Sasquatch Census

How many sasquatch are ther@he question of sightings/incidents per year (factored out to 2,000).
sasquatch population in Northmerica comes up  The fact that there are numerous sightings i
quite frequentlyWe really dont have much to go on forWashington, Oregon, and California is because of tt
making a proper estimate, but we can apply a numbesighificant people populations in these states. Britis
“givens” and come up with something that | think i€olumbia, thevukon andAlaska have a combined people
reasonable. Nevertheless, this is totallyf tbé wall,” and population of about 4.86 millioW/ashington, Oregon and
if you have a better idea on how to come up with a numi@alifornia have a combined people population of abol
then | ask that you let me know 45.7 million (statistics as of 2010here is over 9 times
First off, I have to use the Paretoprinciple here, the number of human eyes Washington, Oregon and
which is commonly called the 80/20 rule. Remarkatilg California than the primary region state&lso keep in
rule works exceedingly well. | used it time and time agaimnd that once you go above the 49th parallel (US/Cana
in the business worldVhat it states is, in any situationborder), most BC people live within about 100 miles Nortl

roughly 80% of the éécts come from 20%
of the causedlf, for example, you adde
up all the money you spent in a year
listed all the recipients of that mon
(people or companies), you would find t
about 80 % of the recipients got about 2
of your money; and of course, the reve
also applies (20% of the recipients
about 80% of your money).

We have an estimate of 400 sasqu
incidents per year in NortAmerica. In
other words, it appears that sasqua
might have been present (sightin

of that parallel. The USAwith its more
friendly climate has a much greater humar
population span.

The obvious question here is, if there
are 8,000 sasquatch in one region, wh
cant we simply go in and catch on&gll,
heres the “kicker’ The region stated has

| 540,100 square miles of essentially non

penetrable forest (it might as well be
20,000 leagues under the sedatiStically

there would be one sasquatch per 67.
square miles. Even if they were all
concentrated in 20% of the area, we stil

footprints, sounds, other) on 4 ‘b‘a end up with 13.5 square miles per
occasions; however this would represe: - sasquatch.
only 20% of the actual available sightin e '- - ¥ | estimate that no more that 20% of the

Had there been more people “everywhere” 540,100 square miles is reasonably
people go, then there would have been 2,000 (.20x=48€cessible. In other words there are forest service a
x=2,000) incidents per year logging roadsThis results in 108,020 square miles. If 20%

Now you have to stretch your mind a Aihe sightings of the total sasquatch population are in this area, th
only happened in areas where people were, otherwise tla@neunts to 1,600The old and tired saying “needle in a
would not have been a sighting. Given each inciddrdystack” is totally understated/hat you have is a
involved a diferent sasquatch, then the population bhystack about 100 feet high and comprising 108,02
sasquatch in the “people areas” was 2,000; but people @gjyare milesAs to the 1,600 needles, they have eyes ar
get into about 20% of the land; so the total populationle§s so can see you coming and move aWéyat about
sasquatch in all the land is 10,000 (.20x = 200@sing a plane? One cannot see much from the air and th
x=10,000). is nowhere to land except on lakes even if a sasquatcl

Given this makes sense, | have a theory that #een. | suppose high-end videos could record somethir
sasquatch sighted are a long way from the main populatiom it's a very expensive undertaking.
of these beings. | have stated before that this main Skeptics (including anthropologist) never conside
population is in British Columbia, théukon, andAlaska. what | am saying here (few are good at arithmetic) so ke
Essentiallythe sightings/incidents in the “people areas” saying, “Why cart you catch one?” Given sasquatch dc
these regions and beyond are of individuals in small bahd3T exist, it can be seen that one would be verfycdit
that have wandered away from the main group. to find with an expedition if they did exist.

What we have then is about 8,000 sasquatch in theAs | have stated in previous papers, the only chanc
main group in BC, th&¥ukon andAlaska, and about 2,000there is for “catching” a sasquatch is to get one of tho:
wandering around outside of this area causing about 4@ has ventured out of its usual habitat to places where
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can be seen by humafi$iose sasquatch, or the prints thag nowhere near that of the US¥ou can count on your
leave or sounds they make, form the sighting or incidéingers how many BC researchers | have known; current
reports we get. In most of these cases, the sasquatch ddmew just three who do diligent research.

to us; we did not go looking for it. Of course, skeptics will say that all | have done here

There are a multitude of reasons why we td@ve rationalize things to account for the failure of finding
much photographic evidence of these individuals; mostingible evidence, and | suppose thdtue; howeverif
because one seldom gets within 100 feet of a sasquatchosmedconsiders the size and inhospitable nature of BC he
you need a high-end camera to get anything meaningfidhe will see the immense task involvells | have

Nevertheless, | will concede that we should have monentioned in previous papers, there were more people
and better photos because there have been numerous BiG&wilderness regions 100 years or so ago than there
encounters; howevein theses cases the moment is s@w. Most native people have moved to the cities c
brief there was not enough time to get/position and focueservations and there are no trappers worth mentionir
camera. It needs to be mentioned that there are so Téwere are hunters and they do report seeing sasqliah.
researchers with a proper camera looking for sasquagint here is that if there are no people or very few peop
that it is more a matter of luck than anything else fort@see something, the sasquatch and its footprints just
good photo to be taken. unnoticed; it does not matter how many there are.

