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Stanislav Panin:  Uh, hello, Dr. Haines. It's nice to have you here today. Thank you for 
agreeing to answer the questions about the archival collection, for participating in this project. 
And so, just to begin and just to introduce, uh, uh, introduce yourself, could you please tell us a 
little bit about your work in NASA and, uh, your job there, your background. I think that all of 
that is interesting. 
 
Dr. Haines: Sure. Uh, well, real briefly, I, uh, began my professional work with the space 
agency in 1967, um, as a post-dock researcher working on the Gemini program, the, uh, the two-
man capsule that was working on procedures for a rendezvous and docking, basically, and life 
support. In 1967 then I was, uh, hired as a fulltime civil servant for NASA as a research scientist 
and continuing to do research in what I would call, uh, simulations/space simulation with 
emphasis on, um, high luminant, very bright conditions that you find in space. And over the 
years I worked on the, the Apollo program, uh, Skylab program, space station program and 
eventually in several areas of aeronautics as well. So that's it in a nutshell of much of my career. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Sure. And, and just for the record your discipline is, uh, psychology isn't 
it? 
 
Dr. Haines: Experimental psychology and as a major, a minor in physiology. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. Okay. And, uh, **** picture, when did you interest in the UFO 
cases started to, to appear, started to develop. What ignited it? 
 
Dr. Haines: Good question. Uh, one of my jobs, um, was to carry out flight simulator research 
with aircraft simulations that we have at NASA Ames in Moffett Field in California. And, so, 
during that time I would often meet pilots who would, we would hire to come in and fly our 
simulators. They were commercial pilots, and I would get to talking to them, and after we were 
done with the research, uh, I had this interest in unidentified aerial phenomena and I would ask 
them a question, oh by the way, have you ever seen anything you couldn't identify. And every 
once in a while they would look at me and say well, yes, but if you promise not to tell anybody, 
I’ll explain the details. And they did. And so that’s what got me started because I was convinced 
from my earlier research that I could explain UFOs. I was able to follow the observer in my 
laboratory. I could change the shape, the size, uh, even the color, the distance estimation of what 
they were looking at **** by controlling the optical variables, and they couldn’t tell me **** 
accurately what they were seeing, and so I said to myself, well, if that's the case, then 
UFOs/UAPs are probably a misidentified natural phenomenon of some kind. But talking to these 
pilots I have to change my mind because when they told me the details of what they were seeing 
while they were flying with other flight crew in the cockpit, I had to admit that I couldn't 



simulate any of that. There’s no way that that would be a misperception, an optical effect in the, 
in the eye for instance or in the windshield of the airplane or some other place like that. So that's 
basically how I got started in studying seriously the UAP phenomena which became fascinating, 
became more than a hobby, almost a compulsion. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  And, yeah, you're saying that you have, like, rejected your original, you 
know, idea about the nature of this phenomena but, uh, have you ever developed, uh, an other 
hypothesis about the nature of, of, of all of these sightings? 
 
Dr. Haines: You mean the core identity of them? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. 
 
Dr. Haines: Oh, that's the fundamental question, uh, and that's a complex question and a 
complex answer, and I would guess I have to say honestly that after many years of looking at the 
evidence and not just pilot sightings but people on the ground, a man on the street, you might 
say, I’ve come to see a, another truth behind it and that truth is the word “intelligence.” Once we 
can show intelligence behind the phenomenon then it is either human intelligence on this planet 
or alien intelligence from somewhere else, right. So, using that as an argument or hypothesis, I 
began seriously looking for evidence of intelligence behind the control, the decision making, the 
responses of the phenomenon to pilots flying airplanes, for instance, or people on the ground 
who shoot guns at them and that happened a lot, by the way. And I wrote a book some years ago 
called Close Encounters of the Fifth Kind, CE5, and by definition a CE5 is a human-initiated 
contact. Think about that. It isn't like you're out at night walking your dog and you see a light in 
the sky, uh, and, and they can record it. No. You're out at night walking your dog with a 
flashlight and you flash signal to the object, and the light source and it flashes back. That’s a 
CE5, and I discovered over 400 cases from around the world where the phenomenon signaled 
back. Well, the question then is, what if that, if that response is intelligent? And the conclusion I 
came to and I, and I committed myself in this book, is the answer’s yes. It was a sign of 
intelligence. So, to me, that was a major step forward in my understanding of the phenomenon. 
But still I'm facing the issue is it human or is it alien, that's still the unanswered question. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay. And, uh, is that the reason why you think it's so important to study 
that or is there any other reasons why, why it's so important as a topic to, to research, as a topic 
to discussion? 
 
