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  Early forms of Homo erectus [our direct ancestor] mark such a radical departure from 
previous forms in height, reduced sexual dimorphism, long limbs and modern body proportions, 
that it is hard at present to identify its immediate ancestry in east Africa. Not for nothing has it 
been described as “without an ancestor, without a clear past.” 

  —Dennell & Roebroeks in Nature, 2005 
 
  A new species develops if a population which has become geographically isolated from 
its parental species acquires during this period of isolation characters which promote or 
guarantee reproductive isolation when the external barriers break down. 
  — Ernst Mayr Systematics and the Origin of Species: From the Viewpoint of a Zoologist 

(1942), 155. 
 
  We note the basic features of delayed maturation: crowded environments, populations 
near carrying capacity. In mammals, this association is often accompanied by neoteny, in which 
we retain to adulthood the originally juvenile features of our ancestors. 

  —Stephen Jay Gould, Ontegeny and Phylogeny (1977) 
 

 Traits of neoteny in humans: flattened face, hairless body, hairless face, small nose, 
reduction of brow ridge, small teeth, small upper jaw (maxilla), small lower jaw (mandible), 
thinness of skull bones, limbs proportionately short compared to torso length, longer leg than 
arm, etc. (neoteny: Wikipedia) 
 
  The more one reflects on it, the more one finds that this [primitive] state was the least 
subject to upheavals and the best for Man, and that he must have left it only by virtue of some 
fatal chance happening that, for the common good, ought never to have happened. The example 
of savages, almost all of whom have been found in this [natural] state, seems to confirm that the 
human race had been made to remain in it always; that this state is the veritable youth of the 
world; and that all the subsequent progress has been...toward the decay of the species. 

  —Jean-Jacques Rousseau, 1712-1778 
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 A Note from the Authors 
 
 
  We consider this book a scientific document and a written documentary. This book is 
actually the product of hundreds of individuals who have labored to try to prove something that 
is hard to accept and even harder to discern. The videos, photos, and eyewitness accounts listed 
here are for educational purposes, published under “Fair Use” according to U.S. copyright law. 
We cite our sources wherever possible and the original owner of materials referenced in this 
book retains ownership of their materials. We plan to publish subsequent versions improving the 
content therein. Please consider this version 1.1 of volume one. please email 
sasquatchbookedits@gmail.com regarding any of the content in the book. 
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 Foreword: 
 Jeffrey Locke Andersen, 

 Founder of Facebook/FindBigfoot 
 
 

     
 
  “Facebook will find Bigfoot.” I guess I said that on more than one occasion. Participating 
in the growth of the social network (23,000+ fans in 24 months) has been an exciting ride. And 
having a number one cable television show (“Finding Bigfoot”) named after and based on our 
site’s authenticated video content list is pretty cool. That’s nothing like the shock of a real video 
from a real encounter being sent in to the site and then the cacophony of fans voting for and 
against certain aspects of the evidence.  
  The greatest impact on me comes from my interviews with eyewitnesses and the deep 
emotional impact a sighting has on each person’s psyche and outlook on life. This book is an 
embodiment of that natural fear made real from the realization of what and who we really are. 
Eyewitnesses continually contact our Facebook page thanking us for helping them deal with the 
reality of their sightings. I guess that’s why there are some 10 million views of our authentication 
videos. How many more people are out there who have seen a Bigfoot and have yet to come 
forward? 
  For my part, I have undertaken a three-year journey to understand the subject and engage 
the anonymous author “Demosthenes,” who struggled to explain what happened to us on two 
nights in September of 2009 (more on this Bigfoot encounter later). If I served any real function 
it was to clarify and put into context his thoughts and theories, bringing fresh insights and 
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information through my own research with eyewitnesses. “Demosthenes and Locke” share the 
responsibility for posting as “Bigfoot,” always striving to be respectful and honest as we have 
compiled and curated a tremendous amount of data and research on the subject.  
  One day a Bigfoot will be caught or DNA will be tested, and when that happens, the 
world will wonder what this new species is. It will be just a matter of time before science realizes 
that we are all one Homo, no matter what shape, size, color or how deeply this identity is buried. 
  When you read this book, set your bias and disbelief aside and you will see that your 
great ancestor was not a “monkey” we call Lucy but a living, breathing Bigfoot or what we call 
Sasquatch. 
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 Foreword: 
 Christopher Noël 

