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Introductory Statement 

Conrt orders obtained by fraud and oonspiracy are, 
ss nn4.1wful orders, null and void. The late requires ordere 
to be lawful orders based on fact not opinion, on truth 
not on falsification of fut. 

Facts and Argurnent 

CHARGE OF PERJURY AGAINST 

JOSEPH L MAGUIRE AND PETER MILLS 

Joseph L. Maguire and Peter Mills have both committed 
perjury in addition to previam fraudulent deceit of U. S. 
Courts on the witness stand at the trial ou May 5, 1956. 
The perjury concorria their knowledge of the content of 
the documentary compilation "Conapiracy" (Vol. No. 41) 
(abstracted in Record Áppendix, Yd. 1, Exhibit No. 4 for 
the Defense "The Red Thread of a Conspiracy"). This 
compilation contains documentary proof of treason against 
the U. 8. Á. 

The aecuser continues in his Brief to deceive the Court. 

A. Joseph L. Maguire Committed Perjury on the 
Mames Steed. 

1. Joseph Maguire denied under oath on the witness 
stand knowledge of the "Conapiracy" document. 

2. Witness Ilse 011endorff testified that he had been 
in possession of Vol. No. 41 of "Conspiracy" while inter-
rogating her. 
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3. Knowing the co-ntent of the "Conspiracy," Vol. 
No. 41, he also knew that he had received it from Secretary 
of Health, Education and Welfare, Oveta Culp Hobby, to 
whom it was sent on September 1, 1954, in full reliance on 
the integrity of the Health Department of the T.T. S. Govern-
ment. 

4. Joseph Maguire deeeived the Health Department 
when he used this volume for his own information only, 
and not as information for the U. S. Public on the maneis 
centained therein. 

5. Having had knowledge of Vol. No. 41 of "Con-
spiracy," the social administrator, Joseph Magdire, knew 
well the following of its contente, among othere: 

(a) The documents concerning the Red Faseist 
conspiracy in the U. S. A., including the attack upon 
the Discovery of the Life Energy. (See Record Ap-
pendix, Vol. 1, "The Red Thread of a Conspiracy.") 
Maguire kept sileat before the Court. 

(b) The people who were involved in the can-
spiraey. 

(c) The seareh for information on WR's labora-
tory work and its invasion by toeis of an espionage 
ring operating in the U. S. A. 

(d) Information regarding the orgone energy 
motor and William Washington'a involvement, 1948-49. 

As a respoueible U. S. citizen and as Chief Counsel for 
the Discovery of the Life Energy, I hereby alargo Joseph 
Maguire, the legal connsel for the FDA, with perjury 'ander 
oath in the service of espionage. Here is bis testimony on 
May 5, 1956. 1t dernonstrates clearly the techniques used 
to deceive the Court again by a pettifogging lawyer who 
kuew well he had deceived the Court many times before:  

(Frota Record Appendix, Vol. II, Trial Record, 
pp. 219-221. AI) empliasis by WR.) 

JOSEPH MAGUIRE, a witness, having been first duly 
sworn, iras examined and testified as follows: 

Direct examinalion by Dr. Reich: 

Dr. Reich : Mr. Maguire, vou conducted the case against 
Orgone for how long,—since when did it begint 

Mr. Meguire: Well, iu the first plaee, 1 have con- 
ducted no case. 

Dr. Reich : Well, you have presented itt 
Mr. Maguire I have condnetecl no case aguinst Orgone, 

at áUly time. 
Dr. Reich: Hut you were the lawyer7 
Mr. Mills: 1 object, Your Honor, as entirely irrelevant. 
The Court: I will allow it. 1 arn going to give him a 

drltle inore latitude than a lawyer would have. 
Dr. Reich: (Shows book to the witness) Can you 

identify this book, pleasel 
Mr. Maguire: have never soeu this book before. 
Dr. Reieh: Yau say you have never seco this book be-

foro. On July 2f, yon bati the sarne book in your hands, 
and you quoted from it. Would you kindly remi the titio 
of the boold 

Mr. Maguire: "Wilhelm Reich, History of the Dis-
covery of Life Energy-1942-1954." 

