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Statenient of Questions Involved 

1. Whether a default decree of injunction, obtained 
through the fraud of public oficiais committed upon a 
U. S. District Court, may be enforced by contempt pro-
ceedings. 

2. Whether a contemnor may attack a default decree 
in contempt proceedings for violation of the decree by 
showing it was obtained through the fraud of public 
oficiais as plaintiff:3. 

3. Whether fraudulent concealment and suppression 
of evidente from a District Corta by public oficiais vitiate 
a default decree of injunction irk a civil suit brought by 
those officials in their official capacity. 
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Statement of the Cape 

This is an appeal from a judo:tient of conviction of con-
tempt of court entered on May 25, 1956 in the U. S. Dis-
trict Court for the District of Maine, Southern Division. 
The appellants were found guilty of contempt of conrt and 
the Wilhelm Reich Foundation, the appellant herein, wat; 
ordered to pay a fine of $10,000. Execution has been stayed 
pending the appeal. 

The Contempt Proceeding 

The amended information upon which the proceeding 
was based contains two main categories of charges; (1) 
That the named defendants failed to comply with an in-
jnnction entered in the District Court on March 19, 1954; 
(2) that the these appellants acted in concert and violated 
the injunction. 

The injunetion itself was entered when the Court de-
clared the defendants named therein in default, and when 
it was made to appear to the Court 

"• • • that the defendant, (sie), unless enjoined 
therefrom, will continue to introduce or cause to be 
introduced or deliver or cause to he delivered into 
interstate eommerce orgone energy aecumulators, de-
vices within the meaning of the Federal Food, Drag 
and Cosmetic Act, 21 U. 8. C. 301 et seq. which are 
misbranded and adulterated, and in violation of 21 
U. 8. C. 331 (a) and (k); and the Court having been 
fully advised in the premises; • • •." (Ree. App. Vol. 
IV, page 67a) 

The appellants have charged and presently claim that 
the advice which the Court received was frandulent. 

As a result of the frandnlent advice reeeived by the 
District Court, it entered an injunetion which ordered the  

defendants to return aceumulators, to destroy them, to de-
stroy books, to withhold other books, and it prevented the 
defendants from giving ont any information coneerning 
orgone energy accumulators or their use. It required fur-
ther that the affirmative acta of the defendants be done 
ander the aupervision of representatives of the Food and 
Drug Administration. 

The first eharge of contempt is based upon these decre-
u piii-agraphe :hW.' go for heyond the eomplaint. The 
secoud is abo detective in that there was no proof that 
what was shipped was either misbranded or adulterated. 

The Chamo of Frangi 

The appellant Wilhelm Reich Foundation lias elected 
to confine the arguments in this brief to the proposition 
that when public officials commit fraud upon a District 
Court in the obtaining of a default decree in a civil action, 
that fraud vitiates the decree, and all proceedings there-
after based upon the decree are a nullity. 

The appellants claim that Judge Clifford, who signed 
and entered the default doeres, was "fully advised" either 
by wfry of the allegations of the complaint or hy independ-
ent proof. The record of proceedings helow is barren of 
any independent proof or investigation, and the Court 
below nmust, therefore, have relied soìely upon the allega-
floris of the complaint. 

The appellants claim that the eomplaint is based upon 
allegationa which are false and were known by the prose-
euting officials to be false when filed by them and when 
they knew that Judge Clifford was going to rely upon thein. 
As Judge Clifford saw it, 

"The eomplaint alleged in general that the said 
defendants were manufacturing and introducing into 
interstate commeree certain devicee referred to by 
them as orgone energy accumulatora, and were repre- 
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senting in their labelling that such devices wore thera-
peutic agents which were beneficiai in the cure, mitiga-
tion, treatment, and prevention of innumerable dite 
cases and conditions, including such serious and 
chronic ailments as cancer, anemia, arterioselerosie, 
brain tumors, diabetes, gastric ulcera, Buerger's Dis-
CANO, and Ieukeniia. It was further alleged that such 
daviees ware not effective in the treatnient of such 
diseaees and cond'itions and that, therefore, they were 
misbranded within the meaning of 21 IT. S. C. 352 (a); 
it was also alleged that they were adulterated within 
the meaning of 21 U. S. C. 351 (e) in that their 
strength differed from, and their quality fel) below, 
that which they were purported and represented to 
possess." (17 F. R. D. 96) 

