is completely at tle
mercy of chance There exists, according to rich experi-

u u C U (h
to prusccute tle biopathic indivi dual on the basis that his
motivation is not truth-seeking, or lhelping children or
adolescents, but only hate of such scientific precedures.
The mnotivation of an accusation should always be taken
into consideration, just as the motive for a murder is taken
into consideration.
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This example must suffice to illustrate the situation.
The Archives of the Orgone Iustitufe ecoiitain enough faé-
tual evidence to prove that the situation is bad indecd
where pioncering efforts are burdened with the rather
Lopeless struggle with such irrationalism in addition to
the factual difieulties entailed in the-pioncering job.

{This is the text of a proposal made to the Congress of
the U. S. A. in November, 1952 by The Wilhelm Reich
Foundation.)

THE LOGICAL ERROR
in the Procedure before the Court

In times of stress and distress such ns ours, it is ap-
propriate to look occasionally backward in time while
scarching forward into the unknown.

The principles of jurisprudence developed from cer-
tain common laws of decent, life-positive eonduct. The
same principle which emerged from common laws of decent
conduct also gave birth to certain abstractions of human
experience, A certain ‘“‘nafural philosophy’’ alwavs pre-
cedes and underlies advances in natural seience. Critieal
religions thoughts precede religious developments. The
Christian religious philosophy grew out of the principles
of Judaism through ecriticisin of rigidities in the Jewish
common laws which had stiflted the movement forward
of society as a whole.

By the same token, certain novel trends of pure think-
ing usnally precede and underlic social developments.
Buddha’s and Confucius’ philosophy underlay life in
Asiatic countries. Western philosophies in general devive
their principles from Locke, Hume, and others in the 18
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Century and from “‘smaferialistic,””. ““mechanistic’” ap-
proaches of the philosoplers, beginning with Bucchner and
leading up to Karl Marx in the 19th Century and the
Rassian Revolution, 1917. (An abused mechanistic ma-
terialism led to the recent mass murder in Hungary
(1956).) German idealistic philosopby led to Hegel and

} the absolute Kaiser-State-Idea. This State Idea plunged
the world info the first world war.

It is, most regrettably, unknown that INarl Marx was
the first to dissolve a communist organization, the “*Kom-
munisten Bund”>’ in Germany in 1847. Already then a
rampant Little Man plilosophy of power drunkenness, com-
bined with lack of will to learn, had appeared on the scene,
foreshadowing, as it were, the mass murders of the
Stalinite-Hitler typc one hundred vears later,

It bas become obvicus by now, in the sccoud hLalf of
the 20th Century, that all these systems, true and forward
driving as they were at their time, have failed to guide
our generation along in the present chaos. With the mas<es
of the Furasian and African continent reaching out with-
out technical or emotional preparcduess for the frnits of
an advanced technology, most systems of thought failid
practically. Until then it was always someone “‘abare’™”
or ‘““tn favor of”’ or ““against’’ the masses of living hmuan
beings who did the caring for, suppressing, or feeding or
providing ““for’’ people, -

For the first time in the history of mankind, partially
due to the great technological advunees, the masses TaEeM-
BRLVES aspire tn this 20th Century to rule their own lires.

Having been deeply immersed in misery over the awes,
a ‘‘period of written history of some 10 millennia,” they
want freedom; but they do not know what freedom really
is like, how difficult, responsible, exacting at times to hold,

(T e A T



e

JR—

o4

to preserve and to develop. Tley learncd to dic for free-
dom or liberties or abstract ideas. Now they die en massc
in their own confusions. The lcaders of the confusion are
organized psychopathie individuals in government
(*‘Higs’’)* who nbuse to their own pathological ends the
confusion of the past and present in the human multitudes:
FASCISM in all its eolor in political parlanee; Grganized
Emotional Plague in parlance of Bio-Psychiatry.

Now, this over-aged kind of thinking is beginning to go
under. The masses are leaderless, without enidine diree.

tian, oo it wnere,
BB PEIE T- S TS SRS SO VI U I B S DT SR
THAT, EMERGING FROM THE CONFLICTS OF T
PAST, IS BECOMING THE BEACON INTO TUHE
FUTURE!?

If we toke the present legal confliet as an example of
confusion and enianglement instigaied by Higs, we may
not find the beacon, perhaps, but we may succeed in ob-
taining rome first orientation. Our first steps will be
highly theoretical in thinking, but very practical in real
life as applied to the test case hefore the Supreme Court:

The 18th Century thinkers, the founding fathers of the
American Law System, devised an abstract system of logi-
cal thought which was faetless, formal {o the extreme, still
alive in England, inescapable in its conclusions, according

to the following very much simplified form:

PREMISE ONE: TWO X EQUAIL, ONE Y
- PREMISE TWO: ONE % EQUALS OXE Y

CONCLUSION: TWO X EQUAL ONE Z

This abstract logical thinking underlies most present-
day abstract mathematieal logic. The conclusions formed

* Hoodlums In Government.

-
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in this lawful manner are ““snecessary,”” ic., inescapable
conclusions. They are considered fool-proof, tnevitable,
They underlic our present legal thinking in the wesiern
world. They ran into much {rouble and conflict with the
realities of living social life with the advent of the inter-
national labor movement which took lold, in Europe at
least, of the less rigid, more ““practical” maierialistic
philosophy, deriving from Buceliner and developed toward
Karl Marx and Friedrieh Engels (1848-1914).

According to the above logie, if two X eqnal one Z,
then it follows that one X equals 14 Z; this is logically per-
fectly truc.

Let us, however, test this truth in living reality. Let
us replace the abstract symbols, X, Y and Z, by living
things. Let us put it thus:

PREMISE ONE: TWO HORSES ARE EQUAL TO
PULLING ONE LOADED CARRIAGE

PREMISE TWO: ONE OX 1S EQUAL TO PULLING
ONE LOADIED CARRIAGE

('ONCLUSION: TWO HORSES EQUAL ONE OX (in
pulling one loaded carriage)

This conclusion is logically and practically perfeetly
correct. There will be no conflict in that respeet between
an abstract logician and the practical driver of the specifie
carriage, i.c., the_functional logician.

However, living lifc has certain specific gualities, called
in ORGONOMY ““FUNCTIONAL,” which distingnish life
from all other (mechanical) existence and set it apart in
natural science, as it were. This can easily be shown by
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pursuing the above logical conclusion further as we did
with the abstract symbols, X, ¥ and Z.

ONE X EQU.ILS ONE-IIALF Z

is a correet statement in fuct as well a= in formal logie.

IF it is {rue, as it truly is, that two horses are equal
to one ox in pulling a loaded carriage, then it must also
be true that:

ONE HORSE IS EQUAL TO ONE-ITALF OX IN
PULLING A LOADED CARRIAGE

This, however, is not so under any circumstances. One-
Lalf ox cannot pull anything whatever; it is dead.

