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tis important to keep in mind that ther
are FIVE (5) primary homins in the

world as follows”

SASQUATCH — Canada and USA
YOWIE — Australia
RUSSIAN SNOWMAN — Russia
YETI — Nepal (Primarily)
YEREN - China

The first two (sasquatch and yowie
are so close in all aspects that | belie\
they are the same.

The Russian snowman (almasty) i
also very similarbut some of the species
many not be as lge as the sasquatch
There may indeed be two types—
Russian sasquatch and an almasty (one
many names).

The yeti is very dierent.Although a
large “giant” primate of some sort, its fee
in some cases (according to footprints
are totally diferent to the sasquatch. I
related, then it is a distant branch.

The yeren is also very @#rent, both
in general appearance and size. It
definitely a homin, but | doh'see a close
relationship with the others shown.

It needs to be mentioned that withir
the “sasquatch” classification there
appears to be ddrent types, which may
even include the almastyGenerally
speaking, any haicovered North
American homin is thought to be
sasquatch, so this complicates mattel
The so-called “skunk-ape” of Florida,
Alaskas “woodsman” and some othel
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lesser types are in this group.
Whatever the case, the sasquatch
the most recognized and most research oy certain, all of the countries shown

homin. It is also the one for which Wep 56  extreme temperatures. Early
have the most evidence of its possiblgporiginals in all cases had to contend
existence (images, footprints etc.). it this. Remarkably generally speak-

_ The sasquatch, yowie and yeti having pyre Native American aboriginal
spiritual significance with aboriginals orj,31es dort’ have facial or body hair
original people in the cou_ntries shown.' Those that do probably resulted from

The sasquatch, yowie and RuUSSigjnerpreeding with races that have suct
snowman have paranormal associationspajy. put this may not be 100% correct. It
don't know of any spiritual or paranormalgpneargwustralian aboriginal males have
associations with the yeren. facial and body hajrbut there does not

We have reasonable photographs appear to be a definitive answer here.
the sasquatch; but none of the other hor " \y/natever the case. Mational Geo-

ins. Nevertheless, even the Sasquatgraphic is correct, hair density may not
photos we have are over 50 years Opgq 5 major factor with homins.

(P/G film). _ The degree of research carried out or
We have footprint photos and plastégach of the five homins varies greatly
casts of such for all of these hominsyiainsiream science does not recognize
which is the main hard evidence of the'any of them so there are few profess-
possible existence. ~jonals involved in looking for them.
Just when each of these homingecayse the sasquatch is in North
originated in, or arrived in, the countrie:p merica  where people have more
shown is not known; however it appearegqoyrees, it gets the most investigating
manythousgndgofyears ago according 5ng “press.” In other words, North
cultural or historical records. Americans have the time and money to
None of them wear coverings (cloth«get inyolved.”Australia is somewhat the

ing) of any sort, and this has prompted Mgame byt | dot’think it has the same
to comment on the sasquatch relative '|oye of interest.

the amount of hair it has and climat
conditions.

I ran across the following in
Wikipedia which may provide an answe

regulate hormones that control
body temperature.

The Australian Aborigines are
genetically evolved to stand a
wide range of environmental
temperatures. They were obser-
ved to have been able to sleep
naked on the ground at night in
below freezing conditions in
desert conditions where the
temperatures easily rose to
above 40 degrees Celsius during
the day. By the same token,
Tasmanian Aborigines would
sleep in snow drifts with nothing
on apart from an animal skin.
According to the April 2017
edition of the National Geo-
graphic magazine, it is believed
that this ability of Australian
Aborigines is due to a beneficial
mutation in the genes which

his fascinating woodcut symbolizes

the struggle between science anc
philosophy Dmitri Bayanov has created a

paper on this issue in general, and thel
the sasquatch in particuldrhe paper is

posted on our website as the first presen
tation. Dmitri is, to my knowledge, the
first to fully address this issue “head-on.”
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Kewunee Lapseritis Henry Franzoni

Robert Morgan Thom Powell

Thom Powell was a high-profile | believe | was first “out of the gate”
BFRO researcheidt was he who sugg- (1996) because | had access to higl
ested the process by which the Skookuiquality film material. This was long
Cast was obtained (patch of soft earth arbefore | had a scanneso used pastels
fruit as bait).Thom went on to changed and worked on an entzed photocopy of
his mind on sasquatch nature and no'the head in Frame 352.
promotes possible paranormal associa  Yvon Leclerc provided his computer
ion. artwork about 6 years later (2002);

Although not commonly known, the followed by work by PeterTravers
first “paranormalist” was likely Fred (about 2003) and RobRoy Menzies
Beck, who became well-known as é&(about 2005), both are professional
result of his experience with others neaartists. | used th&ravers image on the
the Lewis River Mount § Helens area front cover of my bookMeet the
(1924). His account of an alleged sasSasguatch (2004).
quatch attack on the grosgptabin has In my opinion, what you see is what
become a classic in sasquatch-relatewe are dealing with, although we have
stories. Fred paranormal thoughts wereOnly the P/G film on which to base
not known until his son, Ronald, decisions. Generally speaking, | believe