The "representations" which the complaint contained 
were purportedly encompassed within the various books, 
articles and other written material therein mentioned. The 
prosecution has also stated in relesses to newspapers that 
experimenta were conducted which proved the "represen-
tations" to be, false. 

The appellants have eharged, and have been prevented 
from proving, that the prosecution deliberately suppreseed 
evidenee, took matter out of context to change its meaning, 
and fraudulently concealed from the Cro-art evidence in 
the possession of the prosecution, alI of which would have 
demonstrated to the District Court that there was no 
foundation for the complaint. 

The record of proceedings shows that on October 18, 
1955, the appellants moved the District Court, pnrsuant to 
Rule 12 of the Federal Ruim of Criminal Procedure, to 
dismiss the citation for contempt on the ground that the 
prosecution had fraudulently suppressed evidence which 
wonld have proved that the "representations" were mat-
tera of legitimate scientific inquiry and opinion and that 
the District Court had no jurisdiction of the subject matter 
of the action. 

Judge Clifford refnsed to take testimony at which the 
appellants mula have proved their charges and denied the 
motion to &etnias. 

Again, at the trial itself, the Court prevented the de-
velopment of auch evidence by the appellants when it ruled 
at virtually the outset of the trial: 

"I ara not interested in anything that took place prior 
te the isauance of the injunotion." ("T. R. p. 7) 

When the witness Berman was asked what kind of 
effeet the accumulator had upou bim the (ama struck hia 
answer that it had. a ,good effeet (T. R. p. 45). Later, when 
the witneas Bowker was asked whether the accurnulator 
worked, the court ruled: 

"We are uot interested in that." (T. R. p. 66) 

The appellants urge that the denial of a hearing on 
their motion to dismiss and the rulings of the Court below 
deprived tilem of the opportunity to ehow that the entire 
decree was part of a fraudulent conspiracy, and that they 
were thus deprived of substanti.al rights and convieted 
thereby without due procelas of law. 

The Federai Rule of Criminal Procedure 

The pertinent portiona of Rule 12 of the Federal Rifles 
of Criminal Procedure follow: 

subdivision (b) (2): "Lack of jurisdiction or the 
failure of the indictinent or information to charge 
an offense shall he noticed by the conrt at any 
time dnring the pendency of the proceeding." 

subdivision (b) (4) : "A rnotion before trial raising 
defenaes or objections shall be deternfined before 
trial unless the cotia orders that it be deferred 

Trial Record. Record Appendix, Vol. II. 



for deterniination at the trial of the general issue. 
An issue of fact shall be tried by a jury if a jury 
trial is required under the Constitution or tua act 
of Congress. Al! other issues of fact shall be de-
tertnined by the court witli or without a jury or 
on affidavits or in such other manner as the court 
niay direct." 

PO!NT 1 

The District Court erres in preventing appeliants 
from showing that the injunction was cbtained by a 
fraud coramitted on the Court. 

Where a judgment ar a conviction lias been obtained 
hy the suppression ar falsification of evidence by publie 
officials, it bas beca the universal rale that snch a judg-
ment ar conviction is a nullity and will be set acide. Suei: 
suppression ar falsification nullifies the ensuing judicial 
process, and that process beeornes a laek of due process. 
In a long series of decisions from Mooney v. Hololtan, 294 
13. S. 103, to CoWi1011treedth of Peitlisylvania ex rei. ffer. 
Man V. CIEWIrly, 350 U. S. 116, 76 S. Ct. 223, decided 
Sanuary 9, 1956, the Supreme Court bas eonsistently re-
affirmed the principie that judgments anal sentences which 
rest upon a violation of fundamental constantional rights 
by fraud or suppression of evidence are subject to cal-
lateral attack. In Mooney v. HoIoharn, supra, at page 112, 
the court held: 

"That requirement [due process of lawl, in safe-
guarding the liberty of the citizen against deprivation 
through the action of the state, ernbodies the funda-
mental ecenceptions of justice wbicb lie at the base of 
(nu civil and political institutions. Herbert v. Louisi-
ana, 272 U. S. 312, 316, 317, 47 S. Ct. 103, 71 L.Ed. 