At this point, the abstract, formal, factless procedure
of reaching conclusions established by our 1#th Century
philosophers breaks down completely, becomes useless un-
less it takes into acconnt the practical application of its
abstractions and logical procedures tn ewch single concreie
living case, each time ancw. What is called *‘conclusion””
in abstraet logie is the same as what we called ‘“due process
of law’’ or “‘legal procedure’ in jurisdiction. These pro-

eedures are desizned, as are the procedures of conclusion
in logic, to arrive at the factual truth; to seccure ‘‘due
process’’; to avoid error or judicial injustice.

However, it became quite ohvious from our demonstra-
tion, that the abstract, formalistie, factless, legalistic pro-

cedure must lead to illogie, untruth and consequently to
gross injuslice if it omits the factual, concrete events in
real living life. ““One-half ox does NOTI' EQUAL onc
whole horse in pulling a loaded carriawe.”” It ix dead as
a doornail. The abstract formal deduclion bas its limi-
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sion. It was stuck in abstract, factless, unconcrete, me-

facts
acts. Lol us now apply this 11

Reich versus the U. 8. A, in the formal absiract-legal
version, or WILHELM REICH VERSUS THE 1114, in
the factual, concrete meaning of the actual ease before the
court. It is so very obvious: The MDA is xor " The™ UL S,

Government. And may our good fate protect us from such

identity.

The logical breakdown here looks like this:

PREMISE ONE: DISOBEYA

L
IS A CRIMIN

AlY

L

OI" COURT ORDERS
IS A CRIMINAL OFIDE‘“\\YSP:
PREMISE TWO: DISOBEYAL 0" C"OURT ORDERS
WAS DONE BY WILIIELM RBETCLH.
CONCLUSIOXN: WILHELM REICH IIAS COMMIT-

TED A CRIMINAL OFFEXNSH

U,

Sinee eriminal offenses are subjected to punizhment,
WR has to be punished; this according to abstract, formal,
legal, logical procedure,

Still, everyone involved in these procedures knew well
that Wilhelm Reich had commitied no erime, that he was
no eriminal, that jailing him would Le an extreme injus-
tice, that the case shounld be dismissed. The true ‘‘erim-
inals" were those who had instigated the assault upon the

discovery of the Jife energy and had conspired to kill it and
its discoverer by fraudunlent presentation to the Court.
And, finally, WR lad done a great serviee to the nation,
to civil righls and principles of seience by his resistance
to organized evil.

The law procedure was obviously entangled in confu-

tations and becomes false when it omits concrete living

Let ns now annly this truth to the en<e, Witheln
e ow apply ¢ uth to the ease, 3

=
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chanistic, legalistic thinking., All scemed logical and just
by way of abstract formal pmm(hnc. All was so fnes-
capably wnjust in the face of the living, factnal reality.
Wilhelm Reich is just as little a eriminal as half an ox can
pull a carriage. And whocever is no eriminal, whoever is
innocent, has doue his duty as a citizen in defying unlawful
orders, should not be jailed. This is the” functional con-
clusion from living life.

Where was the Hmitation of the {ruthfuliess of ah-
sirvact logies in the ease: WILIIELM REICH versns TI{10
HIG?

The limitation lay in the omission of the FACTU AL
background and true factual nature of the legal caser
the mechanistie, illogieal, rigid separation of the facfs of
the eivil complaint 1056, from the motives of the Discoverer
not to appear in court; in the elinnation of the factual
motivating substance of the legal confliet at the trial hy
the lower court. The logical crror rested fully on the
failure to apply 1the legal ahstraction in the eoncrele reality
of living facts and indivisible proeesses; shortly, the legad
procedure failed to be fuuctional-fuctuwal in addition te
being procedural.

“If procedure is so designed that it kills truth and
fact, then proeedure, and not factual truth, must vield
to revision.

“If law i= practiced in -u(-h n manner that qm’r(-
obviously 1o everyone, the guilty ome goes free avid

== the innocent and decent one faces imprisowment, then
the law practice must be chunged as quickly and as
radically as possible,

“These are the ABC’s of ju~tice, obvious a priori.”’
(Appeal Brief for WR, 5160, p. 49)

Can it be that this FUNCTIONAL LOGIC is the
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in the presenl chaos? We shall have to apply functional -
logic to actual social reality in order to tell. And thus wo
have reached the very substance of vur test case:

Is a political wass murderer nol a murderer
routed from human society forever only, becaus
fbr-mally, “legally’” ““posing’’ as a “statesman’’?

1s a “‘diplomai,” acting as a spy, not a iraitor only
because he is formally a ““diplomat’”?

Is a man a judge beeause he wears a black robe? Or
because he knows right from wrong?

The chair

)]
a1 Caaal

PO 1P
U U

4
[ 8
¢ he is

of such f
anyone really expect to guide the world to better conditions
of living if touching hot potatoes of truth is further es-
chewed?

Does not, seen at elose range, good breeding, “Busto-
nian’’ reluctance to ‘‘hurt feelings,”” or plain ““pass-the-
buck’® philosophy contribute its share to commitments of

mass murder? It certainly does.

It is true: Orders mus! be abeyed. But, we must add
and never forget: Orders must themselres be lawful.
Never forget this, lest we go down in history as traitars
to mankind. Corrupi thinking has nearly succeeded in
destroying our civil liberties; our natural rights; our
hopes; the fruits of our toil; the eleanliness of our lives;

fide crror; trust among friends, Detween parents and
children or lovers. - '

Are orders issucd on prineiples of unfruth, based on
opinions only, not on facts, or disforiion of facts aceord-
ing to expediency ; falsification of histury in the service of
principled lie; eradication of integrity as a basic founda-
fion of social law-——are these ‘“laws” LAWFUL laws?
It is on the principle of wnprincipled, arbitrary, unlawful
orders that all tyranny rests.
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MY CONCLUSION IN THE APPEAL BRIEF
TO THE APPELLATE COURT

““We must set the principles of truthful conduet
against the continued practices of pettifogging deceil
in the serviee of evil and treason.

“1Ve must reiterale the basie prineiples of decent
conduet against deliberate misrepresentation and out-
right fraud perpetrated on Courts of Justice,

“We must adhere to and never let go of the prin-
ciple which declares «ll judgicots aud orders aal'
and void which were obtained by frawduleul wisrepre-
sendation of facts. (See Fixcerpts of Hearing, Novem-
ber 4, 1955, R. 504-527 and Petitioners’ Ex, 5, R. 85-
104, 336, ‘Atoms for Peace vs. the Hig.”)

“The case should be disuiissed and reopened agaii
to procedures which will guarantee the absence of such

deceit.”’

ORDERS HAVE TO BE LAWFUL ORDERS, BASET:

ON TRUTH AND NOT LIE, ON FACT AND NOI
OPINION.

Orders have to be lawful to be obeyed, lest the judicial

doors be widely open to intrusion of social evil.