Dr. Haines: Well, I, I’m of the age where I, I see the value and wisdom of older people, 
people who live longer than I have and to try to learn from them. And this applies to every 
culture not just Americans. It applies to European and African and Asian and so forth. Well, 
UFO phenomena, UAP phenomena are being seen around the world all the time and so there is 
definitely wisdom being built up, accumulated by the Russians for instance. They’re still doing 
quite a bit of research on this subject as some of other countries are as well. France being another 
example. Um, and what can we learn then from their experiences that are not culturally linked to 
American or Western, let’s call it Western culture. It’s been argued that the phenomenon is a 
cultural-bound phenomenon. I don't think so. I think it's international. 
 



Stanislav Panin:  Hmm. But do you think that the race like, uh, maybe a part that is, uh, 
culturally defined or colored like by specifics of a particular culture and then the one, the other 
part that is universal. Is that a correct description? 
 
Dr. Haines: Sure. Yeah. I think that's very possible. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: I think it has to be by the nature of humans, uh, reflecting their culture, uh, so that 
the vocabulary in the English language we use, will have a biased to it in some direction. It will 
be more or less precise than another language for instance. Uh, I am quite convinced if we had 
used Greek, we'd be far more accurate than we are today. But that's my own personal opinion. 
So, and, yes. Culture does play a very important role; however, because the phenomenon is so 
international, so related to the planet Earth as a unit, that it has to have something well beyond 
culture. Is that clear? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. Absolutely. Uh, okay. So, um, I know that you do a lot of 
collaboration with people from different countries and, uh, like a lot of correspondence and that 
covers, like, surprisingly a lot of, lot of regions like South America and Asia and Russia and 
Ukraine and like, like a lot. So, can you just, like, tell a little bit about that attempts to 
collaboration it’s, it’s, like, all part of this is interesting, uh, like, a collaboration of Asian 
countries is very interesting particularly, collaborations with, like, Soviet Union and then later in 
Russia, and Ukraine is also very interesting, so if you could just tell a little bit about that. 
 
Dr. Haines: Sure. Um, the state of the world today deserves I would say much more 
communication that is collaborative and positive and the, the serious study of UAP which is an 
international event, can help break down barriers between countries and bring, uh, more 
understanding across country lines from one country to another. And individuals of those 
countries meet and share information and don’t just trust one another but work hard to 
understand the common phenomenon which may or may not be that, uh, alien. We don't know 
yet. Uh, and so my concerns of international collaboration have two focuses and one was that 
very thing of, of help them to, uh, after Perestroika, for instance, to breakdown this dividing wall 
between Soviet Union and America, or Russia today, and America that ufology, the study of 
UFOs, could be a step in that direction of helping people appreciate one another for what they’re 
contributing to their understanding, you see. But the second focus really would be more scientific 
and objective that by having international collaboration, I would learn from what other people 
have found out, and I can’t do that unless I collaborate, and so I made friends throughout the 
world, and I still have many friends from many countries and we communicate and we share 
information. Uh, it never gets published. It’s behind the scenes, so to speak, but nonetheless, um, 
I think it’s colla..., it’s continually contributing to not only my understanding of the 
phenomenon, but, perhaps, to international friendship that takes friends across boundaries. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  So the, the first reason is basically the same as it is like behind all 
scientific collaboration in general just, just to bring everybody together and to share your 
expertise and so on. 
 



Dr. Haines: Yes.  
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. 
 
Dr. Haines: Yes. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  That, that like applies to that as to, to any other field, okay. 
 
Dr. Haines: That’s right. Yeah. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Um, there was, I was actually interested about China in particular. I mean 
it’s not the country that regularly is associated with, like, ufology and so on, but I know that, er, 
uh, if I understood that correctly, you even tried to contact some, uh, officials from Chinese 
Communist Party to get a kind of permission to, to, like, some international projects, uh, related 
to this topic, er, uh, and it seems like in the 1990s there was some, like, wave of interest to this 
topic in the China, so, yeah. 
 