270, 48 A.L.R. 1102. It is a requirement that eannot 
be deemed to be satisfied by more notice and hearing 
if a state has contrived a conviction through the pra-
tense of a trial whieh in trnth is but used as a mearas of 
depriviug a defendant of liberty through a deliberate 
deception of court and jury by the presentation of 
testimony known to be perjured. Such a contrivanee 
by a state to procure the conviction and imprisoument 
e? a  defenela"t is as i.censistent with the rudimentary 
demands of justice as is the obtaining of a like result 
by intimidation." 

The injnnetion itself was obtained in ara action in whieh 
a default judgment could have been entered only by the 
court, and not by epplication to the Clerk (FeJ. Rute of 
Civil Procedure 55 (h) (2)). The reason for the role re-
quiring application to the corirt is that wbether e r net 
equitable relief, suei as was sought here, will be granted 
in any case always reste in the sound, judicial diseretion 
of the eourt (Paroleiam Exp/oration Co. v, Pubtie gerViee 
Comm. of Kentakeky, 58 S. Ct. 834, 304 U. S. 209, 1938). 

Jndge Clifford reeognized these requirements when he 
signed the deeree only af ter ire said the eourt had been 
fuliy advised_ Whether the eourt relied for its advice 
upon the aliegations o? the complaint alone ar apor in-
dependent proof, of which the record is barrem, the ap-
pellants contend that the court was deliberately and svill-
fully misled by the prosecution. 

In the case of the complaint, evidence was deliberately 
withheld whieh would have shown the alIegations to be 
false ;  if it were independent proof, the appeilants claim 
it was manufactured. Foi appellants eontend that in none 
of the literature, read in context, do there appear any of 
the eo-ealled false deliras of adulteration or misbranding. 
Such inisleading by the prosecution of the eourt nullifies 
the very deeree the appellants were found guilty of via- 
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lating, and the appellants were erroneously denied the op-
portuaity to prove their chargee. IIad they been given the 
opportnnity aad substantiated their charges, the estire 
matter would have been dismissed. In United States w. 

Ragen, 86 F. Supp. 382 (D.C. 111.), District Judge Igoe 
held: 

"A prosecutor is supposed to be an impartial repre- 
sentativa of public justice. • 	A society cannot 
suppress lawlessness by an accused through the means 
of lawlessness of the prosecution. A aociety cannot 
inspire respect for the law by withholding ita pro-
teetion from those acensed of crimes. It wae and is 
the prosecuting attorney's duty to assisti in giving a 
fair trial to a defendant. Read v. United Statea, 8 Cir., 
42 Fed. 6.36; Berger v. United States, 295 U. S. 78, 
55 S. Ct. 629, 79 L.Ed. 1314. A prosecutor must, to be 
fair, not only use the evidence againet the criminal, 
but mnst not willingiy ignore that which is in an ae-
cused's favor. It is repugnant to the concept of due 
proceas that a prosecutor introduce everything in bis 
favor and ignore anything which may escuse the ac-
cused for the crime with which he is charged." 

"Corruption is an act of an &Melai or fiduciary person 
who wrongfully aets contrary to duty and to the rights 
of others. State v. Shipznan, 202 N. C. 518. 163 8. E. 
657, 669. Its effect vitiates the basic integrity and 
purity negativing that which is vital to the due course 
of justice." 