Dr. Reich: Just real the titio of the book, that's ali. 
The Court: Read the title. 
71r. Maguire: Wel', therc is so much on here, I don't 

know what is the title. 
Dr. Reieh: tf is right here. 
Mr. ãfaguire: Reading. what Dr. Reich has pointed out 

to me, which is the title, and which is in rather small print, 
"Conspiracy and Emotional Chata. Reaction." 

Dr. Reich : Have you ever had that in your hand? 
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Mr. Magnire: 1 have had what niight be a similar voi-- 

ume. 
Dr. Reich: Similar or identical? 
Mr. Maguire: I caril answer that. The way the book 

is constructed, it is loose leaf and the pagos can be with- 
drawn very readily. 

Dr. Reich : Mr. Maguire, may I repeat niy question 
Did yon soe that book? Did you ever have it in your hands 

Inly 28—yee or no? 
The Court: He said he did not know. 
Mr. Maguire• No. 
The Court: I oan't recobre that in evidenoe. 
Dr. Reich: Did you ever soe this pamphlet? 
Mr. Maguire: I have seen one similar to it. 
Dr. Reja : Would yon read the title, please? 
Mr. Maguire: "Wilhelin Reich, Biographical Material 

—History of the Discovery of the Life Energy—Documen- 
tary Supplement No. 2—The Red Thread of a Conspiracy." 

Dr. Reich: Is that known to you? 
Mr. Maguire: Wefl, 1 said 1 have seen samething or 

probably similar to this. 
Dr. Reich: Did you soe 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 sane series? 
Mr. Maguire: I don't understand what you mean. 
Dr. Reich: Did yon ever read it or have it in your 

hands? Are you acquainted with this titio? Would you 
please read it? 

Mr. Maguire: Did I have this pamphlet in my hands? 
Dr. Reich: Not this one. 
Mr. Maguire : I have seen and had one in my hands, 

I presume. 
Dr. Reich: With the same tale. Would you read the 

title?  

Mr. Maguire: "Moine for Peace va The Hig." 
Dr. Reieh: Did you read itt 
Mr. Ma.guire: 1 think 1 read that one. 
Dr. Reich: You think you read itt 
Mr. Maguire: Yes. 
Dr. Reich: T offer this as an Exhibit now. 
Mr. Mills: I object. It is irrelevant and immaterial. 
The Court: Are theae booka oovered by the Deoree? 
Mr. Mills: I believe so. 
rue Court: All right 1 will acima Lima. 
Mr. Magnira: May I make a statement? That book 

not covered by the Decree. 

Hie own witness, Ase 011endorff, revealed on the wit-
ness stand the identity cr the Vol. #41 of "Conspiracy" 
from which he had quoted during her examination, and 
which had been sent to the Secretary of Health, Education 
and Welfare: 

(Froni Record Appendix, Vol. 11, Trial Itecord, 
pp. 241-245) 

ILSE OLLENDORFF, a witness, called by and on be-
half of the respondenta, first being duly aworn, was ex-
amined and testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Dr. Reich: 

Dr. Reich: Mias 011endorff, I shall not ask any ques-
tiona as to identification since we know who you are. Do 
you know this volume? (Shows document to witness) (Con-
piracy—WR) 

Mias 011endorff: Yes. 
Dr. Reich: Will you tell the jury what that is, please? 
Mias 011endorff: This is a volume of photostated copies 

of original lettere and newspaper clippings that I helped 
to collect during the time I was aYk employee of the Foun-
dation. It was collected in a loose leaf binder like that. 
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Mias 011endorff: It is the same material. 
Dr. Reich: Are you aware that Mr. Maguire had denied 

that? 
Mr. Maguire: I certair.ly object to that. That is ab-

solutely an incorrect statement. May I have the Court Re. 
porter read the testimony be.ek? 

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

Dr. Reide May 1 repeat the questionfo 
The Court: Irou may. 
Dr. Reieh: This morning, when Mr. Maguire was on 

the witness stand, I held up the same volume • • • 
The Court: Let me put this question to you. It is 

your testimony that you saw that in the hands of Mr. 
Maguire, and whether it was about some statement of 
yours that was in there. Do you consider it inconsistent 
with bis testimony tida morning? 