This principle is now put to the test of jurisdictiona’

" decision within the framework of the American Constitu-
tion before the Supreme Court of the U. 8. A.
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RELIEF SOUGHT

The Writ of Certiorari should he granted.

The decision of the Court of Appeals should be re-
versed.

Adequate judicial steps in legislation should bHe taken

to prevent such dangerous entanglement of deeent hard-
working citizens by irrational administrative practices
and unlawful orders.

Respeetfully submitted,

by WirneLa Reren, M.D.
Counsel for Discovery of the
Coswic Lifc Energy
Pro se

Tae WiLaeLm REeica Fouxpatiox

MicnaeL Siwvert, M.D.
Orgonomic Physician

Pro se
Washington
Jan. 10, 1957
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APPENDIX .
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPLALS

Opinion of the Court
Deeember 11, 1956

Woopsury, Circuif Judge. The United States, on Febra-
ary 10, 1954, filed a complaint under §302(a) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 532 Stat. 1043, 21 U. S. C.
§332(a), in the United States Distriet Court for the Distriet
of Maine asking for an injunction restraining the Willelm
Reich Foundation, a Maine corporation, and Willelm

Reich and Ilse Ollendorff, imdividuals residing in Range-
ley, Maine, from violating §301(a) aud (k) of the above
Act by either infroducing, or causing the introduction
into interstate commerce, or, while being held for sale
after shipment in interstate commeree doing anything re-
sulting in the misbranding of, certain devices known as
‘‘orgone encrgy aceumulators,” * which it was alleged
were adulterated within the meaning of §301(c) of the
Act and misbranded within the meaning of §302(a) thercof.
Service of the complaint and summons was duly made

on the defendants on the same day that the complaint was
filed.

* In their conunonest form these are box-like structures in which
the patient sits for treatment. It is asserted by the Government 1has
these devices were being falsely held out to the public at Targe v
the deiendants as at least Deneficial in the treatment of a great nunmber
of human ilis rangig {rom can

~ svarrvavvanes aaalld
wer 1o the COIIIGH cord.
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The defendants entered no appearances and filed no
answers, Indeed, in a letter to the judge of the court Lelow
dated February ‘25, 1954, the defendant, Dr. Wilhelm Reich,
indicated unmistakably that he, at least, had no intention
of filing either an appearance or an answer. Dr. Reich

wrote to the court in part:

““AMy factual position in the caze as well ax the
world of science of foday does not permit me to enter
the ease against the Food and Drug Administration,
sinee such action would, in my mind, imply adiission
of the authority of this special branch of the govern.
ment to pass judgment on primordial, pre-atomic

cosmic orgone energy.”

On the day after this letter wa: written reguests for
admissions were propounded by the United States and
served on cach of the defendants. Tliese requests were
ignored, and on March 19, 1934, upon request of the
United States, the default of cach defendant was entered
by the clerk of the court helow. On the same day the
United States moved for default judginent, its motion was
granted, and the court immmiiﬂloll}' entered a decree of
injunction as prayed for in the complaint. By the terms
of this injunction the named defendants, and ‘“‘each and
all of their officers, agents, servants, employees, * * * and
all personts in active concert or participation with them
or any of them” were “‘perpefually enjoined und re-
strained”’ from indulging in the practices set out in detail
in the complaint. Furthermore all orgone energy aceumula-
tors out on a rental basis or otherwise owned or controlled
by the defendants were ordered recalled fo the defend-
ants’ place of business in Rangeley, Maine, and there either
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energy accumunlators, and covinin listod deseriptive liteva-
~ tare pertaining thereto, were ordered destroved.

Certified copies of the deeree of injunction were sorved
on the named defendants on Mareh 22, 1054, and af {hoe
same time copies were cither served or mailed to soveral
other persons in {he Rangeley avea who were citlior e
ployees of or contractors for the defendants in the mmmni-
facture and distribution of the devices. At the same time
copies of the decree were also mailed to a number of (inly
licensed physicians in the New York, New Jersev, and
Philadelphia area, most of whom specialized in psychintry,

tors in the freatment of their patients, Ineluded in this
roup was the appellant herein, Ir. Michael Silverti,

On March 30, 1954, the defendant Ilse Ollendorff as
clerk of the corporate defendant sent g telearam to the

United States Attorney for the Distriet of Maine slatine:

““The Wilkelm Reich Foundatioy is far advanced in
preparing full compliance with injunction of March
19, 1954 Stop An exact acconnt of measurcs faken
and still in progress will be sent fo vour office for
your information.”’

No turther account of measures taken to comply with the
injunetion was ever sent to the Distriet Attorney, nor does
it appear that in fact any such measures ever were nnder-
taken.

Next, on May 5, 1954, the doctors in the New York-

Philadelphia arca referred to above, including as we have

desfroyed or dismantled for salvaze under the supervision
of ¢mployees of the Food and Drug Administration, and
in addition all printed labels and order hlanks for oreone

who were known to have used orgone eneray acenmula- .
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alveady poted the appellaut Dr. Michael Silvert, applied

to the conrt below for leave to intervene. Their applicition

was denied on Novewber 17, 1954, in accordance with an

opinion of tbe court below of that date reported in 17

LD, 96 (1994). This conrt afivmed on that opinien sul

o Baler v. United Sfales, 221 1. 2d 957 (1953).

We turn now to the case before us which was inifiated
the Uuited States Attorney for the Distriet of Maine
on July 135, 1935, when, acting under §302(h) of the Act,
Le filed in the court below an information charging the
Willhelms Reich Foundation, Dr. Wilbelm Reieh and Dr.
Michael Silvert with failing and relusing to obey the
injunction of Marvelr 19, 1954, and asking for an order
to show cause why they should not be adjudged in erim-
inal contempt for their misbehavior. The defendants ap-
peared and filed motions to dismisz, which were denied;
the United States moved 1o amend, its mntion was allowwd,
and the defendants again moved tu dismiss and theiv
motions were again denied. They also filed several other
inotions, all of which were denied, and do not reguire
deseription or discussion. It will suffice to say that the
defendants were given full opportunity for heaving on

-
<

every oceasion,

Eventually, on May 3, 1956, the defendants, in accord-
ance with their request, were put to triai by jury on their
pleas of not guilty. They were found gailty by the jury
aud thereafter sentenced by the court, the eorperation 1o
a fine and the individuals fo terms of imprisonment. These
appeals are from the respeetive judgments of sentence,

The defendants did not coutend below and do not urge
here that the injunction of March 19, 1934, bad in fact
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been obeyed. On the confrary, they admitted at the trial
that no attempt had been made to comply with its terms.
Their contention is that the court helow had no jurisdiction:
to issue the injunction. The individual appellants say that
they, both individually and acting through the corporate
defendant, of which Dr. Reich was the moving and guiding
spirit, were engaged in basie secientific rescarch which no
ageney of the Government had jurisdietion to interfeve
with or control, and that furthermore and more specifically,
the court below had no jurisdietion o issue {he injunction
for the reason that it had been procured by frawd and
deveption practiced upon the eourt by officers and agents

of the Food and Drug Administration. In addition Dr.
Silvert contends that I ; i

that lie 1s not hound by the injunction
because he was not a defendant in the original sait in

which it was issued and had not been served with process
therein.

