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SASQUATCH

Said to inhabit NorttAmerican

forests, the sasquatch is a ha
covered, man-like primate ofte
reported to be over seven feg
tall and to weigh in excess 0o
500 pounds. Sasquatch sighting
are believed to predate recordg
history The first newspaper
report of a credible sighting
appeared in 1818.

The entire sculpture including the base occupies a space 24 inches high, 24 inches wide,
and 16 inches deephe sculpture itself and “snow” is made of natural clde entire

work weighs in excess of 60 poundfie monument stand (black box) on the right is
hinged at the back and lifts to provide a little compartment for documents.



SCULPTURE CREATION

n March 2012, | embarked on a project to creatq

large (about 24 inches high by 12 inches wide) cl
sasquatch sculpturdnything that lage requires a
rigid skeleton. My son Chris (a plumber). made f
me a basic copper pipe skeletdiis | covered in
carved styrofoam bound in copper wire and th
covered in galvanized wire mesh.

Natural white artiss sculpturing clay was used
with the addition of clear scenic glue painted on t
wet clay in stages. | have found that this glue helps
prevent minor surface cracks when the clay dries
also forms a thin flexible “skin” that helps to furthe
hold the sculpture togethdrused the same proces
on other sculptures, now some 8 years old, and t
have not been any problem. :

The final sculpture was painted with acryli®s
paints and then painted with “satiarathaneThe
latter seals the claynaking it somewhat waterproof
The entire sculpture including the base occupies :
space 24 inches high, 24 inches wide, and 16 iniSculpture frame and flnlshed Work Please keep in mlnd
deep. that the VALUE of artwork is the EXPRESSION it

conveys, not the degree of perfection (artistic talent)

The proportions of the sculpture are basicalpresent. The work is not, as it were, “scientific.”
what can be seen as those of the creature in frame

of the Patterson/Gimlin film (P/G film) as illustrated
here with proportion
lines. | have made the
sculpture a male, so |
believe the actual
creature would be both
taller and proportionate
ly wider than the P/G
film subject. The image
on the far right provides
a possible comparison
Although there are
concerns with some
people regarding the P/G
film, many (if not most)
sighting reports when
taken collectively
indicate reasonably the
same proportions,
especially the general
“massiveness” and the
long arms.




Here is a comparison wit
frame 310 of the P/G film. It can b
seen again that the sculpture is “|
the ballpark.” One discrepanc
might be the thickness of the leg
However if we look at frame 72 of
the film we get a totally diérent
impression of the legs from tha
seen in other frames. One of the B
reports states that the creature h
“legs like tree stumps¥We can sort
of see this in frame 72, bu-——%
definitely not in the other frames |
Camera angle possibly has a lot | ¢
do with this.

One will notice that at certain angles the sculpture appe€
very animal-like — specificallya long-armed, short-leggec
ape, built more for knuckle-walking than on two lefisere is
even a similarity here with a gorillahe main diference in the
bodies is that the gorilla’legs are much shorteand its
buttocks region is totally below its stomach.

As you rotate the sculpture the degree of change in
appearance is so drastic that you have trouble reconciling
fact that it is the same work. Remarkabty my opinion, this
experience is not unlike looking at the twelve Cibachror &
prints from the P/G filmWe go from definitely an ape of som¢ 1
sort (frames 61 and 72), to more like a man (frames 307 S
332), to a mis-shaped man (frames 339 and 343) to defini 8¢
an ape-man/woman, (frames 350 to 364). If all the film framn
sort of tallied with what we see in frames 61 and 72, | thi
there would be much less controversy over the authenticit
the film.

Cibachrome Prints from the P/G film

o 2 3 t- . 3 | A ‘,’ ; . -
Sl - ) } k ) i,-t't‘;: Eﬂﬁ s i M 'l['t;"h:?:"'!:\?k
61 72 307 310 323 332 339 343 350 352 362 364

The sculpture has reasonable similarity with frames 61 and 72, thgmaiaimilarity with frames 339 and
343.There is little or no close similarity with the other frames, save perhaps slightly with frame 362. Sculptures a
artwork by others is all based on frame 352. If it were based on frame 61 it would be fezentdif



DISCOURSE

The Sasquatch Head

Some witnesses have stated that the sasquatch has agery lar
head.The creature in the P/G film supports this observation. It
appears its head to walking height ratio 5 to 1. In other words, five
heads equals its walking height. If it were standing perfectly erect,
then we can reasonably add another head, making the ratio 6 to 1.
Adult humans have a standing height ration of 8 t&/fy would
the sasquatch need such agéahead?Aside from the unlikely
conclusion that the creature has a sagittal crest, we might conclude
that it simply has a very lge and thick skullThe head is very
vulnerable, so a thick skull would be an asset. Having said that, the
head can also be used as a weapocreature with a lgre head
and a thick skull would have the advantage in some confrontations.