Mias 011endorff: I eonsider it inconsistent and I was 
disturbed about it. 

The Court: All right. 
Dr. Reich : T have no more questions. 

Crass exantination by 211r, Maguire: 

Mr. Maguire You apparently was paying quite some 
attention to my testimony while I was on the standt 

Mias 011endorff: Yes. 
Mr. Maguire : Did you see Dr. Reich present to me the 

volume that he lias just retrieved from you? 
Mias 011endorff: I don't know whether it was exactly 

the same volume but it was the same contenta. 
Mr. Maguire: Well, let us assume that it was the same 

volume that he presented to me and the same volume he just 
presented to you. Did you hear him ask me if I had ever 
seen that volume before?  

Miss 011endorff: Yes I heard him say that. 
Mr. Maguire: Did you hear my answer? 

Dr. Reich: When was that material collectedt When 
was it done, exactlyt 

Mias 011endorff: t was there at the time. Part of the 
material was contained in the files and recorda that I kept, 
and it was collected in the present arder after the injune- 
tion was filed. 

Dr. Reich: Will you please tell the jury why this ma- 
terial was conectes:1T 

The Court: 1 don't think we are interested in why it 
was collected. 

Dr. Reich : Will you please read the title? 
Mias 011endorff: "Conspiraey and Emotional Chain 

Reaction." 
Dr. Reich: Will you tel the jury whether you saw this 

volume here in the hands of Mr. Maguire Tuesday? (Nfay 

I, 1956—WR ) 
Mias 011endorff: 1 saw a volume of this material. It 

was a limited edition, No. 41. 
Dr. Reich: Of this volume? 
Mias 011endorff: Of this material in Mr. Maguire's office 

on Tuesday. 
The Court: This is of this gear?  

Mias 011endorff : Yes, when I was called again to iden-
!ify some of the material from the bookkeeping recorda. 

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

Mias 011endorff You showed me a doeument, a state-
ment, that I gale as a witness before, and you asked me 
if I was aware of what this document contained in this 
volume. I said I was not cure of it. 1 knew that T wrote 
that document but I took your word that it was in this 
volume beeause it would be one of the documenta that 
would be contained in this volume. 

Dr. Reich : You are quite certain? You are under oath. 
Are you quite certain that the volume, which you saw tu 
Mr. Maguire's banda and the volume I ahow you, are the 
same series, the same kind? 
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Mica 011endorff: Yes. 
Mr. Maguire: Didn't you hear me tell him later that I 

had seen another volume that was apparently of the same 
contenta as this, and did you see nie open the cover? 1 
said that it was the sarne and it was a loose leal binder and 
you could open it up and it will fali out? 

Miss 011endorff: T did not hear that. I know you said 
it in regard to another pamphlet. 

Mr. Maguire: 1 Lm going to Bhow you what you have 
described as a limited edition, No. 41, and aak you if it is 
not the edition that I had with me when I discussed your 
testimony with you cornar this week, and you noted the 
member here, limited edition No. 41? 

Mise 011endorff I think it was in the hard binder. 
Mr. Maguire : Yon have seen me take the binder out? 
Mias 011endorff: Yes. 
Mr. Magnire : Isn't it very easy to pull out portions of 

the contente of the binder? 
Mias 011endorff : It would be but I think, more or 

they are nnmbered in sequence. 
Mr. Maguire: My question, isn't it sasy to spread the 

binder out and remove the contenta or a portion of the 
contenta? 

Mias 011entlorff: it would h' ~3/ to do that, but I do 
not see the purpose of it. 

Mr. Maguire: No further questions. 

injihíi£ 
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The food and drug agency continues to perpetrate de-
ceit and fraudulent misrepresentation upon the Court. For 
example: In the accuser 's Brief it carefnlly avoids explain-
ing the misrepresentation at the trial of the Discoverer's 
financial affairs (See Brief for Michael Silve" M.D., pp. 
17-30). 