The District Court had the power, ander 21 U. S. C. 
section 332, to enjoin only such activity as fell within the 
prohibitions of 21 U. 8. C. section 331, except paragraphs 
(e), (f) and (h) - (j). If the allegations were not true and 
there vias no falsity, adulteration or misbranding on the 
part of the appellants, the court had no power or juris- 

diction to enter the decree. Therefore, when it was ap-
priaed of appellants' charges, the District Court should 
have ordered testimony to determine whether "• • • they 
(the jurisdictional allegations) were evidently mede 'for 
the purpose of creating a case' cognizable by the Circuit 
Court, when none in fact existed" (Chief Justice Waite 
in Robinson v. Ander-soa, 121 U. S. 522, 527). 

It is no defense ou the part of the proseention to the 
chame of snppression of evidence and frand that the de-
fendente did not appear to contest the entry of the decree. 
Such an argunaent might be mede by a private litigant, but 
certainly cannot be set np by public officiala In United 
Mates v. Saanders, 124 F. 124 (8th Cir.), Circuit Judge 
Sanborn stated at page 126: 

"Whatever publie officials are empowered to do for 
the beim& of private citizens, the law makes it their 
duty to perform whenever .publk interest or individual 
rights cal' for the performance of that duty. Super.. 
visor; v. United States, 4 Wail 435, 446, 18 L. Ed. 
419; City of Little Rock v. United States, 103 Fed. 
418, 424." 

The pubiic officials who prosecuted the action for a 
civil injnnction were required not to impose upou the conrt 
by snppression of evidence and bad faith. 

This rule of adhering te fair dealing and lack of frand 
on the part of publie officials has been applied mainly in 
criminal cases. But we have been able to find tio tule which 
prevents proseeuting officials from eommitting frand in 
criminal cases but permite them to defraud a District 
Court in the proseention of a civil cause. Quite the con-
trary is true, especially in a proceeding which interferes, 
as this one does, with the pursuit of their profession by 
physici an s. 

"A person's business, profession or occupation is at 
tbe sane time 'property' within the meaning of the 
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constitutional provision as to due process of law, and 
is abo included in the right to liberty and the pursuit 
oY happiness (Butelier's Union Slaughtmrhouse Co. v. 
Creacent City Stock Landing Co., 4 S. Ct. 652)." 
(People v. Lave, 298 Ill, 304, 310) 

The appellants in the case at bar and the defendants in 
the main adiou had the absoluto right to rely on their 
respect for American institutions and their knowledge 
that the proaecutors could not honestly prove the ailega-
fiaria of the complaint. They had the absolute right to rely 
on the doai of purity whieh surrounds publie officials and 
the presumption they will perfarin their dnty honestly. 

Wben that eloak lias been used to defraud a court for 
the purpose of rnaking it seem it has jurisdiction in a case 
where nono exista, the conrt should set the entire proceed-
ing aside under Federal Bule of Criminal Procedure 12. 

It has been establiehed by an nnbroken line of authority 
starting with U. S. ex rel. Thomas v. Keokuk, 6 Wall 518, 
18 L. Ed. 918, that the only types of ordera which may 
not be ao attacked for lack of jurisdiction are temporary 
restraining ordere such as appeared in the famous United 
Mine Workers case (U. g. v. U. M. W. A., 330 U. S. 258, 
67 S. Ct. 677) where the court sought to maintain the 
status que while investigating the constitutionality of an 
net of the legislature; and orders mede pureuant to an an-
constitutional atatue prior to the declaration of ita uncon-
stitutionality, such as appeared in Hotcot v gansas, 258 
U. S. 181, 42 S. Ct. 277. 

The rationale of these cases resta on the presumption 
of constitutionality that attends the solemn and awful acta 
of the representativos of the people 111 passing laws. No 
such presumption existe with respect to federal courts 
where the burden reste upon the party alleging jurisdiction 
to prove it (Kvos v. Assoe. Press, 299 U. S. 269). In the 
first instance, the court whose jurisdiction is attacked for 
frand upon it or for any other cause, must, itself, make  

11 

the inquiry and determination. The question is not whether 
the Court decided rightly or wrongly, but whether it ever 
be.came the duty of the eourt to decide at all, and the op-
portunity to demonstrate that it never beeame the duty of 
the court to decide was denied to the appellants. 

