
we didn't now As new di are being made

daily, there {s obviously « great deal we don't know, Perhaps we are still

i of much about vs our 2 laws are too restrictive and

United. As Jong as Science insists on with laws, we may.

never come to understand the true physical laws established during the birth

and formation of this vast universe, What Science calls laws are, more correc-

‘tly, what Science considers to be laws based on observations to date, It is

a fact, which scientists do not like to have discussed publicly, that sone

physical laws have deen violated in the recent past, and these laws "fell",

to use scientific jargon. Three examples which I used in ay book are, the

Jaws of conservation of parity, charge conjugation invariance, and tine rever-

sai invariance, all of which "fell" within a seven-year period ending in 1964.22

24, Scientists believed in these laws because they lacked certain knowledge.

‘They too readily believe that because all evidence indicates a certain thing

to be so, al2 evidence in the future will support this,

25. The fail of parity in 1937 shook the scientific community severely -=

possibly more than it had ever been shaken before. My point is simple -- it
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: 2 eis
Such opinions are in no vay tated upon informtion gleaned
from the Departnent of‘National ‘Defence“fies: 5

2) ‘This brief does ioe contain any, “information steanes la
" Departnent of National Defence files; and

(4) So far as I am aware, the opinions or eccentric tae do not
in any way reflect policy of that Department.

cs In submitting this brief it is my purpose to draw to your attention,

for your consideration, certain facts pertaining to the great world-wide nys~

tery of Unidentified Plying Objects, or UFOs, which is a phenonenon of as

much concern to thinking Canadians as to the rest of the world.

3, By UFO, I refer specifically to those flying objects which, after tho=

rough investigation, cannot be explained as being man-nade objects or known

natural phenomena; that is, they remain unidentified. The investigation of

‘these phenomena has cone to be known as Ufology.

. The first question I aust answer, probably, is why an I bringing th:

matter before the Senate Conaittee on Science Policy? In answering, I aust

first make it clear that this is a matter which has continued, wrongly T

think, to renain beyong the grasp of science despite the frequent pronounce-

nents of many scientists that they can explain all UPOs as weather inversions,

balloons, ionized particles, astronomical bodies, swanp gas, hallucinations,

hoaxes, and a ayriad other mancmade objects or natural phenonena. A large

portion of the public is unwilling to accept these casual and dian explanations
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