 BA Yale ’83, MA Yale ’85 
 Author of Impossible Visits 

 and Sasquatch in Focus 2012 
 
 
  My own involvement with this project came about when the authors contacted me after 
reading my book, Impossible Visits, which chronicles human-Sasquatch interactions at 
“habituation sites.” They found that the experiences featured in my book dovetail perfectly with, 
and illustrate, their emerging vision of the strategic genius of this ancient primate species. You 
Are Sasquatch puts forth the bold hypothesis that modern humans descended from a much larger, 
more proficient and masterful race. My thermal footage, called “The Woodpile Sasquatch,” shot 
in East Texas in 2008, has served to further confirm the authors’ conviction that this mighty 
progenitor not only remains in existence today but continues to keep a sharp eye on the daily 
activities of its highly civilized and domesticated offshoot, in order to maintain a strategic 
advantage that has endured for countless millennia. 
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 Foreword: 
 Jeff Caramagna 

 BA Coopers Union ’96, MA Yale ’98 
 
 
  When I discovered Facebook/Findbigfoot I was immediately impressed with the 
originality and unique point of view emanating from the site. The first thing readily apparent was 
a solid conviction in the tangible reality of the Sasquatch. It is rare and valuable to pay attention 
to ANYONE who can approach ANY subject from a new point of view. I wondered, "Why did it 
take so long to compile all the available data and then start to understand scientifically something 
that had already been so prevalent in folklore for hundreds of years?” I became a rigorous fan, 
amazed at the videos and paying attention to where they came from. Soon I was aware that there 
were many people around the country who deal with Sasquatch on a nearly daily basis. So when 
Jack first told me his groundbreaking idea about social domestication I was immediately very 
impressed. We had a similar base of knowledge in the area of evolution and I knew that this was 
an investigation worth pursuing. My first step was to spend a week in the Museum of Natural 
History in NYC as there is an extensive permanent exhibit documenting hominids and human 
ancestry. On Sundays there is a lab open to the public where one can interact with some of the 
museums paleontologists. Upon talking to them I was struck that after only a few short questions 
their answer was, "We don’t know"... “We don’t know.” Well, I smiled because I soon realized 
they didn’t know because they were simply ignoring the obvious. 
  It appears no one had ever attempted to work backward and fill in the missing pieces in a 
reverse application of the concept of “domestication.” At some point it became so obvious, by 
studying the cranial-facial structure of the female Sasquatch in the Patterson/Gimlin film and the 
other images given to me, that I phoned Jack to say, “I don’t think our ancestor can be anything 
else.” The progression to human origin was definitely moving toward something larger and more 
impressive. The key facial features become increasingly prominent as one works backward, the 
brows more massive, the skulls thicker as domestication becomes less intense. All of the skulls I 
was studying were the same creature in differing stages of maturity. Making these drawings has 
been a fascinating journey on the outer fringe of perception. How does one illustrate with 
scientific accuracy something so difficult and elusive? Something so impossibly slippery to even 
see? 
  I have made these drawings after months of looking at every related skull. I attempted to 
draw not from imagination, but from a catalogue of details. Finding the clarity from bits of blur 
to uncover an actual pattern of development. Clues discovered from hundreds of pictures 
combine to understand internally the mechanism of evolution. Systematically eliminating errors 
one by one until the form revealed itself. A Special thanks to Khat Hansen who helped inspire 
this investigation through her generous sharing of knowledge. 
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 Preface: 
 Jack Demosthenes Barnes 

 
 