Neither do the FDA representatives tell the Court the 
truth now regarding orgone energy accumulator distribu-
tion after the injtmction. The deceit perpetrated here con-
sista in mentioning the eontributions that carne in to the 
research laboratory, but suppressing the fact that no or-
gone energy accumulators were sent in interstate com-
merce during the injunetion. The FDA thus misled the 
Court again, presenting payinent of volantary contribu-
tions after the injunction as proof of interstate distribution 
of orgone energy accumulators, whieh is fraud. 

EL Peter Mills Committed Perjury'on the 
Witnesa Stand. 

1. Peter Mills denied under oath bis extensive knowl-
edge of the work of the Discoverer and of the social govern-
mental implication of his extensive public services rendered 
to the Foundation. (See list of services of Peter Mills, 
Appendix to Brief for Wilhelm Reich, pp. 7r-16r.) 

2. Peter Mills denied knowledge of the FDA activities 
against Orgonomy beginning 1947, and bis presence at 
the Board of Trustees meeting of August 22, 1952, when 
FDA-Red Faseist relations were discussed. (See proto-
col of this meeting, Appendix to Brief for Wilhelm Reich, 
pp. 32r-33r.) 

3. Peter Mills was thoroughly informed as the legal 
counsel of the Foundation, on Oranur, the severe financial 
Meses at Orgonon due to the Oranur experiment, and of the 
information given to the Atornic Energy Commission on 
Oranur. (See record of this information, Appendix to 
Brief for Wilhelm Reich, pp. 35r-41r.) 
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4. Peter Mills cannot deny as he did on the witness 
stand that he had represented a fraudulent complaint for 
injunction and that he had represented the injunction based 
on such fraudulent complaint with full knowledge. of the 
true nature of the work of the Discoverer of the Cosmie 
Life Energy. His testimony follows: 

(Froin Record Appendix, Vol. II, Trial Record, 
pp. 233-240.) 

Dr. Reich: Your Honor, I am not certain whether 
can produee this material or not, and I would ap- 

preciate your advice. This is material to show that 
Mr. Mins had dealt with the methods pertinent to the 
injunction before the injunction was issued. May I 
offer that as au exhibit 

The Court: Let me see it. 
Dr. Reich: This is a list, a tahle of evislence of ali 

activities of Mr. ANU in connection with, tias in- 
juncam 

The Court: Fou charge that Mr. Mills is biased or 
prejudiced against you? 

Dr. Reich: Yes. 
The Court: And has been in bis activitiest 
Dr. Reich: Yes, ali along the Tine. 
The Court: Well, you may question him on that 

acore. 
Dr. Reich: Right nowt 
The Court: Yes, you may ask him if those events 

oceurred. 
Dr. Reieh: I don't understand the word `charge'. 
The Court: Well, I will say this: Unless you do 

charge him with bias or prejudice, I won't let you 
read those papers. 

Dr. Reich: Yes, 1 charge him 'with bias and preju- 
dice. 

The Court: Do I understand that you charge im- 
proper motives on his part in this prosecutiont 

Dr. Reich: Yes. 
The Court: AU right.  

13 

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

Direct examination by Dr. Reich: 

Dr. Reich : Here is the first Exhibit, Mr. Mills. This 
was takeu from the recorda about your activities in con-
nection with what you did for us. Mr. Mills, what is this1 

Mr. Mills: This is a table of events from the records. 
What is your question, Doctorl 

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

Dr. Reich: This is an abstract of cair association 
Mr. Mills: I &mil know. 
Dr. Reich: Would you please inspect iti 
Mr. Mills : I am presented, Your Honor, with an eight-

pago list of items and dates and t am in no position to 
verify or deny. 

The Court: Do you have any reason to challenge any 
of it from your memory? 

Mr. Mula : No, I have no reason to challenge it but I 
haven 't any reason to confirm it either, Your Honor, as 
they are listed. I could state. generally, that I would try 
to be responsive to any questions that the examiner asks. 

The Court: They have a right to show the transactions. 
If ice have to go through the books and take item by item, 
and you use the charts atui books, I think you should check 
that this noontime and let us see if it is a falir and accurate 
representation. He asked you if that is a fair representa-
tion of your activities in relation to the corporation. 