The four individuals seen here were épyplished a booklet in 1967 on his
one time totally conventional sasfathers experience. Fred goes to gree
quatch researchers; making great COlengths explaining that sasquatch ar
tributions to the fieldAt a pOint, they had Supernatura| beingsThe booklet had
experiences and/or learned things thyery limited distribution, so few research-
convinced them something was not quiters were aware of thigvhen | was given
right; the sasquatch was not playing bthe booklet by René Dahinden in abou
the rules of science as we knowAs a 1995 | was quite astounded. | repub
result, they “crossed the aisle,” leavinyished the booklet the following year
science unto itselfThey all wrote books Fred is seen here 3 —
explaining their position. the time of the incident
Kewaunee Lapseritis was the first t(jn 1924. He maintains
leave; long before my time doing sashe was “always con
quatch research (starting in 1993). Nonscious that we werd
of the four main researchers (Greerdealing with super
Krantz, Byrne, and Dahinden) wantenatural beings.”
anything to do with “non-conventional —00—
science,” but Kewaunee (originally know
as Jack) persisted in his thedrpr about
20 years he corresponded with me.
Henry Franzoni was ofhe Bigfoot
Research Project team, which later bg
came NASI. lworked with him for a
considerable time. One dakie sent an
email to a massive list stating that h
could not carry on as a conventional re
searcher He had an experience tha
proved to him the sasquatch situation wz
totally different to what we believed.
With that, he simply left the field.
Robert Mogan was an astounding
researcheHe went on expeditions with a
team and produced remarkablEV
documentaries. His ideas and metho
ology for research have had no equal.
had seen a sasquatch in about 1957, a -
recall, and made seeking the being a lii™Jhese artwork images depict the sas
ambition. He too had an experience (lik I quatch based on the P/G film subject
a re-awakening) that changed his belicLeft to right, the images are by Chris
system. | corresponded with Robert foMurphy, Yvon Leclerc, RobRoy Menzies
) years and have great respect for him. and Peteilravers.

most withesses agree that the P/G film
subject is close, or very close, to what
they saw The main diference | can
determine is that witness descriptions
indicate much more hair on the body
(actually trailing of in some cases).

In 2006,
computer art-
work done by
Owen Caddy
(seen here) sig
nificantly alter

ed our per
ception of the
P/G film sub-

ject. Although |
and the other artists mentioned dwee
things this way the image is far more
acceptable to our scientists because |
implies more of a great ape than the othe
depictions.

In yet more
recent times
(about  2009),

Harvey Pratt, a
professional FBI
trained forensic
artist, turned his
hand to the task
and created
what is seen here.

Just for your
reference, herq
is the best actua
image we have|
of the P/G film |
subjects head
(Frame 350).

As always,
you have to judge

things for yourself.
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see a sasquatch, you likely have fewiat recognizing animals (alive or dead),
than 5 seconds to get a proper photand in this case they reported the find
graph.You would have to be video re-because they did not think it was a bear
cording continuously 360 degrees (with IS there an answer to this dilemma?
professional high-resolution camera). The short answer is—the math says
Genera”y Speaking’ it is better to |eun|ike|y, nOtWithStanding advances in
the people population do the Searchint@ChﬂOlogyNevertheless, someone has tc
and respond to reports as quickly gWin lotteries.
possible. In the 1980s Peter Byrne set —00—
a toll-free telephone number for sighting=—— o
reports; however that was in the day**
before cellular phones, so a lot of tim "

Of course, response time depended upfss
364,800 proximity of the sighting to someonq .
SQUARE available to investigate it. One could onljsg
MILES effectively respond if the time to get tg**
the sighting location was very short—thg..

{46 MILLION|[ . . . o
1 PEOPLE idea being to find the sasquatch still in t

area. Using cellular phones would
improve this process, but only on the
front end (perhaps enough in some case

For the most part, sasquatch an

his photo of a wolverine bWilliam
F. Wood is about the best | have seer

people only confront each other when thof this elusive and feared creature.

sasquatch comes into “people territory WikiPedia has this to say:

not the other way aroun@vhen you fac-
tor this in, odds of success again reduc ~ The wolverine (also spelled wol-
; : significantly verene), Gulo gulo (Gulo is Latin
have stated in previous papers thi  John Green and DiGrover Krantz for "glutton), also referred to as
there are likely more sasquatch ilput their hopes in a hunter shooting asa  "® g'.ult(tﬁn' %ar_cajr?“'l skunk Ibea:jr,
British Columbia (area and peoplequatch and bringing all or a piece of it t S\Cv(llljl:lc’:}g aSt;e,CiI:St ifa:ﬁftfa?:”);
population shown) than anywhere else iscience.The “rub” here is the last part; Mustelidae. It is a stocky and
North America. We have recorded 605the sasquatch appears to be very close  mscular camivore, more closely
sasquatch related incidents over abohuman, so killing one might result is sev  resembling a small bear than
118 years. If we consider that only aboiere repercussions, whether or not the & other mustelids. A solitary animal,
20% of the incidents are reported, thewas inadvertent (hard to prove it was, it has a reputation for ferocity and

there were 3,025 incidents in total (bot The hunter would be betterfdd bury the strength out of proportion to its
reported and not reported) over the sanbody and foget about it. | have often  size, with the documented ability
time period. wondered if this has indeed happened. to kil prey many times larger than