Conclusian 

An investigation of the remou for the frand that was 
cominitted Apor the eourt would require analysis of soemo-
logical and psychological faetors that may not properly 
fali within the province of a brief. However, in addition 
to the existeuce of any willful delire to aecomplish unmen-
tioned ends on the part of the prosecution, as good an ex-
planation as may be found anywhere has been expressed 
by Aldous Hurley, well-known author, in the magazine, 
Esquire, October, 1956, at pagos 127 and 128: 

"'As Hobbes has well ohserved, if it were for the 
profit of a governing body that the three angles of a 
triangle should not be aluai to two right angles, the 
doctrine that they were would, by that body, inevitably 
be denounced as false and pernie.ious. The most eurious 
exemples of this truth have been found in the history 
of medicine. This, on the one hand, is notbing more 
than a history of variations and, on the other, a still 
more wonderful history of how every suceessive vari-
ation has, by medicai bodies, been first furiously de-
nouneed and then bigotedly adopted.' So wrote an 
older contemporary of the persecnted rnesmeriste, the 
Seottish philosopher and essayist, Sir William Hamil-
ton (who, like every intelligent man of the perind ont-
sido the medical profession, took a lively interest in 
a pheuomena of hypnotism). It should be added that 
the 'profit' of a professional body is not to he measured 
exclusively in terrns of money and power, or even of 
prestige. There are vested intereets not only in the 
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fields of eeonornics and social position, but also in the 
field of pure ideas. That a beautiful and genniAely 
antique theory should be ruined by some new, coarse, 
essentially vulgar fact of mere observation seems quite 
intolerable to a roind brought up in a proper reverente 
for words and consecrated notions. And it goes with-
out saying that, if the threat to a beloved theory should 
at the satne time be a threat to personal reputation, 
this rescntment will be raised to the uitch of outraged 
disapproval and a burning, righteous indignation. 
This wad. clearly ree,ognized by one of the early his-
torians of seience, John Playfair, who noted that new 
ideas. new observations and new methods 'must often 
change the relative place of meu engaged in seientific 
pureuits, and mnst oblige many, after deseending from 
the stations they formerly oecupied, to take a lower 
place in the seale of intellectnal improvement. The 
enmity of snch men, if they be not animated by a spirit 
of real oandor and the love of truth, is likely to be 
directed against the methods, observations and ideas 
by which their vanity is mt)rtified and their importante 
lessened.' " 

It is no wonder then that the history of the administra-
tion of the Pood, Drag and Cosmeties Law lias been filled 
with perversions of its pnrpose (T Ice History of 4 Crime 
.Against the Food Lato, Harvey Wiley, M.D., former Chief 
of the Bureau of Chemistry of the F. D. A., reprinted by 
The Lee Foundation for Nntritional Researeb, Milwankee, 
Wiseonsin). 

The judgment of convietion should be reversed, 
the iezittence vsrated and the decree of injunction 
vacated, 

Respeetfully submitted, 

CIT ARLES ]ElÀ YDON 

Attorney for Appellant 
The Tfrilhelm Reid& Foundation. 

52 Broadway 
New York 4, New York 



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 restrições. 
 
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. 
 
Textos da área da Peste emocional e sociedade parte dois. O caso da corte suprema. E.U.A. versus Reich. 
Texts from the area emotional plague and society part two. The Supreme Court case. U.S.A. versus Reich. 
 