Mr. Mills: Well, I am looking at the photograph, and 
it bears my signature, which I recognize as a statement, as 
a Notary Public, on August 11, 1947. I believe that was 
the first contact that I had with Dr. Reich. Dr. Reich 
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ealled at my offiee to have a Notary take a statement and 
notarized that statement and I affixed my nome on it. 

Dr. Reich: There are dozens of thernt 
Mr. Mills: There was one other occasiou. 
The Court : I am going to ask you to hand that list to 

Mr. Mina and I am going to ask you during the recess to 
check, ao far as you can, whether that is a fair representa-
tion of your activities. 

(Remes 12 :20-2 :05) 

MR. M1LLS resumes the stand: 
	 • 

Dr. Reich: Mr. Mills, did you look through the ma-
terial? 

Mr. Mula: I did, 
Dr. Reich: Is it authentic material in conneetion with 

your connection with Orgone Instituto and the Wilhelm 
Reich Foundation? 

Mr. Mills: I did not get the first few words? 
Dr. Reich: Is this material legal material which you 

have handled in your function as a counsel for the Foun-
dation, for the Orgone Instituto, and for many of its em-
ployees and directora? 

Mr. Milha: it is not. 
The Court: Let me ask you this: Is that list a fair 

representation of activities in which yon were engaged in 
relation to the corporation or some of its subsidiariesi 

Mr. Mills : I t is not, Your Honor. 
Dr. Reich: Mr. Mula, have yon been the counsel of the 

Corporation of the Wilhelm Reieh Foundation? Did you 
incorporate the papers and sign ali documenta? 

Mr. Mills: Part of your question 1 would say in the 
affirmative. 1 toas at one time counsel for the Corporation, 
and I was the attorney at the time it was incorporated. 

Dr. Reich: Did you act as emanei for the Corpora-
tion? 

Mr. Mills: Yes.  
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Dr. Reieh : That was in 1949? 
Mr. Mills: I think 1950 or 1951. 
Dr. Reich: The Wilhelm Reich Foundation was Mear-

porated by you as a lawyer in 1949. Isn't that true? 
Mr. Mills: 1 was the attorney at the time of the incor-

poration. 
Dr. Reich: You partook in the meetinga of the physi-

cians who constituted the board of trustees of the Wilhelm 
Reich FOfindationf 

Mr. Milha: Some of them. 
Dr. Reich : But you were our eounsellor, our attorney? 
Mr. Mills: On some matters. 
Dr. Reich : Yes, on basic matters, some of our legal 

!netters, from 1949 to 1952? 
Mr. Mi% : I believe that that is correct. 
Dr. Reich : That is about three years? 
Mr. Mills: Yes. 
Dr. Reich: The documents whiph pertaiu to fido ser-

vice, that you rendered, are ui there? 
Mr. Mills: I couldn't say all of them are in there, but 

certainly many of them are. 
Dr. Reich: Would you permit that I submit this ma-

terial as evidence? 
The Court : The question is: Does he agree that this 

material, which he identifies, substantially or partially, rep-
resento his transactions. Will you agree that that be put 
in evidente? 

Mr. Mills: I wourd not agree to agree or disagree. 1 
would not from my review of it. 

Dr. Reich: My question was, do these documenta per-
tain to your service as our counsel? 

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

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

Mr. Mills : I would agree that many of these are. There 
are eorporation papera here. There are many other things 
which certainly appear to be authentic. 
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Dr. Reich: For instance, oito or two examples—onc 
doeument there appeais to be a notarizationt 

Mr. Mills: Yes. 
Dr. Reich: Another notarization is a very important, 

crucial docunient pertaining to what we callrd Vacor Phe-
nomenon. 1)0 you remember that/ 

Mr. Mills: I do. 
Dr. Reich: You do! 
mr. -unis!  Ver,R, 

Dr. Reich: The faet that I want to establish here is 
only ano. You were for three years—for more than three 
years—a good frieud of ours and a counselor? 

Mr. Mills: That's eorrect. 1 was profossionally, but 
not intimately. 