Dr. Haines: Yeah. Yes indeed. Um, I felt that just in the size and magnitude of China and the 
number of witnesses there, those are a lot of eyeballs, there’s a lot of cameras and a lot of science 
going on there, uh, that they might be willing to collaborate with the **** project from America, 
in this case from me as an individual representing NARCAP that, um, we all could profit from. I 
don't wanna go into details of the student competition that I suggested. Uh, but it was an attempt 
to break through that bamboo curtain, so to speak, uh, and going in with the naïve assumption 
that they would take me as a honest American citizen and not some spy or representative of 
government ‘cause I’m not. I’m just a citizen, right. Um, that, yeah, that would've been to me a 
challenging project that I proposed, uh, to the Universities and various other places in this China, 
and it, it didn't got through. It was not ****, if you will, but I think what you have read in the 
reports in my files, basically, um, it gives you an idea of what I was trying to achieve. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Uh, yeah, uh, so, so basically they did not respond to that, uh, very, like, 
eagerly. 
 
Dr. Haines: No. No. I wanna make it clear that we did not submit it to them. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay. 
 
Dr. Haines: Um, we never submitted it that far. We prepared, I’ve prepared many pages of the 
proposal that we never would've had them submitted it. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Oh, okay. 
 
Dr. Haines: Uh. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  So, uh, that’s how it was with, with China, but it was it, uh, how was it 
with, like, the Soviet Union. You started to communicate with people from there, but it was still 
kind of, uh, a Cold War Era, well, probably, it was already Perestroika, but, uh, still, I mean, it 



should be, it should be hard to communicate with people like from the Soviet Union back then 
and, like, in ‘80s or something. 
 
Dr. Haines: Ah-ha. Well, um, what do I say. Um, there have been since Tsiolkovski, a rocket 
pioneer in the Soviet Union days, uh, ever since then, there have been a growing interest in UFO 
phenomenon. It has been happening over much of, of the Soviet Union, and so those were back 
in the days when I was just getting started, just getting interested in this phenomenon myself, and 
so I wrote a letter to Dr. Felix Zigel in Moscow at the Aviation Institute. I got a nice letter back 
from him. I was just introducing myself at that early stage. Well that began the process then I 
was very interested in Russia and the language and still am, um, and began to form friendships 
and acquaintances, let’s say, with people in the Soviet Union, uh, and I was working for the 
government at that time, and I'm sure the FBI wasn’t too happy about that, but that’s a different 
story, uh, because as a **** I still have **** treatment. So, anyway, uh, I got to correspond with 
a number of scientists there about my own research, and they were sending me documents, 
doklady, in, in Russian, um, and some translated into English, where I began to have a, a better 
perspective of how they were approaching the subject as opposed to how America and even the 
Western world is approaching the subject, um, and I was very impressed. Many of them were 
doing some very high-level work, uh, theoretical work that might be, um, interpreted not as 
psychological explanations but maybe geophysical explanations. Maybe related to cosmology or 
the cosmos, basically, uh, or a, astronomy or magnetism, or gravity. And I found that very few of 
my colleagues in this country, in America, were doing that line of research. We, we would be 
diverting off to another area perhaps in psychosocial areas or sociology like kind of a soft 
sciences. And, so, I was very impressed with the, the hard-science approach that was going on 
behind the iron curtain at that time. Well, over the years, uh, Perestroika happens, and I meet 
Dr., um, Azhazha, Vladimir Azhazha, and we get to be acquaintances and then friends. Uh, he 
served in the Soviet Navy by the way on a submarine. But at any rate, uh, he had, he’s a 
controversial man I understand, but nonetheless, he is a spokesman in the Moscow region for this 
kind of research, um, and we’ve been sharing documents and so forth. Also in the Ukraine 
Dr. Vladimir Rubtsov who recently passed away, you know, a physicist, a top-level guy. A very 
nice guy. I was invited to Moscow to speak at the Academy of Sciences. I forget the year now, 
but it was approximately ‘98/’96 somewhere in there, where I spoke to the committee on ufology 
and shared some what I felt were good cases, really solid UAP cases from America. Um, so 
anyway I guess that's how I would answer your question. Uh, I'm still impressed with what's 
going on. But they've, I will say this, that more recently the Russian ufologists seem to me to 
have transferred a little bit into what I would call psychic or paranormal areas as opposed to the 
hard, hard-science areas, and why that is, I don't know. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay, uh, do you think it might be attributed to maybe, like, turn from the, 
like, overall Soviet ideology which is highlighted stress that kind of much realist metaphysics 
and thus, like, maybe more stress like physics and hard sciences of various, like, now maybe just 
not there anymore? Do you think that might be part of the reason for that, or? 
 