None of these contentions have any merit.

We turn first to Dr. Silvert’s sepavate contention. It
ha< been seftled Lnw for a long fime that one who know-
ingly aids, abets, assists, or acls in active concert with, a
person who has been enjoined in violating an injunction
subjects himself to civil as well as eriminal proceedings
for contempt even though he was not named or scrved with

nee 1n :
Uhb L

1 the su

<o
A~

pr inn which the injunection was issued oy
even served with a copy of the injunetion. Iu e Lo,
166 U.S. 548, 554 (1897); Alewmite Mfg. Corp. ~. Staff,
42 F. 2d 832 (C. A. 2,1930) and cases cited. See also Rule
65(d} F.R. Civ. P. The question then is whether Dr. Sil-
vert had actnal knowledge of the injunction of Mareh 19,
1994, issued against the Wilhelm Reieh Foundation, and Dr.

g e

e

e T Y T

= — & e g S AP T Ry " Y, T ————

EE——__ Y



TR T R ptnatery e - b i e e - TN o S e e
 gUERS X

N

[ETrPREEEPEN

T TR TP TR PR 0.7 3« Aty L T et BT |V i1 4 = ey ST et bt

-

6a
Appendiz

Willielm Reich and Ilse Ollendorff personally. There can
be no doubt {hat he did. Ile was mailed a copy of that
injunction when it was issucd, be admitted at the trial
thati he read the injunctinn when he reeeived it, and more-
over e was one of those who moved to intervene in the
suil in which it was issued. Thus it is abundantly clear
that e knew of its existence and knew its terms.

The appellants’ first jurisdictional contention does not
deserve much comment or discussion. Its refutation is
obvious from its mere statement. Of eourse the United
States Government has power lo forbid and power to take
appropriate steps to prevent the transportation in infer-
state commerce of devices of alleged therapeutic value if
they are adulterated or misbranded.

The appeliants’ second jurisdietional coniention de-
serves only slightly more extended consideration. There
can be no doubt whatever that Congress in {302(a) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetie Act gave the District
Court jurisdiction over the subject matter of the original
suit. Nor can there be any doubt that the Distriet Court
obtained personal jurisdiction over {he defendants in that
suit by legal service of process upon them in Maine. Thix
jurisdiction, onece obtained, eertainly would not be ter-
minated by any fraud practiced upon the eourt by the
succexsful litizant. On the confrary, the Conrt’s jurisdie-
tion would neecessarily have to continue in order {o permit
the court to entertain an application by the victims of a
successful litigant’s fraud to vacate the injunction throuzh
the remedies and procedures for relief outlined in defail
in Hazel-Allas Glass Co. v. Hartford-Empire (To., 322 U. S.

238 (1944).
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And the remedies and procedures available {o a de-
frauded litigant certainly do not inelnde yefusal to ohey
an injunction. It is too well scttled fo require a lengthy
citation of cases that an injunction, temporary or per-
manent, must be oheyed as= long as it is in foree and effcet.
Howat v. Kansas, 238 U. S. 181 (1922); United Stales v
United Mine Workers of America, 330 U. S. 238, 289, ¢l seq.
(1947) and eases cited. Nor is this rule a mere technical
quirk of procedure, for as the Supreme Court pointed out
in Gompers v. Bucks Stove & Range Co., 221 U. S. 418, 450
(1911) ;

“If a party can wake himself a judge of the -alidity
of orders which have heen issued, and by his own act
of disobedience set them aside, then ave the courts
impotent, and what the Constitution now fittingly ealls
the *judicial power of the United States’ w ou‘nd be a

mere mockery.”’
Sce also {he remarks made by Mr. Justice Frankfurter at
the bottom of page 311 and thie top of page 312 of his con-
curring opinion in the United Mine Workers ease, sHpra.
It follows that the court below did not err in refusine
to permit the defendants at their trial for confempt to
show in their defense that officers and agents of the Food
and Drug Administration had proeured the injunction of
March 19, 1954, by frand perpetrated upon the court.
Althongh the court’s refusal to permit the defendants
to show fraud in proéuring the injunction is the only
error asserted by them to have occurred at their trial, we
Lave nevertheless, becanse the defendants were not repre-
senfed by counsel in the court below and only partially on
appeal, examined the record with particular care. We find

o
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ample evidenee that Dr. Reich and the Wilhelm Reich
Foundation deliberately refused to obey the injunction and
that Dr. Silvert aided and abetted them in flouting it. Nor
do we find any erroncous rulings of law. Indeed, it is
evident from the record that throughout the trial the pre-
siding judge solicitously protected the appellants’ rights
and gave them full opportunity to present every defense
available to them under the law.

Judgment will be cutered affirming the judgmenis of
the District Court.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS-

- ——— — . — "

For triE First Cincuir

Judgment
Deeember 11, 1956

This canse came on to be heard on the record on appeal
from the United States Distriet Court for the Distriet of
Maine, and was argued by Wilbelm Reich, pro se, and
Michael Silvert, pro se, and by counsel for The Wilhelm
Reich Foundation, appellant, and for appellee.

Upon eonsideration whereof, It ts now here ordered,
adjudged and deereed as follows: The judgments of the
District Court are affirmed.

s i £ B ARy T I i P o b
-

By the Court:

/8/ RoGEn A. STINCHFIELD
Clerk.

[ce. Messrs. Haydon and Maguire, and Messrs. Reich and
Silvert.]
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(For judgments of District Court, sce R. §34-539)
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EXCERPTS FROM THE CONSTITUTION

Article 111, Scetion 23

J «1. The judicial power shall extend to all cases
in law and equity arising under this Constitution,
the Iaws of the United States, and treaties made, or
which shall he wade, under their anthority; to all
cases affecting nmbassadors, other public ministers
and consuls; to all cases of admiralty and maritime
jurisdietion; to controversies to which the United
States shall be a party: 1o controversies hetween two
or more States, between a Sinte and citizens of an-
other State, between citizens of diffevent States, be:
twoen citizens of the same State ¢lahiming lands under

of different States, and between a State, or the

and foreign stales, citizens, or sub-

— yp—_ T - ) '
% g Syt e i g e g By S P Ty

grants
citizens thercof,

jects.
@9 In all cases affecting ambassadors, other pub-
lic ministers, and consuls, and those in which a State’

shiall be party, the Sapreme Conrt shadl have original
In all other eases hefore mentioned the
{ shall have appellate jurisdiction hoth
act, with such exeeptions and under
1erexs shall make.

jurisdiction,
Supreme Cour
as to law and f
. such regulations as the Co

+3. The trial of all erimes, except in cases of -
peachment, <hall be by jury, and sueh trial shall be
held in the State where the said crimes ghall bave been
commitied; but when not committed within any State
the trial shall be at such place or places as the Con-
gress may by law have directed.””