As to inadvertent or intentional killing of sasquatch, | Of course, my census is based on 400 sasqual
concede that it is odd nothing was taken of the remains aigghtings/incidents per yealt takes into account both
provided to scientistsSThe only incident of this nature inreported and non-reported incidents. If you ar
British Columbia was a strange decomposed corpse foundomfortable with this figure, here is a chart showin
by hunters (Harrison Mills, 1977). Little of the heaboth fewer and more sightings/incidents along with th
remained because the body had been scavengedcddgulated sasquatch population.
animals.The hunters definitely did not think the remains

were that of a beaOne of the hunters called the Fish and

Wildlife department and reported the finding upon getting SIGHTINGSINCD. EST. POPULATION
access to a telephone. Upon insisting the corpse was no 25 625
bear he was told that the department would investigate 50 1,250
Subsequent calls to the department indicated that no acti 75 1,875
was taken. Had the remains been that of a human, someg 100 2,500
from the department would have been immediately 200 5,000
dispatched, but | doubt such would be justified when al 300 7,500
that was involved was a strange animal. It is unfortunat 400 10,000
the hunters did not take a small sample (hair and/or tissus 500 12,500
but this was 40 years ago and not much could have bes 600 15,000

done with the sample at that time, so apparently was nér
thought of. If only British Columbia is considered, the base figure
Now, | will say without reservation that there areould be 290, which equates to a sasquatch population
probably bones in wilderness regions that have “surviveti250. | used 8,000 for BC, tivetkon andAlaska because
the natural process of disintegratiofihe problem is, itis 80% of the total population of 10,000. In other words
where does one start looking for themlfeged strange 20% of sasquatch will wander away and 80% will sta
bones have been sent to museums, but they sintpyne.
disappearedrhis is not odd because museums tbave Of course Pareto may not be right if somethin
the resources to do very much. Such bones, given thappens to upset the natural balance. Perhaps far m
existed, are probably lost forever in museum storage. sasquatch have wondered away to other areas becaus
Sightings in BC are for the most part quite convincinfgrest fires or they are learning that food is much mor
especially since many of them were investigataaentiful and available in farming communities. If you
Nevertheless, footprint photographs and casts are w#op't think a migrant population of 2,000 is enough, thel
few; far less than such in the USA. Many reports are frdoy all means use another number
First Nations people and they would not bother with this From what | can see, BC is definitely the mos
sort of thing. Furthermore, interest in the sasquatch in B&quatch populated region. Nevertheless, even if t



people population in this province were to increase seve«2!
or many times, there would not be a significant increasg-
sasquatch sightings/incident$his is because all the ™
people would settle in the main southern cities and the !
smaller cities inlandThe map on the right shows that thj
province is for the most part not suitable for peof
habitation. If we use Pareto again, it would say that 8(
of the province is just not “people friendhyit may be
beautiful and all that on a sunny ddout it is generally
wet, quite cold, and gets progressively colder the furt!lo
north one travels. If you fly to Prince Rupert, your plai
lands between two giant walls of sndw Prince Geaje, Jueen e - )
if the temperature goes below -40°F cafdsrdiee cofee mbagr e A MO ) - = Br"lftis}ﬁ-x__ 3
(well, back in the old daysJhere are, of course summerg§ A 4 Columbia
but out in the woods you have to contend with countld® cen o
billions of black flies and mosquitoe3he terrain is
treacherous with massive swamps and annoyils
somewhat dangerous, plants. Outdoors people (hunf
and others) do go into “the bush” and there might be v{ &
tiny settlements of First Nations people, but their preseJ
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in negligible as it relates to the size of the lakldng the -

coast of BC there are about 40,000 islands. Sasqu

related incidents have occurred on some islaAdew Anvway. | have provided a reasonable census and tt
were last explored in the 1960s by Bbmus. . yway, P

; ) : S issues we face to satisfy science and the skeptics. | ree
Upon discussing with John Green the possibility of fy P

o " : Y Oln't see a resolution anytime sooAs to those
scientific expedition to go into the area (80%) mention . . . .
. L ) , y N professionals and otherwise) who jump into the sasquat
he simply said, “No, it wot'work.” The region is just too

big, even if there are 8,000 sasquatch in there. | believe'lﬁ%e as !f they have a'II the ?”S""?rs and then disagpiear
I(fan do is quote René Dahinden:

only hope we have is that Google Earth technology wi
eventually allow us to see through bush and be able - e e
specifically identify animal species. Other than the /# ou o) X/%?"/E:ﬁ y e
notwithstanding a road kill, the only hope is a hunt . 2

getting evidence (one way or the other) or a rural resid )éiﬂie (,)9/,?/4/ /5 % dé Val vl .
(farmer generally) doing the same. It has to be physi

evidence; photographs/videos wblo unless they are /é"é

very high resolution, and even then they will L -
questioned.
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