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Causality and Freedom: A Funetional Analysis 

CHkRLES R. KELLEY*  

The author wishes to acknowledge his indebiedness to the writings of 
Wilhelrn Reich, not only for the technique of orgonornic functionalism itself, 
but also for certain spccific ideas of this paper. Primary among these is the 
concept of "freedom within limits" which Reich formulated in a somewhat 
different context in "Orgonometric Equations: 1. General Form," OacoNE 
F.h EttGY BULLEMIN, October, 1950, pp. 161-183. 

In the realm of life, causality, ar the relationship between the past and the 
future. is entirely different than in the realm of nonliving matter. The 
essential difference between the two is that in the nonliving realm, a given 
series of events has only one possible outcome; thus the future can be said 
to be detcrmined. As our knowledge about a series of events in this realm 
increases, our ability to predict the future course of these events approaches 
one. This type of causality operates in a positive or deterministic way, as 
each event gives way to its one possible successor. 

In the living realm, an enfite!), different causality is evident. In the func-
tioning of an organism, a given series of events may be followed by any of 
a range of possible events. There is not one, but any number of possible out-
comes. As our knowledge about this series of events increases, predictability 
will not approach une, but some figure less than une. Predictability will not 
ordinarily be completely lacking, however, for thcre are causal laws still in 
operation. The distinguishing feature of causality in the realm of the living 
is that it operares in a negativo way, precluding certain things from happen-
ing, but never defining completely what is to occur. Negative causality thus 
never determines what wilI happen, but only the range of things that can 
happen. Within the allotted range, the organism is free to choose, to deter-
mine itself the future. 

• Researeh psychologist. Graduate of the Universit) ot Hawaii and Ohin State University. 
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"Cause and effect" as the phrase is usually used applies oniy in the non-
living realm. "A is the cause of Ir is a statement embodying positive 

causality. h is quite general!),  bui incorrectly applied ta the realm of living 

functioning. It is legitimate to state, "the machine stopped because a bearing 

cracked; the hearing cracked because the metal crystaIlized," etc. h is in-

correct, however, to state that "John is singing hecause he feels cheerful; lie 

is cheerful betume he had a good night's sleep," ar "The baby has chronic 

temper tantrums berause his parents restrain hirte" etc. This is applying 

positive causality to the realm aí life. What actually occurs is that the organ-
ism's range cif choice is afleeted by the so-called "causal" event. Thus the 
baby's temper tantrums occurred when his normal range of activity was 
restricted by his environment. Temper tantrums were within the range aí 
activity left open to hima, but vveren't bis only possibie reaction. When normal 
healthy activity was made irnpossible for him, he selected his response from 
what remained aí bis range cif choice, a choice which might have included 
withdrawal, saclisrn to playmates, etc. These forms cif behavior were possible 
even though his parents had been loving and understanding, but they were 
extremely unlikely, because so many more satisfying alternatives would 
have been available. Ali possible responses are not equally attractive, hence 

not equally probable. 
As to the "reason why" John is singing, the best answer is, "he's singing 

because he's singing." Normal pleasurable activity doesn't need a "reason" 
ar cause. John has a large range of activities to cianose from, and dects ia 
sing. Since he did it freely, not because orher possible alternatives were made 

unavailahle to him, his singing has no rause. His own structure and his 

environment may have made singing easier than some other form aí activity. • 
e.g., dancing, but in no sense did ir determine ar cause him to sing. The point 

o. 

of these exampks is to show how negativo causality operares ta limit the 
range of choice of an organism, without determining what specific behavior 
within the allotted range is to be made. 

The primary faciais restricting the range of the organism's choice are the 

structure of the organism, and the structure of its environment. It is doar 
that a fish is not free ta waik through the woods, nor a snake ta fiy. The 
actual limitations imposed on each organism are pervasive, defining in detail 
the limits within which the organism can function. To us, the ameba h2 
a trernendonsly narrow range af possible activities, resulting from its struc- 

rural limitations. Yet within the defined range, the ameba is as free as you 
or I tu choose what he does. 

That the limits of freedorri of an organism are structurally defined is ienme-
dtately apparent in the case of the fish, the snakr, and the ameba as above 
discussed. In the case of humans, the same structural limitations apply; the 
limits within which a person is free to choose are structuraIly deterrnined. 
Consider the effect of each aí the followmg structural changes on the range 
of possible activities of an otherwise healthy person blindness, paralysis, 
organic brain damage, and biological armoring. h can be seen that each af 
these structural changes would have the cifra of decreasing the range of 
possible actions, or range cif choice (frcedom) cif the individual. 