  One day my wife pointed to a television show about Bigfoot that featured a professor 
who began talking about it as if it were a real phenomenon. In my business career I have had a 
saying: “Weird gets weirder.” It is in the moment when you say, “That’s weird” that you learn 
the most. Most people just stop at “That’s weird” and move on with their lives, when almost 
every great discovery in science and the humanities has come when someone has pushed to solve 
and reconcile the curiosity. The most famous of these experiments was when Galileo saw a 
swinging lamp in Pisa Cathedral, and he reasoned that the world was actually circling the sun, 
and the lamp was a pendulum powered by gravity from circling planets. I began to think of 
Bigfoot as the largest “weird” in the world, either as not real or as some truth that has not yet 
been discovered, a truth that is even bigger than helio-centrism (the theory that the earth revolves 
around the sun). At some point I knew Bigfoot was likely real and I had to figure out the great 
truth therein. It superseded even my long curiosity about the marvelous and amazing features of 
the human body that allow us to swim. Clearly the last 10 million years humans have been 
swimming on a daily basis to cause such massive changes to the slope of our face, throat, larynx, 
skin, hair, fat layers, nose, palate and oil glands. 
  These are things that were never taught while I was getting my college degree in biology 
but that I understood through countless laps in the pool. Under what circumstance could these 
adaptations have occurred? Could the two curiosities be related? Could a Sasquatch actually be 
real and living in Minnesota in 2009? The only clue I had was my college biology professor, who 
looked at me and said, “If you took Minnesota and flipped it over and shook it, you would be 
shocked at what fell out.” That was as provocative as he could be. We, creators of 
Facebook/FindBigfoot, began publishing pieces of the theory and slowly but surely it started to 
all make sense. I knew we must be getting close to something when producers from the 
HISTORY channel AND National Geographic called to ask if we would host a show on the 
subject. 
  I must thank my wife and friends, who never mocked me (or at least they gave up 
mocking me!). In a hundred years people could look back at this book and this “discovery” and it 
will seem so obvious. But I can tell it you it was no less than a hundred moments of Eureka! for 
me (and Jeffrey Locke Anderson) to figure out the Smarter Ape Theory and the General Theory 
of Adaptation. The book is written from the point of view of an individual author but in many 
cases represents our shared experiences and thoughts. 
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  Co-author Jack Demosthenes Barnes confronts his strategically smarter 
Neanderthal self (as envisioned by Jeff Caramagna). 
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 Introduction: 
 The World is Round 

 
 
  Eventually, the answer to Man’s existence will be as obvious as the shape of our planet. 
For millennia people believed the world was flat, even though they stared at two spheres, the sun 
and the moon. We never saw the dark side of the moon so we could not grasp that it was a 
sphere. No more perfect analogy can be made to the miracle of humanity. Everyone knows the 
answer to our existence it just has not been explained. The great truth of this book is that we, 
modern humans, are in the process of getting dumber, not smarter. 
  Humanity as we know it was created by a very simple process: self-domestication. How 
the first human was created, survived, and adapted was an incredible feat. The chances are 
minuscule that the continents would have aligned just so, ice caps melting and thawing, forests 
growing and subsiding, allowing for a perfect mix of game, forest, rivers, and predators to be 
brought together to produce the first human. Then, once created, ancient humanity was left alone 
to develop, separated for millions of years from the genes, diseases, and competition of other 
primates. The odds against this are impossible to comprehend; create the earth a billion times 
over, and we might happen once. 
  Our ancestors’ intelligence was created by a natural defense mechanism against injury, a 
“cranial keel and vault” or coned head—2.5 times thicker than what we currently possess 
(Verhaegen, Munro 2011)—is seen in the skull caps of Homo erectus and has yet to be 
explained. This natural defense mechanism for survival from tree impact allowed for a huge 
brain cavity and for an already very smart creature to become even smarter. This creature was 
locked away long enough that we turned into a human-shaped sentient family known as Homo. 
  But even more incredible than our existence is that the creature that gave rise to us so 
long ago still exists today, so smart it is able to hide from view and defy physical capture. We 
can see one of these creatures in the famous Patterson/Gimlin film of 1967, which set off the 
worldwide Bigfoot fascination. 
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  In October of 1967 definitive proof of Sasquatch’s existence was filmed. The world 
was able to see exactly what a large female Sasquatch looks like. Toes rising, fingers 
moving, fat jiggling with a large brow ridge and a slanting forehead, unlike modern 
humans. Man’s origin was proved long before it could be explained. (Copyright P. 
Patterson for research purposes only under fair use.) 
 