The Sasquatch Neck

One of the most common observations is that the creature does
not appear to have a neck. Its head appears to sit directly on its
shoulders like a football playefThis is actually a good
comparisonThe football player has padding to protect his neck
(i.e., shoulder padding) and he wears a helmet to protect his head.
It is likely the sasquatch resolved the issue of neck protection by
having high shoulders, and its thick skull took the place of a
helmet.

The Sasquatch Head HaijrFacial Hair and Facial
Features

| think there is little doubt that the sasquatch has thick brg
ridges, a short flat nose, a wide upper lip area, thin lips, and a s
chin. Most reports when taken collectively confirm thAs. to
facial hair witness reports range from no har some hajrto lots
of hair and even beards. Notwithstanding females and yo
sasquatch, if an adult male has a beard, then all adult males sh
have such. | believe all primates, except humans, are consiste
this regardWith humans, Native NortAmerican men do not have
facial hair unless (to my knowledge) their parents or ancestgss
have interbred with non-native peopWhatever the case, to my
knowledge, human head and facial hair continually grows aj
must be cut when it becomes inconvenient.

The only likely answer to this whole issue is that the sasqua

point, like that seen on the orangutan. It also may have short fa .
hair that stops growing, like that seen on both the orangutan &ualjlpture face



more particularlythe gorilla. From a distance such hair might be taken
simply “dark skin” in some cases. If sasquatch head hair and facial hg
the same as human haine creature must have a way to “cut” it when
becomes too long—perhaps uses its teeth.

Sasquatch Eyes

Peter Byrne has brought to our attention that judging by the P/G film
sasquatch appears to have what can only be ternsadciy “human eyes.”
It appears the sasquatch, like humans, has prominent and continually
white (or near white) sclera (whites of the ey@#hough non-humans have
white sclera, such is not prominent and continually visible (can only be
sometimes). It is believed that humans evolved or came to have this fe
to aid in communications — one can sort of tell what a person is thinkin
watching the action of his or her eyeballs moving about on a w
backgroundThe inference, of course, in connection with the sasquatc
that this feature likely makes the creature human-related.*

Orangutan — Note the long head
SasquatchArms hair and short facial hair.

Both witness reports and the P/G film indicate that the creature has
long arms. It has been said that its hands reach down to its Kiheefact
that the creature has very short legs would seemingly compensate, m
the arms simply appear long. Howewtis is not the case because of tf
length of the bodywhich includes what would be its neck and its vergda
buttocks region.
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Gorilla. — Note the short head hair
and short facial hair.
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*| need to mention here that Albert Ostman noticed the
creatures he encountered had white sclera. If one
believes Ostman’s account, then this confirms Byrne’s
observation.



Sasquatch Hands

Although | did of-set the thumb somewhat in the sculptu
hands (reflecting on the Freeman hand cast) tfeetefvas only
mamginally the sameThe P/G film does not reasonably show th
thumb position, but what we can see of the hands appear
indicate they would not be too tfent from human hands. Othe
hand casts (non-Freeman) appear to confirm\ttiik regard to the
size of the hands, they are reasonably proportional to Frame ¢
the P/G film.

Sasquatch Feet

We naturally know more about sasquatch feet than any @
part of its anatomyin the sculpture, | have made them reasona
proportional to the P/G filmThe left foot is planted in “snow” (
thin layer for aguments sake)'he intended “message” is that t
foot has sunk about one inch into the snow/ddike right foot is
lifted slightly revealing a thick (heavily padded) solée foot is
angled out slightlyas we see in Frame 61 of the P/G film. It
important to note that the heel curves “out and Ag.a result, the

print. Generally speaking, at a depth of one inch, a sasqu
footprint is about one inch short of the length of its actual foot.

The fact that the creature is stepping up slightly was
originally plannedAs | progressed, | determined that the weight
the clay was likely best “managed” under the step arrangemen’

WHAT KIND OF CREATURE IS THE
SASQUATCH?

What | have inadvertently ended-up with is something t
physically appears to be far more “ape-like” than “human-liks
However it has several characteristic that strongly favor the Jatte
and in my opinion to disregard a possible human relationg
would be a mistake. It is possible that how much of the creatu
seen, and the angle it is seen at, makes farelifce as to the
impression a witness gets. On the next page | provide a seri¢
images taken as the sculpture was rotated. Howthisrprovides
just one set of viewdVhen the camera is position higher or lowe
one sees other variationShe total number of all variations is

adds even more variations. Like beatitye nature of the sasquatc’
appears to be in the eye of the beholder




CLOCKWISE ROTATION OF THE SCULPTURE




Skeleton Comparison

Here | have taken the skeleton which
we believe would be that of the P/G film
creature (Grees, The Best of
Sasguatch/Bigfoot, page 6) and free
transformed it onto an image of the
sculpture. With a little imagination to
compensate for the d#rent stances, it
can be seen that there is a reasonab
match. In other words, a skeleton of this
nature would correspond to the creature
depicted. | did not use the skeleton for
measurements in creating the sculpture
What | show here was an afterthought.
However as | used the P/G film for
guidance, and the skeleton was based ©
the film, then there will naturally be a
correlation.