Article 111, Section 3:

41, Treason against the United States shall con-
in levying war against them, or in adhering

sist only
giving them aid and comfort. No

to their enemies,

5 1 [ B ool LA (TR e
. P w ® PRy '
L, O] : P L s A Fa 13 0 2k
T ’ 4 At e o
-C'};;-'l“ 5.t & T o v g e T Y
s ; NI e . i
N . w om “ Y -k . N
G ww * . , AL ¥ TS «} P _1'3‘? k
) s N AN ' 1.9
O 4 %c . ‘w.}-'\ L) N
4 4 . + A L]
. bt iy = e o x : e
~ Lo e s [ T * 3: .41{; .
N A TR B

e T W, U i et Y WA iy ) T ST

Fap

§oimrs



s mp e e . .
had T e ST T MRS St i i T et gt O T EAIRIT— I At St vyt ;

LY N T IR TNy e AR Ty g s e el I | WP (e g ST s«!&t,-d.,.'-”_. ~ e e . .

1lla
Appendiz

‘¢ason unh--« on the

ol o
n 13 s

person shall be convieted of
L]
L

QP - L WO W wrd *
LESLLNULY VI (WU WILTNCESes 10

on confession in open court,

““2. The Congress shall have power to declare
the punishment of treaxon, but no attainder of freaxon
shall work corruption of blood or forfeiture except
during the lite of the person attainted.”’

BACKGROUND AND SCIENTIFIC DEVELOPMENT
OF WILHELM REICH
(From the Orgone Energy Bullelin, Vol. UV, Nos, 3-4,
1953, burned on Court order August, 1956.)

Wilhelm Reich’s basie seientifie di~coveries include the
following: Orgasm theory and teehnique of (haracter-
Analvsis (1923-34); Respiratory block and muscular armor
(1928-34) ;: Sex-cconomic self-regulation of primary uatural

drives in their distinetion from secondary, perveried drives

(19258-34); The role of irrafionalism and Iman sex-
economy in the origin of dietatorship of all political de-
nominations (1930-34); The orgasm rveflex (1934); The
bio-electrical nature of sexunality and anxiety (1935-36);

Olgone energy veqlcles, BIO\*& {1936- 39) Origin of the -

and the org zunz.mon of pmtnz a hum bionously di=in-
tegrated moss and grass (1936-39); T-bacilli in savcomn
(1937) ; Discovery of the bio-energy (Orgone Energy) in
SAPA Bions (1939}, in the atmosphere (1940); Invention
of the Orgone Energy Accumulator (1940); and tlie Or-
gone Energy Field Meter (1944); Experimental Orgone
Therapy of the Cancer Biopathy (1940-43); Exporimbut:l]

enw,
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investization of primary biogenesis (Experiment XX,
3943) ; Method of Orgonomie Functionalism (1943); Emo-
tional Plasue of man as a diseasc of the bio-energetic
cquilibrinm  (1947); Orgonometric equations (1949-50);
Hypothesis of cosmic superimposition of two orgone
energy streams at the basis of hurricanes and galaxy for-

T i1y

mation (1951); Anti-nuelear radiation effects of Orgone
Enerev (The Oranur Experitient, First Report, 1047-51).

Wilhehn Reieh was horn on Mareh 24, 1897, in Timperial
Austria, ax the son of a well-to-do favmer. Tis mother
lanzuage was German, Until 1938 Wilhelm Reich (here-
affer, WR) was an Austrian {Viennese eitizen). e had
no religions edneation. e adheres to no relirous creed
and to ne political party.

WR's early education (1903-07) was as a privale stu-
dent. Tle passed his examinations at an Austro-Gernan

public sehool. Ile attended a German high scliool between

1907 and 1915, preparving for natural seiences, and gradn-
afed in 1915 with “*Stinmnencinhellickeit*”. His hest sub-
jeets were German, Latin and Natornl Scienee.

WR’s interest in Dbiology and natural science was
created early by the life on the farm, close to agriculture.
cattle-breeding, efe., in which he took part every summer

and duringe the harvest. Befween his Sth and 12th vears,

flies, insects, plants, ele., under the gnidance of a private
teacher. The patural life functions, including the sexual
funetion, were famiiiar fo him as far back as he can re-
member., That may well have determined his later strong
inclination, as a bio-psyehiatrist, toward the bioloeien)

s
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foundation of the emotional life of mau, and also his bio-
physical discoveries in the fields of Medicine and Biology,
as well as Education.

Afier the death of his father, in 1914, WR, at the awe
of 17, directed the farm work quile on his own, withiu
inferrupting his studies, until the war disaster pnl an end
to this work and destroyed all property in 1915, e was
in the Austrian Army from 1915 to 1918, a licntenant from
191G to 1918,

WR entered the Medienl Sehool of the University of
Vienna in 1918, cavning his living and paying bis way
through school by tutoring fellow students in premediesl
subjeets. War veterans were permitted fo complete the G-
vear course in 4 vears, WIT passed the 18 Risorosa in 18
medical subjeets exeept one easily, and in all the hre-
medical subjects received “‘excellent™ (“‘ausgezeichuet™).
e was graduated and obtained the M.D. degree in July,
1922, from the University of Vienua.

- During his last year of medieal school, WR took po=t-
graduate work in Internal Medicine at the Uwiversity
Cliniex of Ortner and Chvestek af University Hospital,
Vienna. He continuned his posteraduate edacation in Nenro-
Psychiatry for 2 years (1922.24) at the Neurological aml
Psyehiatrie University Clinie- under Professor Wiaguer-
Jaurcgg, and worked one year in the distwrbed wards
under Paul Schilder.  His postgradnafe sindy also in-

cluded attendance at polyelinical wark in hypnosis and
sugeestive therapy at the same University Clinte and
special courses and lectures in hiolowy at the University
of Vienma. Also, while still in medical school, in October
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1920, WR attained membership in {bhe Vienna Psyecho-
analyﬁc Society, then under Professor Sigmund Freud.

WR began psychoanalytic and psychiatric private prac-
tice in 1922, By 1933, the demands of work in orgone
energy rescarel required the termination of private
practice.