Dr. Reich: There was some private contact? 
Mr. Mills: Yes, a eup of coffee. 
The Court.: With eream 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 
me, as a human being, to ask one central question which 
pertains to the Injunction since you are the counsel for 
the opponent. 

Mr. Mills: Are you asking me a question or testifying? 
Dr. Reich: I am leading up to my question. My ques-

tion is now why you changed from our counsel to be the 
counsel for the opponents? 

Dr, Reich: This problem, Your Honor, I submit to you 
to be adraitted in Court. 

The Court: Well, what is your question/ 
Dr. Reich: My question is, nnder the circumstances, 

what reasons, or what facts induced Mr. Mills after being 
our eounsel for three years, and T regarded him as a good 
friend, to be our opponent's counsel, and the mie to prose- 
cute me and Dr. Silvert as criminais/ 

The Court: That is a fair question if there is anything. 
Mr. Mills: The question is, what prompted me? 
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Dr. Reid': What made you change your mind? 
Mr. Mills: I have never changed my mind. 1 am not 

conscious of changing my mind. 
The Court: Wait a minute. The original question was 

what prompted you to change sides. 
Mr. Mills : I never changed sides. I first made my con-

nections, I believe, with you on August .29, 1952. I never 
advised you on manara coneerning the Pure Pood and Drug 
Admi!...“1.tration. I clid not rcad the law with respect to the 
Pure Food and Drug Administration. I did not know it 
had any applic.a.tion ia this business. You did not adviso 
me. 

Dr. Reich: In 1952 you stopped being our counsel, 
and then in 1954-1 think it is 1953, because wn have in-
formation that the complaint was here in court for a long 
time, and you were the attorney for the opponent in 1952. 
Do you remember that in 1952 to put it correctly and 
legally, that you were present at a meeting with the Pure 
Food and Drug Administration • • */ 

Mr. Mina: I do not. 
The Court: Let him finish the question. 
Dr. Reich You don't know? 
Mr. Mills: That's right. 
Dr. Reja: You do not remember the meeting where 

the physicians were there in my study, in the Observatory? 
The Mills: The only recollection I have with referene,e 

to the Pure Food and Drug Administration, in your con-
nection, is une afternoon we were on the premises, you and 
1, and you said to me "spies--The Pure Food and Drug 
Administration • • *" 

Dr. Reich: I do not remember that, but do not inter-
rogate me. 1 will ask you questions. You will have plenty 
of time to interrogate me /ater. I am sorry, but that was 
ont of step. Are you convinced that I ara trying to get 
out the truth here? 

Mr. Mills I presume so. 
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Dr. Reich: Will you agree with me also that it is the 
job and the task and the obligatiou of everyonc to get out 

the truthl 
Mr. 	I certainly do. 
Dr. Reich: Irou 'evite certainiy agree that the funetion of 

the District Attorney is not to prosecute by all means and 
to convict, but to find the truth, 1 will appreciate it if you 
will heip to find the truth. 

Mr. Milis : 1 certainly agree with you. E will try to heip 

you. 
The Court: You are getting argurnentative. You 

have shown he was your counsel for three years. You can 
arguo the rest of it when you argue your case, bui E do not 
think you ought to pursue it any further. 

We wish to stop at this point, although the Archives 
of the Orgone Institute are Med with proof regarding the 
deceit perpetrated upon the Court.  

19 

Conclusion 

We must set the principies of truthful conduet against 
the continued practices of pettifogging deceit in the service 
of evil and treason. 

We mnst reiterate the basic principies of decent con-
duet against deliberate misrepreãentation and outright 
frand perpetrated on Courts of Justice. 

We must adhere to and rever let go of the principie 
which declares all judgments and ordem mdi and void 
which were obtained by fraudulent rnisrepresentation of 
facts. (See Excerpts of Hearing, November 4, 1955, Record 
Appendix, Vol. IV, pp. 130a-153a, and Record Appendix, 
Vol. I, "Atoms for Peace va. the Hig," pp. 17-36.) 

The case should be dismissed and reopened again to 
procedures which will guarantee the absence of such deceit. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Wn.rtELm REICIT, M. D. 
Chief Counsel for the 

Discovery of Cosnaic bife Energy 

Pro se 

s. 