My sculpture, as | have previously
stated, would represent a dar and
bulkier creature than the P/G film subject.
The bones would be biggethicker and
heavier Nevertheless, the relative
“layout” (for lack of a better word) would
be generally the same.

It appears that the main structural
difference between a human and &
sasquatch is the length of the latsesrms
and legs in relation to its upper bode
speculated skeleton seen here is wel
outside humans as we know them.

| also believe, again previously stated,
that head size is a major factdteople
report that the creature had a big head.
believe the head is about 1/6 (maximum)
of its standing height. | donbelieve a
normal human adult could have a heac
that lage.



A Burning Question —Answered Pehaps?

What | have provided here is very low shot
of the back of the sculpture. If this were the
only image, one would have #dulty
explaining that from other angles the creatur
has very short legs and exceptionally lonc
arms.That what is seen here could pass for
man in a suit would be quite reasonable
Obviously when the camera (or oseeye
view) is below about the “mid section,” then
the image will appear talleGoing above the
mid-section makes it appear shartsrit likely
that Pattersos’ physical height influenced
what we see in the film frames? Frame 352, fa
example, does not appear to show a long
armed, short-legged creature. Had Pattersc
been 6 feet tall, | think the images would have
been quite dferent.At about 5 feet 3 inches,
Patterson was about 2 feet shorter than tr
creature. On top of that, he was likely stoope
over a bit when he took the later fram&s.to
the early frames (Frames 61 and 72)ph't
know what happened her&hese are good
“sasquatch shots. They were taken at a
different distance and in a fifent area. It is
possible that ground level played a part.



In my opinion, about 80% of witness reports descri
a creature that reasonably corresponds with my sculpt
| would say that about half of those that ddit’'are in the
“looks more human” categaryhe other half appears t
be something else entirely (wild man or hermit sort
thing).

It is possible that those in the “looks more huma|
category are the result of the high/low angle at which
creature was observed. Howewvelevation does not hav
to be a factor

To the right is a “Photoshopped” image of t
sculpture. | have flipped it, taken out the gloss and blur
it a little to illustrate what one might see for a few seco
in his car headlights. | think the verdict would be “mo
human than ape”

Now assume the creature is seen in daylight at
angle shown below think the verdict would be “more ap
than human.” Is the same sculpture.




The Gigantopithecus blacki Theory

The main (and probably only plausible) theory on sasquatch origination SGighetopithecus blacki theory This
creature, which is very physically close to the sasquatch, once inhabitégiaast went extinct about 300,000 years
ago.That some of its kind could have migrated to Néutherica and continued to exist there might be a consideratic

The image seen on the left above shows Bill Munns with his famous Giganto mode, which is about 8 fe
Particularly noticeable is the creatweshort legs and long arms. It was primarily a knuckle-wakk@rsuch were
necessary to facilitate its.method of locomotion.

The center image shows my sculpture, and on the right is frame 352 of the Patterson/GinTlimefilitm image is
a little deceiving as to leg length, but if you look closely you will see the heel and sole of the right foot is almost v
The ground level (red line) has been determined from previous film frames.

Given the Giganto theory has credibilithen this creature has been in Noktherican for a minimum of about
300,00 years. In that the sasquatch is, to our knowledge, primarily bipedal (walks on two legs), then we must cc
that during this time it evolved an upright walking methislthis did not necessitate having shorter arms or longer le
then it is likely safe to assume that both remained primarily the same.

The “fly in the ointment” regarding this theory is the apparent or perceived “humanness” of the sasquatch.
people, even witnesses (including aboriginals), contend that it is a human of some sort, and some characteristic
to support this contention. For certain, if it is human-related then it is a giant, ranging taller than confirmed evide
giant humans (i.e., bones that have been found). One can, of course, provide Biblical (or the like) references, |
are hardly “scientific.”

Where to from here?All that’s left is some sort of highly unlikely scenario wherein the Giganto and very e:
humans were close enough in their genetic makeup to cross-breed.
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Contemporary Sculptures

Far be it for me to criticize the work
others. Indeed, the material shown h
demonstrates very high degrees of artistic talént
The problem with the works is that none of the
reasonably reflect what witness have been sayi
for at least 100 years in British Columbia (o
200 years elsewhere).

Generally speaking, if the description
something is “man-like” or “human-like” the
there is a tendency on the part of artists
include a lot of “human contentThe gorilla £
went through this, as it wer€he following is an
early depiction of a gorilla (1890)

Whether we like it or not, the sasquatch or bigfoot has become
a sort of “super villain.” Its appeal for hoaxing has made its
name synonymous with the word “hoax.” Artistic depictions
that do not at least parallel the believed nature of the creature
fuel speculation and further distant the scientific community.
Superstition and belief in the paranormal is extremely high in
North America, brought about to some degree by “Hollywood.”

There is not a lot of similarity here with whe
we now know a gorilla looks like. Exactly whe
this drawing was created is not cldaowevey it
depicts the killing of a gorilla which was brougt
back to Europe for scientific studylad the artist
seen the specimen, or done some more resea
am sure his drawing would have been ve
different.
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