Dr. Haines: That's possible. Uh, there could be simply a bias, a, uh, a negative view of 
ufology these days that's held by the hard scientists. That's a psycho-social issues, um, that, that's 
the kind of question that psychologists ought to be looking at. Like, why is there this bias change 
from time to time, in many countries by the way not just Soviet Union, not just Russia, not just in 



America or England or France, but there seems to be waves of a, of change of attitude of the soft 
sciences to the hard sciences. To me that that, there’s a masters or a doctoral dissertation there if 
somebody wants to look at it. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. Uh, I noticed, by the way, that you prefer the term, um, UAP to 
the term UFO. Can you just comment a little bit on that? 
 
Dr. Haines: Sure. Um, the, the term UFO, of course, was basically from around 1947, ‘48, and 
immediately the, the press picked up on it. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: And they had to make fun of it. They ridiculed it, and when you think about the 
word UFO, unidentified flying object, then it maybe unidentified, but you don't know if it's 
flying, and you don't even know if it's an object, and so it’s pejorative to begin with, and so, I 
don't know, some 15 years ago, 10-15 years ago, I came up with the term UAP, unidentified, 
which it still is. Uh, UAP is unidentified aerial phenomenon, yeah. That isn't even accurate 
completely because it’s not always aerial. There are hundreds of cases of underwater 
phenomenon which are behaving like the same phenomena in the air just under water, so I heard 
the term USO, uh, unidentified submerged objects. So identified aerial phenomenon was an 
attempt to make the language more precise. That’s all. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  But do you think that behind all of that, because you have just said that 
there are different cases like aerial and, uh, those that are related to water, and so on, do you 
think that there is some common shared substance behind it, that it is the same phenomenon 
rather than just a different phenomenon. 
 
Dr. Haines: Now as far as the, um, nature of the phenomenon, uh, from everything I can 
discover and other colleagues who are still also studying it, it's the same phenomenon. It just 
happens to be in two different media, some fluid media. Uh, water has a little higher density 
that’s all.  
 
Stanislav Panin:  But even, even with being those things that people see in the air, there 
seems to be somewhat different like it, in shape and sometimes in behavior. Uh, there was 
actually even an argument made that maybe cases that are related to sightings, versus cases that 
are related to say obductions, might be two completely different phenomena in nature, so what 
do you think about that? You still think that all that is connected and that it's not just an umbrella 
term for something that we simply don't know, but that there is a common shared phenomenon 
behind that, that, that provides a substance to you? 
 
Dr. Haines: You've just introduced abductions. I haven't mentioned that word, I don't wanna 
talk about it. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay. 
 



Dr. Haines: Uh, today at least. Um, it’s off the limit, so to speak, um, and, so, I really can’t 
comment as far as that aspect of it. There is a common identity, uh. One of the questions is, a lot 
of people ask me for many years now, um, is there, is it basically a, a shape of a UAP that’s 
unchanging. What's the common denominator of the phenomenon. And the answer is no, there's 
not, not the common shape. There are probably five common shapes that you can see all the 
shapes recorded in the devolve them down to 1 of 5, 1 of 6 something like that. Um, well, look 
how many automobile cars there are. How many different models. How many different airplane 
shapes there are from our own technology, our own brain power so to speak. There are thousands 
of different shapes in cars and colors and sizes and so forth. Why can't there be five or six alien? 
Makes sense? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Makes sense. Absolutely. So to return to the little bit to the Cold War Era, 
um, you spent a lot of time studying UFO sightings from the Korean War Era, so what was the 
particular reason to focus on this topic? 
 
