The Sasquatch “Puzzle”
Christopher L. Murphy

me years ago, | was speaking with John Green a
aid that it appears to me there is something “missi
in the sasquatch issue. In other words, there are things
don’t understand that prevents us from proving the bgin
reality; somewhat like a jigsaw puzzle with a missit
piece Although we can see what is depicted in the puzz
we dont have the complete picture.
John did not think so. He believed that we simply ne
to either do a massive search or “get lutkydon’t
disagree here, but trying to get major scientif
involvement in the issue with what we have is aBadlift
as finding the entity itselfs to luck, one certainly canno
count on it—ask any gambler; and in that connection
have been “gambling” for about 200 years and have
even come close to “hitting the jackpot” as to indisputa
evidence. -
Several ardent and respected researchers turne/=
“alternative science” because there just does not appe
be an answeiNevertheless, we can explore the problel
and failures and get an appreciation of where we stang
it were.

1. The Problem with Killing: The main reason | think[® =
there is problem in killing a sasquatch is its physical mé
up. It has been shot at and hit numerous time, but ne
proven to have been killed (no body provided). In sot
cases, shooting definitelyfatted the creature. It ran awa
apparently in pain and blood was foukdhile | dont like
these stories, the fact remains that the bullets or shot
“shot” hit their mark and caused damage.

We might note that a regular chimpanzee is over f( :
times as strong as a man, so the creature has a lot ‘

“muscle masses,” which incidentally are very evident Wighhe \would need a .44 caliber magnum at close ranges
the subject in the Patterson/Gimlin film. Muscle might ae{75 caliber or lager at longer ranges. Even then the shc

as a sort of chain mail here minimizing bullet penetratigths to pe in the head or heditie point here is doneven
| believe big game of any sort is fililt to bring down, nink of shooting a sasquatch with lesser calibers.
and | have seen a somewhat heart-wrenching video of a

bear tearing wildly through woods after it had been sho2. Failure to Find Bones/RemainsGiven sasquatch can
Peter Byrne notes that as a big game huhtehad to be killed and do die of natural causes, we should able
spend a lot of time hunting down wounded animals that fiid some sort of remains, despite all of the “stock
clients had shot, so | think there is a lot more to bringif@gsons for not finding such (scavengersecifof soil,
down a sasquatch than a quick shot or two; and | would 8t§)- | dont buy the idea that these creatures bury the
shot guns would be highly irfettive. Whatever the case,dead, but | am inclined to believe they go somewhere
| certainly dont advocate trying to kill a sasquatch, but i€, POssibly caves or areas of extremely dens
simply point out that regular hunting firearms do ndf'degrowth. Of course, it is ditult to find anything
appear to be Ige enough, and ge that they not be useOlynless one specifically looks, so the issue here is, no one

or anything else for that matter because we tdimow really Iooklngt. Cé_ertglnlyl %pprteuate that |f|tor]]e OI] th?
what we are dealing with. Having said that, to kill a goril pmins were to die by accident or as a resuft ot a Shootir

then its remains would befettively “out in the open.”
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But the chances of this happening are very slim. Fessentially just “gathers dust.” DGrover Krantz once
certain, it is rare to find any animal bones in the forest; lmatinted out that had the sasquatch been any other r:
they are found—often in caves where they are protecéuimal it would have received great attention. One maijc
from the elements. Other than strange bones said to esgect of the issue here is total disunity and failure 1
been given to museums, of which all have apparergoperate in our own rank&nother aspect is the very bad
disappeared, we simply dariave anything. reputation the sasquatch has been given by the media «
people “having fun.” In short, if you get involved in the
3. Relatively Few Sightings of Such a Large Entitytt is Sasquatch/bigfoot issue you risk being considered a litt
somewhat incomprehensible that a creature some 8 feeCtafy Dr. Krantz was a living example of this injustice.
and weighing over 500 pounds manages to remain conceale
and always escapes when pursiégre can be no doubt tha
the beings are masters of concealment (most animals are)g
| think the answer here is that they are simply not notice
have, and have seen, many “could be” photogrdjiese are

