| That further to recommendations € and 6, Canada encourage the United
d@q-w.ﬁm.ﬁ.»waqn« such national investigations and to
establish a control or "filter™ centre to assimilate sightings and local

_ patterns to deteraioe glodal patterns (with the assistance of computers) in
order to obtain the overall comprehensive world-wide view of the situation,

which may lead to an eventual solution,

4

not s¢em to cause them to be more watchful and M-,u-wrwmu-iinl
of more laws falling. These tremendously important events should have opened

scientists’ minds to any possibility, but apparently our institutionalized

educational system has so indoctrinated them that past failures are soon for-
gotten. The dogma lingers on,

27. A question frequently posed is -- what proof do we have four our hypo=
thesis? When a lack of proof is demonstrated, the questicaer immediately
rejects the hypothesis. This is not scientific, The proof can yet come,

Dr. Herbert Friedman, professor of phiysics at the University of Maryland,
stated that the “hypothetical neutron star is a purely theoretical concept and
no evidence for its existence has ever been obtls‘:eﬂ.“”

28,  Let met state at this point that I a= quite familiar with the standard
reasons as to why the validity of this interplanetary hypothesis secas very
remote. For e¢xample, our solar systeam docs not appear to contain any planets
suitable for life as we know it. But why must any alien life, even superior
to us, necessarily be as we know it? Dr, S.A. Bowhill of the University of
Illincis tells us that the chemistry of our upper atmosphere (above 164,000
f£t.) is little understood, despite the many rocket probes we 1aunch. 1% so,
if we know so little about our own upper atmosphere, it is faisrly certain that

we know cven less about that of other planets, and far less yet about the
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