It is equally true that the structure of the environment imposes limits on 
the freedom of an organista. Fish that live in underground atrearns inay 
have perfect eyes; however, the structure of tinir environment imposes the 
same limitations on these fish as would have resulted from structurailv 
defective eyes. The structural characteristics aí an organism's environment 
are of equal importante with the structure of the organism in setting the 
limits aí possible activity, ar range of choice of the organism. The structure 
of the organism and cif its environment completely define the range of the 
organism's choice. lt is also true that the choice made affects the structure 
of With organism and environment, and thus modifies the range of choice. 

Choice implies alternatives. Organisms, with the exception of neurotic 
humans, do not ordinarily think consciously in terms of alternatives and 
possible consequentes. Awareness is normally experienced, not as awareness 
of alternatives, but as feelings. The problem [hera !amornes, what have an 
organism's feelings of pleasure. rage, fear, or grief, gat to do with alter-
natives, the range aí choice of the organism in a situation? 

That there is some relation between these two appears by analysis. When 
our range cif feeling is depressed greatly, as in sleep or unconsciousness, the 
range of possible activity is correspondingly depressed. This is true for 211 
gradations of feeling. The sleepy or dazed person cannot take advancage of 
the full range of acrion available to him when he is alive and alert. As his 
awareness decreases, original behavior becomes less likely. Stereotyped acts 

kcomes
increase, smaller

. 
 and beh.  avior becomes increasingly predictabIe. The range of choice 

The armored human is unable to tolerate feeling in its natural inrensity, 
and has succeeded in diminishing it greatly. He has at the same time limited 

aa 
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the range of responses he can make. The more rigidly he restrains his feel-
ings, the more delimited, rigid, unspontaneous, uncreatíve, and predictable 

will be his activity. 
Spontaneous activity seems in a sense opposed to choice. That is because 

"choice" tends to be connected with the intellectual weighing of alternatives. 
Actually, spontaneous unrehearsed activity based on spontaneous feeling is 
the very essence of choice as the word is here used. As spontaneity increases, 
freedom from accustomed modes of behavior grows, and the range of 
possible activity, or range of choice, expands. Our ability to predict this 
hehavior in advance is, of course, simultaneously reduced. 

It was stated that the limits of an organism's freedom were set by the 
structure of the organism and his environment. It foliows that the freedom 
of the organism within the set range is independent of structural factors. 
Freedom must relate to the antithesis of structure, and the antithesis of 

structure is movement. 
Mechanistic thought tends to relegate movement to a position dependem 

on structure, The only movement conceivable to the mechanist is the move-
ment of some structure. Thus light has beca thought of as the travel of 
particles (structures), electricity as the How of electrons (structures), heat 
as the vibration of molecules (structures). The movement aspect of each of 
these (travel, How, vibration) are reduced either to successive position (struc-
ture), ar to "force," which is only understood insofar as it affects structure. 
Functional thinking frees movement from this dependency on structure. 
"Movement," in accordance with Reich's definition, will be used in this 
paper to designate movement itself, not its structural effects ar manifestations. 

Let us consider two ways in which nature functions, one relating to 

structure and one to movement. 

Structure 
	 Movement 

determined 	. Eme 

rigid 
predictable 

not conscious 

	. mobile 
... unpredictable (spontaneous) 

aware 
living mechanical 

Science has concerned itself almost exclusively with the left-hand group. 
The reason for this has beca shown by Wilhelm Reich to relate to the fear 
of armored humans (including scientists) of the alive, the unpredictable. 

the moving. It may in addition relate to the fact that written language is 
itself a structure immobilizing nature. Words in a book cannot change; 
nature cannot be stili. 

The methods and tosais of science have been developed to apply to the 
left-hand column only. Thus algebraic and differential equations, in which 
a variable is studied as a function of time, are mil),  applicable when the 
future is determined. There is no difference hctween past and future in the 
traditional equation, which allows only one possible future course of events. 
Since for the living there is a range of possible future events, it foliows that 
the traditional equation cannot legitimately be applied to this realm. Equa-
tions which do apply to the living rcalm are being developed by Wilhclm 
Reich in the field of orgonometry. 