  Bigfoot or Sasquatch has been able to avoid humans, our diseases, and our viciousness 
toward all things alien. In spite of being very well documented by video, footprint, audio 
evidence, 40,000 investigated and published eyewitness accounts, and possibly millions more 
unpublished reports, this creature is thought of as a myth by academia. Why? They do not 
believe it is possible because it does not fit with the simplistic view of Man, nature, and 
evolution. It is orthodoxy that we evolved up, when in fact we have done the opposite. 
  It was not until the advent of the Internet and more specifically the social network that the 
mass of evidence could be gathered, analyzed, and curated into a usable form. This evidence 
shows that our intelligence could only come from a creature whose population was very sparsely 
distributed, without any chance for help from a society or troupe. Our ancestors needed a huge 
forested area, with no geographical pressure to form into groups (much less a society) in order to 
survive. This progenitor survived by hunting, swimming, and foraging as an individual 
monogamous family group, just as married couples live their lives today—although this creature 
needed to be smart enough to hunt with its hands. Imagine that for a moment: “Smart enough to 
hunt with your hands.” A brain developed that was so fast that its possessor could dodge trees in 
the dark at a full run, just as a gibbon (a tiny, tailless ape from southeastern Asia) can soar 
through branches at lightning speed. That brain allowed our ancestor to map a huge territory for 
threats and opportunities, and defend its home range as an individual. A Sasquatch is a rare 
magnificent creature capable of stealth and cunning that is unimaginable for a typical human. 
  Where did this powerful ability develop and refine itself? There are two likely scenarios. 
In the forests of Northeastern Asia, or in North America. Our best guess is the vast forests of 
North America, which was isolated for millions of years by drifting continents, rising sea levels 
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and polar ice sheets. It certainly was not in Africa, as we will show in Book Two: “The General 
Theory of Adaptation.” Man needed a long period of time to develop so many peculiar 
adaptations that make us different from anything that could be born in Africa. 
  Humanity needed to be cut off from all other primates and old gene flow for millions of 
years, so that the ancestor to the Sasquatch could develop into something special. To be 
successful in North America and the northern winters you needed to be big; inhabitants of this 
continent were the mega-fauna, such as the cave bear, the dire wolf (a large, extinct, wolf-like 
mammal), the American lion, the saber tooth tiger, the bison, the moose, the American 
mastodon, and the Sasquatch. North America was a remarkably stable niche with forests large 
enough, and cut off long enough from the homogenizing effects of “horizontal gene flow,” to 
create “vertical gene flow”—concentrated improvement and purification of a species. Sasquatch 
adapted to America and developed abilities and features unique to the great apes. 
  Florida, California and the Gulf of Mexico states were a temperate refuge for an 
orangutan-type red ape to survive the successive ice ages. By contrast, look at the rest of the 
living great apes; they only exist in a very narrow band around the equator in Africa and Borneo. 
Why? Because they lack a very complex adaptation, the subcutaneous fat layer, which gives 
humans insulation to live outside of that tropical band. In North America, our mega-ancestor 
developed the many aquatic and arctic adaptations that we all possess, which allow us to survive 
the cold and to swim, a capacity unique among the great apes. Most scientists look at the fossil 
record and cannot see the forest for the trees. That fat layer under our skin allows us to exist 
outside of the narrow range of the equator and is not part of the fossil record. 

   

  
 
  The other great apes (chimpanzee, bonobo, orangutan and gorilla) all lack cold 
weather and swimming adaptations. Without them they were constrained to a very narrow 
5-degree band around the equator, where each has devolved into quadrupedal movement. 
Our history involved overcoming both water and cold. We needed complete isolation from 
ancient primate genes and the devastating retroviral outbreaks (like AIDS) in Africa 3 to 6 
million years ago that reduced their life spans and intelligence. Man is not from Africa. 
 