WR was First Clinical Assistant at Freud’s Psycho-
analytic Polveliniec in Vienna (under the directorship of
Dr. Edward Hitsehmann) from its foundation in 1022
until 1928; Vice-Direcetor of the Polvelinie, 1928-1920, and
Director of the Seminar for Psychounalytic Therapy at
the same institution, 1924-1930. As a member of the
faculty of the Psychoanalytic Institute in Vienun, 1924-
1930, WR gave lectures on elinical suhjects and bio-
psvehiatric theory. He did research in the social eausation
of the ncurosis at the Polyelinie from 1924, and at mental
hyeiene eonsultation eenfers in varions distriets in Vienna
(Soztalistische Gescllschaft fuer Sexualberatung und Sezx-
ualforscliung), centers which he founded and led from 1928
through 1930. He continued his mental hygiene work in
Berlin, 1930-33, as leeturer at the Psychoanalytic Chinie
and at the Worker’s College, and as head physician in
mental hygiene centers of various cultural organizations
in Berlin and other German cities.

Between 1934-39, WR lectured and did resecareh in
orgone biophysics at the Psychologieal Instifute of the Uni-
versity of Oslo, Norway.

The Orgone Inergy Laboratory was transferred hy
W1 {o Forest Hills, New York, WR coming to the U, S. A,
on a non-quola Professor visa, in August, 1939, Ile was

Associate Professor of Medieal Psychology at the New
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School for Social Research, New York, 1939-41, siving
lectures on orgone biophysics. _

The Orgone Instifute was founded by WR in 1042 in
New York, and in the same year 280 acres of land were
acquired in Maine and ealled “Orgonon’’, the future home
of Orgonomy, the Science of the Life Energy. The 1il-
Ielm Reich Foundation was founded in Maine, 1949, by
students and friends, to preserve the Archives of WR and
to sccure the future of WR’'s discovery of the Cosmic
Orgone Energy. ‘

Glossary

A new scientific discipline must employ new terms if old

ones ave inapplicable. Orgonomy introduced the follow-
ing terms:

Anorgonia. The condition of diminished or lacking
orgonity (q.v.).

Armor. See character armor, musenlar armor.

Bions. Energy vescicles representing transitional
stages between non-living and living substance. They con-
stantly formn in nature by a process of disintegration of in-
organic and organic matter, which process it has been pos-
sible to reproduce experimentally. They ave eharged with

orgone encrgy {q.v.), ie, Life Energy and may develop
into protozoa and bacteria.

Character. Anindividual’s typical structure, his stereo-
type manner of acting and reacting. Tle orgonomic con-

v
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cept of character is funetional and hiological, and not a
statie, psychological or moralistic concept.

Character-Analysis. Originally a modifieation of the
customary psychoanalytic technique of symptom analysis,
by the inelusion of the ¢haracter and character resistance
into the therapeutie process. llowever, the discovery of
the miwscular arnior necessitated the development of a new
technique, namely vegetotherapy. The later dizcovery of
organismic orgone energy (‘‘bioenergy’’) and the concen-
tration of atmospheric orgone energy with an orgone
energy accumulator necessitated the further development
of character-analytic vegetotherapy into an inclusive, bio-
physical orgone therapy. (See physical and psychiatrie
orgoune therapy.)

Character Armor. The sum total of ivpical character
attitudes, which an individual develops as a blocking
against his emotional excitations, resulting in rigidity of
the body, lack of emotivnal contact, “‘deadness”.  Fune-
tionally identical with the muscular armor. (q.v.)

Character, Genital. Tle un-neurotic character sfruc-
ture, which does not suflvr from sexual stasis and, there-
fore, is eapable of natural self-regulation on the basis of
orgastic potency.

Character, Neurotic. The character which, due {o chivonie
hioenergetie stasis operates according to the principle of
compulsive moral regulation.
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Emotional Plague. The neurotic character in destrue-

tive action on the social scene,

fuscular Armor. The smmn {otal of the muscular atti-
tudes (chronie muscular spasims) which an individual de-
velops as a block against the breakthreugh of emotions and
organ sensations, in particular anxicty, rage, and sexual

excitation.

Orgasm, The unitary involuntary cowvulsion of fhe
fotal organism at the acme of the genital embrace. This
reflex, because of its involuntary character and the prevail-
ing orgasm anxicty, is blocked in most humans of civiliza-

tions which suppress infantile and adolescent genitalify.

Orgastic Impotence. The ahsence of orgastic poteney.
It is the most important eharaeteristic of the average hu-
man of today, and—by damming up biological (orgone)
energy in the organism—provides the source of encrgy for
all kinds of biopathic symptoms and social irrationalism,

Orgastic Potency. FEssentially, the capacity for com-
plete surrender to the tnvoluntary convulsion of the or-
ganism and complele discharge of the excitation at the
acme of the genital embrace. Tt is always lacking in nen-
rotic individuals. It presupposes the presence or estab-
lishment of the genital character, i. e., absence of a patho-
logieal ‘character armor and muscular armor. Orgastie
pofency is usually not distingunished from ercefive and
cjaenlative poteney, both of which are only prereqguisifes

of orgastic potency.

e
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Orgone Energy. I'rimordial Cosmie Energy; univer-
sally present and demonstrable visnally, thermic:ﬂly, clec-
troscopically and by mecans of Geiger-Mueller counters. In
the living organism: Bio-cuergy, Life Energy. Discovered
by Wilhelm Reich beiween 1936 and 1940,

Oranur denotes orgone energy in a state of eacitation
induced by nuclear encrgy. (DOR denotes Deadly ORI
energy.)

Orgone Therapy

Physical Orgone Therapy: Application of physical or-
gone enefgy concentrated in an orgone energy accumulator
to increase the matural bio-energetic resistance of the
organism against disease,

Psychialric Orgone Therapy: Mobilization of the or-
gone encrgy in the organism, ic., the liberation of
biophysical emotions fromn mnscular and character armor-
Ings with the goal of establishing, if possible, orgastic
potency.

Orgonity. The condition of containing orgone ener
the quantity of orgone energy contained.

[ L
23

Orgonometry. Quauntitative orgonomic rescarch.

Orgonomic (‘‘Energetic’’) Functionalism. The fune-
tional thought technique which guides elinical and experi-
mental orgone research. The gniding principle is that of
the identity of variations in their common functioning prin-

oy
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ciple (CI'P). This thought technique grew in the eourse
of the study of human charaeter formation and led to the
discovery of the functional organismic and eosmic orgone

energy, thereby proving itself to be the corrcet mirroving
of both living and non-living basic natural processes.

Orgonomy. The natural science of the cosmic orgone
energy.

Orgonotic. Qualities concerning the orgonity of a sys-
tem or a condition.

Sex-Economy. The bodyr of knowledge within Orgonomy
which deals with the cconomy of the bieclegical (orgone)
energy in the organizm, with its energy houschold.

Stasis. The damming-up of Life Energy in the ovgan-
ism, thus the source of energy for biopathy and irrational-
ism.

Stasis Anxiety. The anxiety caused by the stasis of
sexual enorgy in the center of the organism when its pe-
ripheral orgastic discharge is inhibited.

Stasis Neurosis. All somati¢ disturbaneces which are the
immediate result of the stasis of sexual energy, with stasis
anxiety at its core.