 
--------- 
A Court Case 
--------------- 



---------------- 
The background to Court Case 
---------------- 
---------------- 
01 T.P. Wolfe. Emotional Plague versus Orgone Biophysics 1946 
McF 515 T.P. Wolfe. Emotional Plague versus Orgone Biophysics 1946 
Interval 2-25 Pag. 1-47 
 
02 Wilhelm Reich Oranur Project 1950 
McF 517 Oranur Project. Orgone Energy Emergency Bulletin No. 1 1950 
Interval 1-7 Pag. 1-12 
 
03 Wilhelm Reich Conspiracy Incomplete Set Filed enth Federal District Court 1952 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 1-1 Pag. 1-1 
 
04 Wilhelm Reich The Blackening Rochs Melanor 1952 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 2-34 Pag. 28-40 
 
05 Letter FBI Archives of the Orgone Institute 1953  
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 35-35 Pag. 1-1 
 
06 Supplement 1 William Washington file Archives of the Orgone Institute 1947-1953 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 36-115 Pag. 1-80 
 
07 Dor clouds over the U.S.A. 1954 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 117-137 Pag.111-131 
 
08 A leap into the future - Committee for Protectin of the Environment 1970 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 138-147 Pag. 1-10 
 
09 Chester M. Raphael Dor Sickness A review of Reichs Findingst 1954  
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 148-156 Pag. 17-26 



 
10 Michael Silvert Apendix Dor Sickness in New York City - Observations by Lay People 1953 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 156-169 Pag. 26-39 
 
11 The National Health Federation ? 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 170-170 Pag. 1-1 
 
12 Table of Events 1942-1954 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 171-187 Pag. 1-17 
 
13 The doors were closing - Archives of the Orgone Institute 1940-1947 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 188-212 Pag. 1-25 
 
14 In favor of Orgonomy and the living orgone versus emotional plague, F.B.I. and F.D.A 1947-1952 
McF 519 Conspiracy Incomplete Set 1952 
Interval 213-374 Pag. 1-162 
 
15 Wilhelm Reich The Einstein Affair 1953 
McF 516 Wilhelm Reich The Einstein Affair, 1953  
Interval 1-102 Pag. I-V and 1-102 
 
16 Wilhelm Reich Response to Ignorance 1955 
McF 512 Wilhelm Reich Biographical Material, History of the Discovery of the Life 1955 
Interval 1-19 Pag. I-II and 1-33 
 
----- 
--------- 
A Court Case 
--------------- 
---------------- 
 
01 Wilhelm Reich et al vs. U.S.A. Vol. 1 1954-1957 
McF 405 A Court Case I. 1954-1957 
Interval 2-1 Pag. 1-32 
 



02 Wilhelm Reich The Red Thread of a Conspiracy 1955 
McF 405 A Court Case I. 1954-1957 
Interval 2-22 Pag. 1-32 
 
03 Appendix Biographical History of the Discovery of the Life Energy 1942-1954 
McF 405 A Court Case I. 1954-1957 
Interval 22-33 Pag. 33-54 
 
04 Wilhelm Reich Atoms for Peace vs the Higs 1956 
McF 405 A Court Case I. 1954-1957 
Interval 34-44 Pag. 1-15 
 
05 Documentary Appendix 1954-1956 
McF 405 A Court Case I. 1954-1957 
Interval 45-55 Pag. 17-36 
 
06 Wilhelm Reich et al vs. U.S.A. Vol. 2 1954-1957 
McF 406 A Court Case II 1954-1957 
Interval 1-1 Pag. 1.1 
  
07 Record Appendix to Briefs for Appellants 1956 
McF 406 A Court Case II 1954-1957 
Interval 2-133 Pag. I-VIII and 1-254 
 
08 Wilhelm Reich et al vs. U.S.A. Vol. 3 1954-1957  
McF 407 A Court Case III 1954-1957 
Interval 1-7 Pag. I-VIII 
 
09 Suppressed Documentary Evidence 1956  
McF 407 A Court Case III 1954-1957 
Interval 7-114 Pag. 1-183 
 
10 Wilhelm Reich et al vs. U.S.A. Vol. 4 1954-1957  
McF 501 A Court Case IV 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-III 
 
11 Records Docketed by Clerk of Trial Court 1954-1956 
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