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 
McF 501 A Court Case IV 1954-1957 
Interval 4-91 Pag. 374-544 
 



12 Wilhelm Reich et al vs. U.S.A. Vol. 5 1954-1957 
McF 502 A Court Case V 1954-1957  
Interval 1-2 Pag. I-II 
 
13 Wilhelm Reich. Contact With Space. Oranur Second Report (1951-1956) Orop Desert (1954-1955) 
McF 502 A Court Case V 1954-1957  
Interval 3-148 Pag. I-XXIII and 1-265 
 
14 Wilhelm Reich. Contact With Space Oranur Second Report 1951-1956 
McF 503 A Court Case VI 1954-1957 
Interval 1-148 Pag. I-XXIII and 1-265 
 
15 Brief for Wilhelm Reich Appellant 1956  
McF 504 A Court Case VII 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-III 
 
16 Crossroads Ahead 1951-1956 
McF 504 A Court Case VII 1954-1957 
Interval 4-29 Pag. 1-51 
 
17 Documentary Appendix 1956 
McF 504 A Court Case VII 1954-1957 
Interval 30-51 Pag. 1r-43r 
 
18 Brief for Michael Silvert, appellant, Orgonomic Physician 1956 
McF 505 A Court Case VIII 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-III  
 
19 The Nature of Assault upon Orgonomy 1954-1956 
McF 505 A Court Case VIII 1954-1957 
Interval 4-31 Pag. 1-55 
 
20 Wilhelm Reich Foundation vs. U.S.A. 1954-1957 
McF 506 A Court Case IX 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-II 
 
21 Brief for Appellant, The Wilhelm Reich Foundation 1956 
McF 506 A Court Case IX 1954-1957 
Interval 3-9 Pag. 1-12 



 
22 Wilhelm Reich vs. U.S.A. 1954-1957 
McF 507 A Court Case X 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-II 
 
23 Reply Brief for Wilhelm Reich M.D. 1956 
McF 507 A Court Case X 1954-1957 
Interval 3-12 Pag. 1-19 
 
24 Appendix 1956 
McF 507 A Court Case X 1954-1957 
Interval 13-29 Pag. 1a-33a 
 
25 Wilhelm Reich Foundation vs. U.S.A. 1954-1957 
McF 508 A Court Case XI 1954-1957 
Interval 1-3 Pag. I-III 
 
26 Reply Brief for the Wilhelm Reich Foundation 1956 
McF 508 A Court Case XI 1954-1957 
Interval 4-7 Pag. 1-6 
 
27 Petition for a writ of Certiorari 1957 
McF 509 A Court Case XII 1954-1957 
Interval 1-6 Pag. I-IX 
 
28 Petition to the United States Court of Appeals 1957 
McF 509 A Court Case XII 1954-1957 
Interval 7-37 Pag. 1-61 
 

Petition for a writ of Certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit,  
Supreme Court of the United States, October Term 1956 Number 688  
"Wilhelm Reich, the Wilhelm Reich Foundation and Michael Silvert Petitioners vs. United States of America,  
Washington Jan. 10, 1957 (denied 2/25/1957) 

 
29 Appendix 1956   
McF 509 A Court Case XII 1954-1957 
Interval 38-52 Pag. 1a-29a 
 
30 Supreme Court of the United States No 688 October Term 1956 



McF 510 A Court Case XIII 1954-1957 
Interval 1-2 Pag. Pag. I-II 
 
31 Brief for the United States in Opposition 
McF 510 A Court Case XIII 1954-1957 
Interval 3-6 Pag. 1-7 
 
32 Wilhelm Reich vs. U.S.A. 1954-1957 
McF 511 A Court Case XIV 1954-1957 
Interval 1-2 Pag. I-II 
  
33 Petitioners Reply Brief - Feb. 18, 1957  
McF 511 A Court Case XIV 1954-1957 
Interval 3-8 Pag. 1-11 
 
34 Appendix 1957  
McF 511 A Court Case XIV 1954-1957 
Interval 9-13 Pag. 1a-9a 
 
 
 