Work Democracy. The funetioning of the natural and
intrinsically rational work velationships hotween luman
beings. The concept of work demoeracy represenis thn
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“establishied reality (not the ideology) of {hese relationships
which, though usually distoried because of prevailing
armoring and irrational political ideologies, are never-
theless at the basis of all zocial achievement.

TESTIMONY OF PETER MILLS
(RR. 348-354)
(All emphasis by WR)

PETER MILLS, a witness, ealled by and on behalf of
the defendants, first being duly sworn, was examined and
testified as follows:

Dircet examination by Dr. Reich:

Dr. Reich: Here is the first Exhibif, My, Mills. This
was laken from the revords aboul vour activities in con-
neetion with what you did for us. Mr. Mills, what is this?

AMr. Mills: This is a table of events from the records.
What is your question, Doctor?

The Court: T presume, Mr. Mills, that all he means is
this: To the best of your knowledge, is this a fair repre-
sentation of your activities,

Dr. Reich: This is an abstract of our association?

Mr. AMills: 1 don’t know,

Dr. Reich: Would you please inspect it?

Mr. Mills: 1 am presented, Your Ionor, with an eight-
page list of items and dales and 1 qun in no position 1o
verify or deny.

The Court: Do yon have any reason to challenge any
of it from your memory!

e
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Mr. Mills: No, I have no reason to challenge it but I
haven't auy reason o confirm it cither, Your Honor, as
they are listed. 1 could state, generally, that 1 would {ry

auy questions that th : .

The Court: They have a right to show the transactions.
1f we have to go through the books and take item by iten,
and you use the charts and books, 1 thauk you should check
that this noontime and let us sec if it is a fair and accurate
represcntation. 1le asked you if that is a fair representa-
tion of your activitics in relation to the corporation.

Mr. Mills: Well, T am looking at the photograph, and
it bears my signature, which 1 recognize as a statement, as
a Notary Publie, on August 11, 1947. 1 helieve that wax
the first contact that 1 Lad with Dr. Reiel. Dr. Reich
called at my office to have a Notary take a statement and
1 notarized that statement and 1 affixed my name on it.

Dr. Reich: There are dozens of them?

Alr. Mills: There was one other oceasion.

The Court: I am going to ask you to hand that list to
AMr. Alils and T am going to ask you during the recess to
check, so far as vou can, whether {hat is a fair representa-

tion of vour aetivities.

4 gl

(Recess 12:20-2:05)

MR. MILLS resumes the stand:

Dr. Reieh: Mr. Mills, did you look through the ma-

terial?
Mr. Mills: T did.

Dr. Releh: Is it aunthentic material in connection with
yvour connection with Orgone Institute and the Willielm

Reich Foundation?
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Mr. Mills: I did not get the first few words?

Dr. Reich: Is this malerial legal material whick you
hare handled in your function as & counsel for the Foun-
dation, for the Orgone Iustitute, and for many of its em-
ployees and dircctors?

Mr, Mills: It is not.

The Court: Let me ask you this: Is that list a fair
represcntation of activities in which you were engaged 1
relation 1o the corporation or some of its subsidiaries?

Mr. Mills: It is not, Your Ilonor.

Dr. Reich: Mr. Mills, have you been the counsel of the
Corporation of the Wilhehn Reich Foundation? Did you
incorporate the papers and sign all documents?

Mr. Mills: Part of your guestion I would say in the
affrmative. I was at one time counsel for the Corporation,

and I was the attorney at {he time it was incorporated.

Dr. Reich: Did you act as counsel for ithe Corpora-

tion?
AMr. Mills: Yes.
Dr. Reich: That was in 19497
Mr, Mills: I think 1950 or 1951.
Dr. Reich: The Wilhelm Reich Foundation was incer-

porated by you as a lawyer in 1940, Isu’t that true?

Mr. Mills: 7 was the ¢
porvation.

Dr. Reichi: You partook in the meetings of the physi-
cians who constituted the board of trustees of the Willichn
Reich Foundation?

My, Mills: Sowme of theu.
Dr. Reich: But you were our counsellor, our attorney?

AT S, — P A L T+
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Mr. Mills: On sonie matfers,

Dr. Reich: Yes, on hasic matters, some of our legal

matters, from 1949 to 19521

Mr. Mills: 1 believe that that is correet.

Dr. Reich: That is about three years?

Mr. Mills: Fes.

Dr. Reich: The documents which pertain to this ser-
vice, that you rendered, arc in theref

Mr. Mills: T couldn’t say all of them are in there, but
certainly many of them are.

Dr. Reich: Wonld you permit that I submit this ma-
terial as evidence?

The Court: The question is: Daos he agree that this
material, whieh he identifies, substantially or partially,
represenis his fransactions. Will you agree that that be
put in evidence?

Mr. Mills; 7 would not agree to agree or disagree. 1
would iot from my revicw of it.

Dr. Reich: My question was, do these documents per-
tatn to'your service as our counsel?

Mr. Mills: There is a great deal more in these docu-
ments that T have no knowledge of,

Dr. Reich: Would you agree to climinate those which
do not pertain to your service as counsel?

Mr. Mills: Twould agree that many of these are. There
are corporation papers bere. There are many otlier things
which certainly appear to be authentic.

Dr. Reich: For instance, one or two examples—one

document there appears to be a notarizationt
Mr. Mills: Yes,
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Dr. Reich: Another notarization is a very importaut,
crucial document pertaining to what we called Vacor Phe-

nomenon. Do you remember thatf
Mr. Mills: I do.

Dr. Reich: You do?

Mr. Mills: Yes.

Dr, Reichi: The fact that I want to establish bere is
only one. You were for three years—for more {han three
years—a good friend of onrs and a counselorf

Mr. Mills: That’s correet. 1 was professionally, but
not intimately.

Dr. Reich: There was some private contact?

Mr. Mills: Yes, a cup of coffee.

The Court: With ercam and sugar in it?

Dr. Reich: That’s right.

Dr. Reich: Now, Mr. Mills, the problem which is before
us here, in this legal case—I think the Court will permit
we, as a human being, to ask one central guestion which
periaing fo the Imjunction since you are the counsel for

the opponent.

Alr. Mills: Are you asking me a question orv testifying?

45

Dr. Reich: I am leading up to my question. My ques-
tion is now why you clunged from our counsel to be the
counsel for the opponenis?

Dr. Reichi: This problem, Your Ilonor, 1 submit to you
to be admitted in Court.

The Court: Well, what is your question? .

Dr. Reich: My question is, under the circumstances, }
what reasons, or what factis induced Mr. Mills after being 'l
our counsel for three years, and 1 regarded him as a good i
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friend, to be our opponent’s counsel, and the one to prose-
cute me and Dr. Silvert as eriminals?

The Court: That is a fair question if there is anything.

Mr. Mills: The question is, what prompted me?

Pr. Reich: What made youn change your mind?