?’erhaps understanding a little more about the nature
ré% asquatch will assist. It appears to be attracted
arnpfires, so a professional video set up with a fire in
remote area such as Skookum MeadoWsshington,

mi%r}t get some resultsThe entity also seems to be

where a person believes he or she has seen somethin . , .
indeed hears something in the woods and takes a Eﬂhmio.gtt{fr‘cli? ddst(;scr(ljlg:ri;é Nt?t\ﬁ[' : fn;gl?tgs;?:%?nSSirr]\% t\r/]v?tthy;)/guuns;

result is a shadowy form that appears to have a sasquatcﬁf ik ; . |
shape (usually head and shoulders). In two cases, | ha\(}gIﬁ %ren, be_ aware of a pOSS'bI? opportunity (I rea_lly t_ion
there is any danger here; the sasquatch will simp

second photo taken a short time later that definitely indicaH%'g

whatever it was moved. Some photos are inadvertently t gaﬁnecil/:tﬁ (illflglt;]greri:;ld(z\:ﬁcreg:/eeg)h 'gjrr:na)l' ;Tg?;én}g:;
and the “sasquatch” is discovered when the photograp .

IS, . : .
looked at later If these photos are any indication qhe%tlng up a surveillance video in an area that has profu

concealment abilitythen it is little wonder sasquatch esc:apeu ckleberry stands'mlght plroduce SOME SUrprises. ,
The sasquatch is a typical example of the expressi

notice so often. _ _ i

“so near and yet so farHighly credible withesses
4. Limited Acceptable Photographic Evidence:The continually come forward and provide very convincing
sasquatch photographic evidence we have in relation to@RgPUNts of their experience. In British Columbia, ou
number of sightings (opportunities) is pitiful. On top dpain field researchgfhomas &enbug, interviews them
that, other than the Patterson/Gimlin film, the quality ¥fen possible. He has been doing this for a about 38 ye:
everything we have is at best mimal (no details can beso asks all the right questions. | have known him for abo
seen). Possibly some of the images we have would ha¥eyears, and he has worked with me on books and ott
been great had the witness used a proper camgrajects. He is extremely skeptical and quick to notice |
preferably with a telephoto lens (regular “point-and-sho@®mething is not quite right.
or a cell phone camera along with non-professional video
cameras are hopeless). Generdlig closest one gets to &N CLOSING: Naturally, the skeptic stand on all these
sasquatch is about 100 fe&tiegular SLR camera (aroundssues is: there are no bodies, bones, or photos beca
$500) would provide something “decent” at this distana@ere are no sasquatch. In other words, all of the reports :
and of course “superior” with a telephoto lens. Neverthggllucinations or fabricationsThis being the case, then
less, expecting a witness to even get a photo, let alone tie is a puzzle piece missing here as well— maly
the proper camera, is a lot to a¥e are at least a littlecan it be that so many credible people see the same thi
better of now seeing that most people have a cell phoggq how do we account for all of the footprints (especiall

with a camera; now we can see what we could have Rgdge that scientists confirm were made by a natural foo
The problem here is camera qualibyt it's a tough thing

more (and better) material to “put on the table. Byrne and Dmitri Bayanov are in the “twilight zon&s$ a

5.Failur e to Get Scientists totBdy the Patterson/Gimlin Film: result our original *knowledge base” is slipping away

Although a noted forensic scientist studied the film affiPught technology would be a major factor in resolving
provided a detailed report favoring a natural subject (i€ Sasquatch/bigfoot issue (sophisticated camera tra|
not a hoax) the report was not accepted by any scienfifight vision cameras, heat sensitive devices, drones etc
journals (the first step in getting anything seriously look&@wever other than “possible” results this has not been th
at by scientists). It has been 18 years and the repase so faidt appears luck is our only ally