Given all statistics, what is the The next hope was that a sasquat.  Itself.
likelihood of finding a sasquatch with arwould be killed by a vehicle (train, truck, _ _ o )
expedition? Here one needs to come tbus, car). | know of only one instance ~ ThiS animals association with the
with an estimated sasquatch population where a train was said to have killed Sa@squatch came about in wondering wh
the province. My “Sasquatch Census” fcsasquatch, but its body was spirited aw:Sasquatch are seen and leave footprint
BC indicates 7,250 sasquatch souls (by Native peopleThe body of an alleged above the snow line in mountairihere
they have one)This means there is oneyoung sasquatch killed in the late 180care few food resources there, so what i
sasquatch for about every 50 square mil (boy) was claimed (taken) by a Nativethe attraction?
on average. and buriedThe location of the interment ~ Two professionals from the Royal

Nevertheless, | would say that abotwas (we believe) known by his daughteMuseum inVictoria, BC (Frank Beebe
80% of the sasquatch population residior granddaughtem Native historian; but and Don Abbott) were aware that
in just 20% of the landThis means that she passed away with her secret. wolverines are known to bury food (meat)
5,800 sasquatch are likely to be found i That a sasquatch might die acciderin snow to preserve iThey return later
72,960 square mile§his indicates one tally or naturally is possible; but | knowand retrieve their stash when food get:
sasquatch for every 12.6 square mileof only once case where a greatly decayiscarce—sort of a natural refrigerator
That's still significant although a bit body of something odd was discovered kBeebe andAbbott speculated that sas-
better; but trying to find something thahunters and reported to authorities (Fisquatch may indeed know this little trick
moves around and can see yoand Wildlife). No follow-up was done and thats why they are seen in high level
approaching greatly lessens your odds f (probably assumed to have been a beasnow
success. Even if you are lucky enough "All | can say here is that hunters are goc —00—
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151.4 FEET ACCORDING TO MATH N
&

i
I EQUALS ABOUT 10 FEET

his illustration provides a clearingfeet from the camer&he discrepancy is
understanding of the P/G film eir therefore 18.4 feeThis amount has to be
cumstances on the sasquatch distancompensated somehowMoving the
from the camera. First hfthere can be no camera back by this distance solves the
we« = doubt that the distance was 151.4 feproblem, but might be a bit excessive. In
= given the camera focal length and heigtother words, Patterson was 54.4 feet from
arvey Prats drawing (under witness of the subject in the film frames. It doesthe log seen rather than 36 feet. Other
direction) of a sasquatch mother annot matter where the film was taken; thwise, we can reason that René Dahinde
infant is likely very close to what onemathematics rule. was out by about 10 feet in his measure:
would expect to see. Keep in mind that ¢  The problem is that this distance putments and put the camera at about 44..
an FBI forensic artist, Pratt was highlythe subject BEHIND the “marker tree”feet from the log.

experienced in this type of work.when she moves forwarte can clearly The bottom line is that no matter
(Referenceribal Bigfoot, D. Paulides, see in the film that she passed in front c(what is done, 151.4 feet remains the dis:
page 307.) this tree; the distance being about 10 fetance, unless the information we have or

Nevertheless, the main importance (from the treeThe dotted line shows thethe camera focal length is incorrect (very
material of this nature is that sasquatcapproximate path taken by the subjecunlikely).
are seen as natural beings who propagiThe marker tree was about 143 feet frol
in a natural world. Our general “pop-the camera, making the subject about 1:
culture” impression” is a rogue male in-
dividual, not unlike the Incredible Hulk,
who wreaks havoc everywhere he goes | am seen here at the Museum

| have touched on this subject ir I Vancouver with the original painting of
previous papers; howevePratt really 2 yeti by Robert Bateman (2004)he E&

—00—

even one account of a witness who haphead is about human size. .
ened across a female sasquatch who t  Robert Bateman is a world-famouss
just given birth The witness noticed thatnaturalist artists; he lives in British

hairless with pink rather than dark skin. sasquatch at the request of. Olohn
photo of that would have been astourBindernagel.
ding; but too much to ask, Bateman had to use verbal descrif

It strikes me that when people go thition, perhaps witness drawings, and h
far in their observations (mothers wittown insights to create this painting a
babies), the chances of fabrication cthere are no photos of a yeti. Given hi
hallucination get very thin. Of course astounding knowledge of wildlife, | think
this is not “science;” it just a little bit of the image is likely very accurate.
trust in people.
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