The antithetical functions "structure" and "movement" are fundamental 
tu nature. The concepts aí space and time are less fundamental, and derive 
from tilem. The concept of space is derived primarily from perception of 
structure. The concept of time is an abstraction which we impose on the 
world, and which derives primarily from the perception of motion. Analysis 
of the drag to scientific thinking due to the almost universal confusion of 
the fundamental functions with the derived concepts will have to he the sub-
ject aí another paper. What is relevam for this paper is that motion ar move-
ment, une of two basic functions of nature, and the balis of freedom, lost 
its fundamental place and hecame something derived from "time" and 
"space." It then seemed to depend on structure, and the characteristics of 
structure were applied to phenomena of motion. 

One of the properties aí structure is that it is quantifiable. Structures may 
be counted, measured, weighed, etc., and mathematical schema can be made 
to describe this quantitative information. Movement, on the other hand, is 
unquantifiable. It is impossible to measure a motion; only its structural 
effects can be mcasured. Thus a runner's movement is reduced to two posi-
tinas on the earth's surface and two positions of the hand on a stop-watch. 
By measuring these positions, it may he concluded that the man ran a 
hundred yards in ten seconds. Ir is incorreu to conceive of this as a descrip-
tion of the man's movement. What was measured is a structure, from which 
something was inferred about a movement. However, the structure is not 
the movement, and the inferente must be qualified by the fact that it was 
drawn from structure. All measurement of velncity, acceleration, etc., is in 
fact the measurement of structure. An additional comparison of the runner's 
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position with the position of the stop-watch hand could have been made. 
This would have yielded two veiocity figures, the differcnce between them 
indicating acceleration. Another measurement could be used to give change 
in acceleration, etc. This process could be carried on indefinitely, but move-
ment would never be described. Instead only increasingly detaikd posicional 

(structural) information would be had. 
Ali methods of measuring movement on analysis prove to be, in fact, 

measuring structure. For this reason, it is easy to impose on rnotion the 
characteristics of structure. Yet what is measured is the antithesis of motion, 
and has its own characteristics. Human beings have for hundreds of years 
failed to realize the antithetical nature of structure and motion, and have 
imposed the characteristics of the former onto the latter. By thinking of 
movement as structure, the basic fcatures of movement were destroyed. Only 

by studying movement itself can it and its biological functions, freedom 

and awareness, be understood. 

Summary and orgonometric formulation 

The difference between positive causality, operating in the nonliving 
realm, and negative causality, which applies to living organisms, makes 
"cause and effect" in the usual senso inapplicable to the conscious activities 
of the !atter. Insofar as there is choice, there is no "cause." 

Negauve causality relates to the limits within which the organism func-
tions. These limits are themseives a function of the structure of the organ-
ism, and the structure of the organism's environment. They determine the 
organism's range of choice, or freedom. Freedom is functionally identical 
with feeling or awareness. Freedom and awareness operatc within the limits 
defined by structure. They have their root in thc antithesis of structure, 
which is movement. The exact functional relationship between freedom and 
awareness, and movement, is in need of further analysis. Orgonornetricaily, 

the processes so far can be represented as follows: 

movement 
awareness (feeling) 

determinism 
structure 

unconseiousness 
 

The symbol -11- indicates that these equations have not been analyzed com- 

pletely, and that more useful information is to be had by developing the 
furmulation further. 

Structure and movement are antithetical and functionally identical. The 
addition of the common functioning principie resuits in an equation funda-
mentai to ali nature. It is this: 

movement 

structure 
	undifferentiated energy (the orgone energy) 

The equation says simpiy that structure and movement are the antithetical 
manifestations of undifferentiated energy (orgone energy). Orgonomy has 
opened the way for scientific exploration of both these antithetical reaims. 

1 have often asked myself whether the whole of phdosophy hitherto has 
not been generally an interpretation of the body and a misunderstanding of the body—NterzscHE 

freedom 
>-• Ff 
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Projeto Arte Org 
Redescobrindo e reinterpretando W. Reich 
 
Caro Leitor 
Infelizmente, no que se refere a orgonomia, seguir os passos de Wilhelm Reich e de sua equipe de investigadores é uma questão 
bastante difícil, polêmica e contraditória, cheia de diferentes interpretações que mais confundem do que ajudam. 
Por isto, nós decidimos trabalhar com o material bibliográfico presente nos microfilmes (Wilhelm Reich Collected Works Microfilms) em 
forma de PDF, disponibilizados por Eva Reich que já se encontra circulado pela internet, e que abarca o desenvolvimento da orgonomia 
de 1941 a 1957. 
 