Dr. Haines: Uh, that’s, that’s a, to me that's a acute question because it raises the issue, uh, 
that's the phenomenon. Here's the working hypothesis that it's an alien phenomena who is 
monitoring how we fight wars. Make sense? And so by looking at the wartime battlefield and the 
appearance of strange objects, almost always in the sky by the way, but what's the behavior of 
the phenomena during the battle? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: Well I've interviewed a lot of GIs, you know what a GI is? Soldiers, okay. And I 
have a lot of stories from Vietnam. I'm, I'm still working on a book on that subject to go along 
with the Korean book that I wrote before. In trying to make the common denominators, common 
elements of the nature of the phenomenon relative to what's going on in the war at that time and 
place, particular battle. What kind of weapons were used, uh, who was winning, um, bloodshed, 
that sort of dimensions of the war and what did the phenomenon do, did they try to communicate 
with my CE5 research points to. Um, did it, did it deliberatel stayed camouflaged and out of site. 
Well the answer is no because people saw them, and they, they are incredibly the presence while 
pilots were set up to intercept them in a jet plane and saw them from the air not just from the 
ground, and, so, that's kind of what behind my curiosity of the Korean War, uh, which was a very 
early war in 1950s where our technology wasn't very far advanced from World War II. And, so, 
most of the sightings I recorded in that little book, the Korean Book, uh, really came from 
Project Blue Book which was an Airforce research project. Make sense? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. Was it primarily sightings by, uh, the U.S. Military or also by, like, 
Korean people, or was it, was it like in a, was there any attempt to find out, uh, like, to, to cross-
reference the sightings from, from like different sides, uh, from like Korean weaknesses versus 
the U.S. Military weaknesses? 
 
Dr. Haines: No. I seem to recall now that almost all of the reports there were Airforce or some 
soldier, army. Chapter 1as a, a detailed account. I don't know if you've read the book or not. Uh, 
have you seen the book? 
 



Stanislav Panin:  Uh, no, unfortunately I haven't. 
 
Dr. Haines: Oh, you haven't. ‘Cause I could show you a copy. I can hold it up to the camera if 
you wanna see it, but in Chapter 1 in that book of the Korean War there was an interview I had 
with a army private in an artillery battalion, and if you have time I'll tell you the story; otherwise, 
we can move on. It's up to you. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  We have time definitely. 
 
Dr. Haines: We do. Okay, I'll be right back. Um, I'll be, I'll take 1 econd. I'll go get a book. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Sure. 
 
Dr. Haines. See that? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. 
 
Dr. Haines: That's what the book looks like. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: Okay. Chapter 1 is this interview with a army private who was a radar/radio 
operator in a battalion, uh, in an area of Korea called the, the Iron Triangle, and he and his 70 or 
80 men who had dug into a hillside near a little village called Chowan, and it was about dusk. 
The sun was pretty low in the sky, and they were going, the next day they were going to destroy 
the village down in the, in the valley below them to the north, and the army in, North Korean 
Army was on the, uh, other, the northern side of the hills. But they would, like, fight eventually. 
And he told me that something caught his attention below his altitude. They were pretty high up I 
guess. And it was like an orange, um, Japanese lantern like a balloon, but it was brilliant orange 
and it was slowly moving from his right to his left, which would make it from east to west, down 
the valley, above the village of Chowan. Well, I said, what did you do. And he said, well I just 
watched it for a while because we thought it was a psychological weapon of the enemy, of the 
North Koreans, but he said it came to a stop over the village of Chowan and then started coming 
straight up towards his group of men and the guns. These were howitzers. Pretty good size, 
howitzers. Um, and, so, he got permission and then he realized they wasn't a balloon. It was 
something else. But it was long, and it was orange and bright. So he got his permission from his 
company commander, um, I think his name was Lieutenant Evans, can I take a shot with my rifle 
at this thing, and he said, the officer said, yes you can. And, so, the witness who I was talking to 
said, he had a, a rifle with an armor piercing round. Do you know what that is? Okay. And he 
fires at this object, and the instant the bullet strikes the edge of the object, the object changes in a 
number of ways which are very important. The first thing the object did was change brightness in 
color. It got much brighter and white. It went from orange to white. The second thing it did, he 
said it, it flopped around erratically as if to say try to hit me now. The third thing it did it emitted 
a sound which he described as a low pulsing vibration, uh, something like a diesel locomotive. 
All right. And the fourth and final thing it did was a search light, a bright beam of light came out 
of the bottom of this object and searched over the ground below over the men that were in 