Mr. Mills: T have wever changed wy wmind, T am not
conscions of changing my mind,

The Court: Wait a minute. The original question wax
what prompted you 1o change sides.

Mr. Mills: T wever changed sides, 1 first made my con.
neetions, I believe, with yvon on Awaugt 20, 1952. 1 never
advised you on matters concerning the Pure Food and Drug
Administration. I did not read the law with respeet {o the
Pure Food and Drug Administration. I did not know it
had any application in this businesx. You did not advise
me.

Dr. Reich: In 1952 you stopped being our counsel,
awl then in 1954—T think it is 1953, because we Lave in-
forwation that the complaint was here in conrt for a long
time, and vou were the attorney for the opponent in 1952,
Do vou remember that in 1932 to put it correctly and
legully, that you were present at a meeting with the Pure
Food and Drug Administration * * *1

Mr. Mills: I do not.

The Court: Let him finish the question.

Dr. Reich: You don’t know?

Mr. Mills: That’s right,

Dr. Reich: You do not remember the meeting where
the physicians were there in my study, in the Obscrvatory?

Mr. Mills: The only recollection 1 bave with reference
to the Pure Food and Drug Administration, in your con-
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nection, is one afternoon we were on the premises, you and
1, and vou said to me “‘spics—The Pure Food and Drug
Admmntstration® * *7’

Dr. Reich: T do not remember that, but do not inter-
rogale me. I will ask you questions. You will have plenty
of time to interrogate me later. I am sorry, but that was
out of step. Are you convineed that 1 am trying to get
out the truth here?

Mr. Mills: 1 presume so.

Dr. Reich: Will you agree with me also that it is the
job and the task and the obligation of everyoue to get out
the truth?t

Mr. Mills: I certainly do.

Dr. Reich: You will certainly agrec that the function of
the District Attorney is not to prosecute by all wicans and
to convict, but to find the truth? I awill appreciate it if you
will help to find the trulh.

Mr. Mills: I certainly ugree witl you. I will try to help
you.

The Court: You are getting argmmentative. You harve
shown e was your counsel for three years. You can argue
the rest of it when you argue your case, but I do nof thank
you ought to pursue it any further.
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THE FRAUD AND THE CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS*
(Legal Summary)

The information charging the petitioners with contempt
was filed by their former attorney who is now the United
States Attorney for the Distriet of Maine (R. 348, ¢f scq.,
and Appeal Brief for WR, pp. Tr-43r, Appendix to Brief).
It was charged that Reieli and the Foundation failed 1o

comply with the injunetion (R. 470, ¢f seq.}.

_ * The injunction should not have heen granted. The order was

entirely void, Although it was called to the attention of the Conrt _ .
of Appeals, it overlooked the overwhehming weight of judicial au- :
thority to the effect that a purson charged with contesupt way always
show in his defense that an order is void. [ Ly parte Kowdand (1882) ]
104 U'S 604, 26 L ed 861: Ex partc Fisl: (1884) 113 US 713, 28 1
Loed 1117, 5 S Ct 724; Re Avers (1857 123 US 443, 31 L wd X
216, 8 § Ct 164 Re Sawver (1883) 124 US 200, 21 1. ed A0, .
8 S (1482 Ex partc Buskirk (1896, CA +thy 72 F 145 Iix perts r
Robinson (1906, CA 9th) 144 F 835: Lewis v. eck (1907, CN
Zth 111y 154 F 273, cert den 207 US 593, 32 1. ed 355, 28 8 ('t 258 }
Rraughaw v, Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. (1913, CA 24 XY .
205 F. B37; Ahbott v. Eastern Massachusetis Streef B Co. (1927, 3
CA Ist Mass) 19 F 2d 463: Beauchamp v. United States (1935, i
CA Ok Cal) 76 F 2d 663; Russell v, United States (1936, CA Rh
Minny 8 F 2d 389; Greham v. Uinited Stofes (1938, CA Uty (el
99 F 2d 746; I estorn Frudt Growers, Ine. v. Gotfricd (1913, CA 5
Oth Cal) 136 F 2d 98; United Stotes v, DeParcq (1947, CA 7th TH)
164 ¥ 2d 124; Puchlo Trading Co. v. El Cantino Irrig. Dist. (1948, 2
CA Oth Cal) 168 F 2d 212, cert den 335 US 911, 93 1. «d 444, '
69 S Ct 482: United States ex rel. 117Vite v, Palsh (1940, CA
7th I11) 174 F 2d 49; Evans v. Pack (1878, CC Mich) 2 Flipp 267,
F Cas No. 4566. United States v. Debs (1894, CC ILI) 64+ F
724; Foot v. Buchanan (1902, CC Miss) 113 F 156 Awcrican
Ligitting Co. v. Public Service Corp. (1004, CC NY) 134 F 129; ;
United States v, Atelison, T. & §. F. k. Co. (1905, CC Mo) 142 b
F 176; Brotherhood of R. & §. 8. Clerks v. Tevas & N. O. R. Co. '
(1928, DC Tex) 24 I 2d 426, miod on vehi 25 F 24 870, afid (CA
5th) 33 F 2d 13, which is afid 281 US 548, 74 L. ed 1034, 50 5 ('t 3
427]. (Citations from Reply Brief for The Wilhelm Reich Founda- -
tion by Counsel Charles Haydon, pp. 4-5.) 3
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Immediately, the Foundation and WR moved to dismiss
for lack of jurisdiction (R. 463-464). Then, on October
10, 1935 motions were made and argued on behalf of all
of the petitioners to dismiss the information and vaeate
the deeree of injunction for suppression and falsification
of evidence (R. 468, 454).

In order further fo demonstrate the fraud and suppres-
sion which :ippcllants prove permeated the entire case
from its inception, on November 4, 1955, Wilhelm Reich
argued his motion to show “‘illegal misrepresentation in
Court of pertinent facts** (R. 500). The motion was de-
nied on that day, despite the argument of Reich that he
sought to proceed ‘‘with enumeration of the misvepresen-
tations of pertinent facts’’ (R. 313). ile was prevented
fromi so doing by the Court. At that {ime none of the
appellants were represented by counsel (R. 504 and Peti-
tioners’ Exs. 4 and 5, R. 1-104, 3306).

Thereafter on November 17, 1935, the appellant Reich
sought to inspeet material subpocnaed from the Food &
Drug Administration, including reports-on actnal experi-
ments, but that motion was denied as well (R. 530).

No testimony was permitied to be taken and no hearings
were held on any of the motions, which were all denied.

Again, at the trial itself, the Court prevented the de-
velopment of such evidenee of fraud by ihe petitioners
when it ruled at virtually the outset of the trial:
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hat took plac€

T am not interested in anything t
' (R, 121)

prior to the issnance of the injunction.’

of the Court below deprived the petitioners
o show that the entive deeree was the
and that they were thus

The rulings

of the opportunity t
yesult of a fraudulent conspiracy,

convicted without due process of law.