Dividimos este “material” de acordo com as revistas publicadas pelo instituto de orgonomia do qual o Reich era o diretor. 
01- International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research (1942-1945). 
02- Orgone Energy Bulletin (1949-1953) 
03- CORE Cosmic Orgone Engineering (1954-1956)  
 
E logo dividimos estas revistas de acordo com seus artigos, apresentando-os de forma separada (em PDF), o que facilita a organizá-
los por assunto ou temas. 
Assim, cada qual pode seguir o rumo de suas leituras de acordo com os temas de seu interesse. 
Todo o material estará disponível em inglês na nuvem e poderá ser acessado a partir de nossas páginas Web. 
 
Sendo que nosso intuito aqui é simplesmente divulgar a orgonomia, e as questões que a ela se refere, de acordo com o próprio Reich 
e seus colaboradores diretos relativos e restritos ao tempo e momento do próprio Reich. 
Quanto ao caminho e as postulações de cada um destes colaboradores depois da morte de Reich, já é uma questão que extrapola 
nossas possibilidades e nossos interesses. Sendo que aqui somente podemos ser responsáveis por nós mesmos e com muitas restri-
ções. 
 
Alguns destes artigos, de acordo com nossas possiblidades e interesse, já estamos traduzindo.  
Não somos tradutores especializados e, portanto, pedimos a sua compreensão para possíveis erros que venham a encontrar. 
 
Em nome da comunidade Arte Org. 
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Textos da área do funcionalismo orgonômico 
 
Texts from the area of Orgonomic Functionalism. 
---------------------- 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research 

 
----------------------- 
Orgonomic Functionalism 
----------------------- 
 
01 Theodore P.Wofe. The Sex-Economic Concept of Psychosomatic Indentity and Antithesis 1942 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 1 1942 
Interval 38-59 Pag. 33-54 
 
02 Wilhelm Reich. Biophysical Functionalismo and Mechanistic Natural Science 1941 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 1 Number 2 1942 
Interval 1-11 Pag. 97-107 
 
03 Wilhelm Reich. Orgonotic Pulsation I 1944 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 3 Numbers 2 3 1944 
Interval 1-54 Pag. 97-150  
 
04 Wilhelm Reich. The Living Productive Power, Working Power of Karl Marx (1936) 1944 
International Journal of Sex Economy and Orgone Research Volume 3 Numbers 2 3 1944 
Interval 55-68 Pag. 151-164 
 
05 R. H. Attkin. Mechanistic Thinking as the Original Sin 1947 
McF 207 Annals of the Orgone Institute, Number 1. 1947 
Interval 51-54 Pag. 95-101-------------------------------- 
-------------------------------- 
Orgone Energy Bulletin 
------------------------------- 
-------------------------- 
Orgonomic Functionalism 
-------------------------- 
 
01 Wilhelm Reich Cosmic Energy and Ether 1949 
McF 302 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 4. Oct. 1949 
Interval 3-11 Pag. 143-159 
 
02 Notes Editorial. Basic Natural-Scientific Research 1949 
McF 302 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 4. Oct. 1949 
Interval 24-24 Pag. 184-185 
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03 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism Parte II A 1947 
McF 303 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 2, No. 1. Jan. 1950 
Interval 3-10 Pag. 1-15 
 
 
04 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism Parte II B 1947 
McF 304 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 2, No. 2. Apr. 1950 
Interval 3-10 Pag. 49-62 
 
05 Communications. Psychology and Natural Science 1950 
McF 304 Orgone Energy Bulletin, Vol. 2, No. 2. Apr. 1950 
Interval 23-24 Pag. 88-90 
 
06 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism Parte II C 1947 
McF 305 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 3. Jul. 1950 
Interval 4-17 Pag. 99-123 
 
07 Wilhelm Reich Orgonometrie Equations I A. General Form 1949 
McF 306 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 2, No. 4. Oct. 1950 
Interval 5-16 Pag. 161-183 
 
08 Wilhelm Reich Orgonometrie Equations I B. Complete 1950 
McF 308 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 2. Apr. 1951 
Interval 4-7 Pag. 65-71 
 
09 R. H. Atkin. Mathematical Questiones Without Answers 1951 
McF 308 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 3, No. 2. Apr. 1951 
Interval 25-27 Pag. 106-110 
 
10 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism Parte II D 1947 
McF 311 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 1. Jan. 1952 
Interval 2-8 Pag. 1-12 
 
11 Charles R. Keller. Causality and Freedom A funcional Analysis 1952 
McF 311 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 1. Jan. 1952 
Interval 20-23 Pag. 37-43 
 