foxholes and dugouts and so forth. Well, I said, well what happened next. And he said, “we all 
started shooting at it ‘cause it, it was nothing we had. There was nothing in our armory that 
would do that. And, uh, we knew it was an enemy of some kind and so everybody started 
shooting at it with big guns and their rifles.” And he said, none of the bullets would reach the 
object now. They would explode or they’d deflect off at a distance away. All right. What 
happened next? It flew away to the north. Okay, now that's not the end of the story, and this is 
where it gets interesting because about 3 or 4 days later, he starts to get sick, and many, many 
men in his unit also began to feel very sick and vomiting and losing weight and diarrhea, uh, 
which I personally think is radiation related. Well, I have official army records from that place 
and time for him and he’s, he’s listed there and about 60 other names in the record, and every 
one of those men was evacuated by ambulance to the field office. Uh, so he left the service with 
a medical discharge, and he has lost 50 or 60 pounds. He’s never regained that weight after the 
war. He came back in the 50s, and I talked to him. Well he's pretty old back then, of course, and 
he's never been able to hold a good job since then because of his, his injury that came from this 
object. Um, and just to close the story, to, just to put closure I think, um, I discovered a incident 
that involved two American hunters who were out one morning with shotguns, uh, hunting, uh, 
in, I don't know where they were, North Carolina, Arkansas, somewhere in that part of America, 
and it was a foggy morning. And they heard this noise in the air slowly passing them in the fog. 
Pretty soon they saw this silver object above them, and they were scared. And so they both fired 
shotguns at this object and that object did the same four things that, um, that the soldier told me 
happened in Korea. Now, it did it in the same order, by the way. It wasn’t just, um, moving 
around, it wasn’t changing brightness. it wasn’t the sound. It was all four in that same order. And 
so immediately I'm asking myself did those hunters read somewhere about the soldier's story, 
and I don’t think they did. I don’t see any way they could, because the soldier’s story hadn’t been 
told. You see. Okay. So there’s a long answer to your question as far as Korea in that time. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Is it an example of what you mentioned before when you said that this 
phenomena seems to react intelligently to what people do to them? 
 
Dr. Haines: Yes. Yes. It was just another example of that. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: And I’ve said when I began this book CE5, I didn’t expect to find any cases. I was 
just looking from, in curiosity, so to speak, and I was amazed that in so many countries of the 
world with different cultures and languages, religion and everything, that people were, were 
having the same kind of experience with the phenomenon which I interpret as intelligence and 
intelligently fly, and so I broke the book up into different chapters. The first chapter is basically 
friendly human behavior, so you’re taking your dog for a walk one night, you have a flashlight 
and you flash a signal up to the object or the light source in the dark night sky, and it re..., 
replies. It sent a signal back. In some cases the exact Morse code you sent, okay. The second 
chapter turns out to be the longest chapter of all, and it deals only with aggression, human 
aggression. Shooting bows and arrows, shooting rifles. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 



Dr. Haines: Russians sending up air to ground missiles at this thing, um, jets and, uh, Airforce 
jets shooting at these objects and so forth, um, and so that to me, I could be wrong, I probably am 
wrong, but it would suggest strongly an intelligent component. And if it’s intelligent, then there 
has to be some sort of technology behind it as well. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Sure. It seems that the whole wave of interest to this phenomena, um, 
pretty much corresponded to the, um, Cold War Era essentially. Like it seems that people get 
much more interested in that during the Cold War Era, if not for any reason than, if not for any 
other reason than simply because they kind of more cautious because of the whole, like, 
atmosphere of the Cold War and expected, as you have just said, that it might be like enemy, like 
spies or some new technologies and so on, so forth. So do you have the same, like, perception 
that the Cold War kind of helped to escalate the whole interest to the topic? 
 
Dr. Haines: Yes. Yeah. That’s a good generalization. I’ll go with it, but it doesn’t tell the 
whole story. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Mm hmm. 
 
Dr. Haines: Why I say that is because the phenomenon is still continuing and we, human 
beings, the population of the world are so dependent on the press, on the media, on the internet, 
uh, which are advertising dominant these days. We’re overlooking those reports that are still 
coming in all the time. We just overlooking them now. So, and in fact, and, so, and there’s no 
Cold War that I know of that’s going on right now, for some time actually. So you’re right that it, 
it increased the focus of attention with the military dimension to it or a threat that might be 
military. Um, another dimension is that the more soldiers and Airforce and Marine sailors that 
we have around the world either fighting or waiting to fight, there’s more eyeballs looking up 
looking for the enemy and happen to see the UFO. Does that make sense? 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. Absolutely. So you said that it continues after the Cold War, but 
what about before the Cold War. Do you think that people saw this phenomena like historically, 
uh, do you think that is pretty much the same thing that people witnessed throughout the history? 
 
Dr. Haines: You know I haven’t studied that myself, but I’ve read quite a number of books of 
people who have, uh, historians. Going back to Josephus, 60 AD, 70 AD, and so forth. And what 
they described using their early vocabulary, it’s not technology vocabulary. It’s not nuclear, for 
instance, but the vocabulary they do use to me points to all of the same thing that we’re talking 
about with the technological vocabulary, so yes, there’s a strong historical phenomenon here. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  And that inevitably brings us to a topic of, like, UFOs or this aerial 
phenomena and religion, do you think that there is an important religious dimension in that or 
that it intercepts with religion in some respects? 
 
Dr. Haines: Ah-ha, that’s a great question, uh, yes I do, and here’s the basis of my opinion, 
and that is that I believe in God, and I believe that God created this planet we live on, and I 
believe that he’s infinitely creative, and, to me, I just look around my environment where I live 
here in Washington and I see huge example of his creativity, and so I say to myself, what if he 



created life elsewhere in this big universe, and they have space programs like we do, but they’re 
more advanced and they got here first. To me it is logical, it doesn’t, doesn’t bother me at all, 
and I can still believe, uh, as a Christian, I can believe in the existence of God, and Jesus, and it 
doesn’t violate or obstruct my science view at all, uh, it doesn’t limit me at all, and, in fact, it 
expands the options that **** open. Because if I were a nuts and bolts psychologist or scientist 
I’d say, I would be committing myself to one end of the belief spectrum which is called the 
physics, physical dimension. But by being, uh, Christian, I believe in the other end of that same 
continuum, which is spiritual, to be open and I try to maintain some middle position, um, 
because it gives me most **** world. I’d go either away. Or there’s no reason to think that one 
has to be exclusive of the other. We don’t know. Until we do know, we ought to keep all the 
options open.  
 
Stanislav Panin:  And so you’re saying that it has kind of both, uh, dimensions like 
scientific physical dimension and then there is some maybe religious or spiritual dimension 
related to it. 
 
Dr. Haines: Well, I’m not sure I’d use the word religious dimension. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay. 
 
Dr. Haines: Um, that’s more mankind’s formation if you will – 
 
Stanislav Panin:  Okay. 
 
Dr. Haines: – like, uh, again, I’m no expert in this at all, and so I’m just a interested observer, 
and I would like to believe that somehow physical phenomena like the nuts and bolts guy, the, 
the spacecraft with the discs that have come from other places but there’s another dimension to 
them as well that allow them to violate some laws of our physics, uh, that you might call that 
spirit. The spirit is often defined as indivisible. I don’t define spirit that way myself. Um, so it’s a 
good question, and I’m still struggling with it very frankly. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  And you don’t think that the existence of a, uh, of some other intelligences 
like, uh, uh, some other intelligence is behind this phenomena can be, uh, like, theological 
problem. You think that it fits very well into a Christian world view and Christian cosmology? 
 
Dr. Haines: I’m not sure I understand the question. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  I mean, uh, I’m just saying that, uh, maybe some people would think that, 
uh, an existence of one human intelligence is, is a theological problem for various reasons, uh, 
like, a, for, for example, as simply put, I suggest the more naïve, the most naïve position, uh, 
that, uh, they are not, uh, have not ever been mentioned, like, in the Bible or anywhere, uh, in 
the, in the whole chronicles of Christian literature, so, uh, and then they would require an entirely 
new theological interpretation, and that’s why some people, I guess, can see that as a threat 
maybe, uh, but you don’t think that it’s a problem. Yeah, it seems that you think that it’s quite 
natural that God would create, uh, not just human beings from Earth but, like, life and 
intelligences – 



 
Dr. Haines: Right. 
 
Stanislav Panin:  – everywhere. 
 
Dr. Haines: Well I’ve heard it argued that Jesus, for instance, was an alien, and Christians 
would say, no he’s an angel or he’s a man in our form ‘cause that’s what the Bible says. Um, I 
don’t know that maybe on other planets there are other Bibles, and I’d love to find that out, that 
would be the Nobel Prize. That would be, allow a systematic comparison between our Bible and 
theirs, so to speak. So far we haven’t been able to find one, um, well I don’t have a personal 
problem with this whatsoever, um, to me, religion is man’s doing, but I have a personal 
responsibility to my God which may have some aspects of religion in it, but it’s not restricted by 
religion. How does that work.  
 
Stanislav Panin:  Yeah. That’s, that’s excellent I think very, very interested, uh, and quite 
frankly not a topic about which we talk too often, really, they mention that’s often overlooked, 
uh, so I think we actually have finished with all the questions, uh, so thank you very much for 
your answers, uh, they were quite interesting to listen, and I’ll stop the recording now. 
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