12 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism Parte II E 1947 
McF 314 Orgone Energy Bulletin. Vol. 4, No. 4. Oct. 1952 
Interval 11-16 Pag. 186-196 
------------------------------- 
------------------------------- 
 
-------------------- 
Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism 
------------------- 
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01 Wilhelm Reich The Developmental History of Orgonomic Functionalism A 1946 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol I. I 
Interval 6-20 Pag. 1-29 
 
02 Wilhelm Reich The Biological Revolution from Homo Normalis to the Child of the Future 1950 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol I. I 
Interval 21-43 Pag. 30-74 
 
03 Wilhelm Reich A Note on Sympathetic Understanding. 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol I. I 
Interval 43-47 Pag. 75-82 
 
04 Wilhelm Reich The Silente Observer A 1952 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol I. I 
Interval 47-55 Pag. 83-99 
 
05 Wilhelm Reich Functional Thinking 1950 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol I. I 
Interval 56-62 Pag. 100-112 
 
06 Wilhelm Reich The Developmental History of Orgonomic Functionalism B 1946 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol II. II 
Interval 4-15 Pag. 1-23 
 
07 Wilhelm Reich The Silente Observer B 1952 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol II. II 
Interval 16-20 Pag. 24-33 
 
08 Wilhelm Reich Wrong Thinking Kills 1936 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol II. II 
Interval 21-25 Pag. 34-43 
 
09 Wilhelm Reich On Using The Atomic Bomb 1945 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol II. II 
Interval 26-28 Pag. 44-49 
 
10 Wilhelm Reich Mans Roots In Nature 1950 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol II. II 
Interval 29-41 Pag. 50-74 
 
11 Wilhelm Reich The Developmental History of Orgonomic Functionalism C 1947 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol III. III 
Interval 4-13 Pag. 1-19 
 
12 Wilhelm Reich Orgonotic Pulsation 1944 A 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol III. III 
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Interval 14-35 Pag. 20-63 
 
13 Wilhelm Reich The Evvasiveness of Homo Normalis 1947 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol III. III 
Interval 36-49 Pag. 64-91 
 
14 Wilhelm Reich The Developmental History of Orgonomic Functionalism D 1947 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol IV. IV 
Interval 4-13 Pag. 1-18 
 
15 Wilhelm Reich Orgonotic Pulsation 1944 B 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol IV. IV 
Interval 13-24 Pag. 19-40 
 
16 Wilhelm Reich Orgone Functions in Weather Formation 1946 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol IV. IV 
Interval 24-29 Pag. 41-51 
 
17 Wilhelm Reich The Attitude of Mechanistic Natural Science to the Life Problem 1941 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol IV. IV 
Interval 30-35 Pag. 52-63 
 
18 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism in Non-Living Nature A 1947 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol V. V 
Interval 4-13 Pag. 1-19 
 
19 Wilhelm Reich Orgonotic Pulsation 1944 C 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol V. V 
Interval 14-26 Pag. 20-44 
 
20 Wilhelm Reich Parents as Educators 1926 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol V. V 
Interval 26-37 Pag. 45-66 
 
21 Wilhelm Reich Open Season on Truth 1942 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol V. V 
Interval 37-48 Pag. 67-88 
 
22 Wilhelm Reich The Fundamental Problem of Form 1935 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol V. V 
Interval 48-48 Pag. 89-89 
 
23 Wilhelm Reich Orgonomic Functionalism in Non-Living Nature B 1947 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 4-14 Pag. 1-21 
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24 Wilhelm Reich Orgonotic Pulsation D 1944 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 15-21 Pag. 22-35 
 
25 Wilhelm Reich Desert Development and Emotional Dedness 1953 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 22-29 Pag. 36-50 
 
26 Wilhelm Reich Process Of Integration in the Newborn and the Schizophrenic 1950 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 29-39 Pag. 51-71 
 
27 Wilhelm Reich The Meaning of Disposition to Disease 1944 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 40-41 Pag. 72-75 
 
28 Wilhelm Reich The Difficulty 1948 
Wilhelm Reich-Orgonomic Functionalism - Vol VI. VI 
Interval 42-42 Pag. 76-76 
----------------- 
-------------------------- 
 
--------- 
CORE. 
----------------- 
-------------------------- 
Orgonomic Functionalism 
-------------------------- 
 
01 Robert A. McCullough. Rocky Road Toward Functionalism 1955 
McF 319 CORE. Vol. 7, No. 3,4. Dec. 1955 
Interval 26-31 Pag. 144-154 
 
 