  Modern humans and all of our direct ancestors have been bipedal from the very 



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

beginning, as we will describe in Book Two: The General Theory of Adaptation and Book 
Three: “I am a Sasquatch.” This has already been clearly shown by Dr. Aaron Filler in his 
groundbreaking study The Upright Ape (see http://www.uprightape.net/). There was no 
knuckle-walking phase, or slow progression to an upright walking style, as we all were taught in 
school. Just because human children crawl and chimpanzees knuckle-walk does not mean that 
we progressed in the same manner. The other surviving great apes—chimp, bonobo, orangutans, 
and gorilla—have all abandoned the original bipedal style and devolved into quadrupedal 
locomotion to enable them to forage better. Only a brilliant spinal surgeon and PhD like Aaron 
Filler could have deduced how and why the backbones of the great apes independently changed 
to suit their environments. Human ancestors needed a wholly different environment to retain our 
long twisting spine and bipedalism. 
  Our human ancestors were solitary hunters with an unusual set of circumstances that kept 
us on two feet. Our unusual foot, with conjoined big toe, developed to enable us to run very fast 
after game through the heavy forest. This new foot took a great deal of time to occur, and there 
are hundreds of adaptations just like it that cannot be explained through the traditional theory of 
African origins. Absolutely no gene flow could exist between humans and our split-toed 
ancestors for us to become human. As a highly mobile creature, we must have been separated by 
a substantial barrier. That barrier was likely the Bering Strait. Given enough time and separation 
from all other primates, this ancestor became the 46-chromosome Homo and far more 
strategically intelligent than our current form. In North America, humanity was born. 
  These insights and this book would not be possible without the advent of the social 
network. Nobody knows this information yet except the 22,000 fans of the site 
Facebook/FindBigfoot. The ability for thousands of isolated experts to share their stories, 
pictures, videos and evidence so easily and quickly was the key. Thousands of people collecting 
and submitting evidence and their very real experiences is a profound effect of the social 
network. 
  The geniuses behind the Apple computer, enabling us to quickly “drag and click” a 
picture and share the information in the social network, were a vital part of the whole process as 
well. As was the invention of YouTube, allowing people to anonymously load important video 
and investigative information quickly and without social reprisal. The invention of Google to 
search by subject and search by image is simply incredible. The internet “caught” Bigfoot by 
allowing access to 100 million portable cameras and thousands of eyewitness accounts. 
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 Chapter One: 
 The Gray Wolf Example and the Effects of Domestication 

 
 
  Dogs are very similar to humans. We communicate well, we bond, we protect and feed 
each other. But let’s look at dogs and how they came to be. There is a vast number of dog breeds, 
none of which was in existence 5,000 years ago. Where did they come from? We can create a 
new breed in a matter of a couple of decades. Dogs have very short life spans and very large 
litters, so one can select for the desired traits. Humans take twenty years to reproduce and almost 
always in single births, and then it takes twenty more years to find out what exactly each child 
will become. Therefore, dogs can be manipulated ten times as quickly with five to ten times as 
many puppies. 
  Where do dogs come from? From the gray wolf, which is widely distributed around the 
world, except in Africa. Dogs have been reduced to a wide variety of types that all have much in 
common. They are mild mannered; you can bring your dog to the kennel and have a play date 
with thirty other dogs and they won’t kill each other. Dogs are highly communicative; they bark, 
which adult wolves do not, and their faces are juvenile forms of the wolf’s. All dogs look like a 
wolf at some stage in development. 

   

  
 
  This is a flow chart to the many dog breeds from the gray wolf ancestor. Some 
breeds are much closer to the wolf and therefore behave and look more similar to the wolf 
(picture via Wikipedia) “Our analysis of Y-chromosomal DNA now confirms that wolves 
were first domesticated in Asia south of Yangtze River ... in southern China or Southeast 
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Asia,” (Savolainen, Ardalan, Oskarsson 2011) 
 
  According to the fossil record, domesticated dogs were first found in a cave in Belgium, 
dating back to circa 31,700 years ago. But the genetic record shows that they likely split from the 
gray wolf 135,000 years ago (Wayne 1997). The gray wolf does not exist in Africa, so it is very 
likely that modern humans, Homo neanderthalis, or Homo heidelbergensis (an ancestor of Homo 
sapiens and Neanderthals) accidentally domesticated the dog, likely by a series of gradual 
rewards for the least aggressive dog surviving near and around human encampments. Dogs 
instinctively look at a human’s left eye to read our emotions. Not even our closest relative, the 
bonobo chimp can understand the non-verbal clue of a finger pointing to a cup with a treat under 
it that is so easily understood by a dog. Dogs can mimic a human behavior, and a single dog can 
learn and retrieve over 1,000 different stuffed animals. They are a very useful companion. 
  Notice the massive size a wolf can reach. Having human subjects in each picture gives 
these animals scale. If humanity is in the same process of domestication then we too may have 
come from a larger, more strategic, monogamous and territorial animal. (Thumbnails via Google 
Image search) 
  Even the smallest dog came from these creatures. In general the domesticated species is 
smaller than its wild counterpart; the power of domestication is amazing! 
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  Notice the massive size a wolf can reach. Having human subjects in each picture 
give these animals scale. If humanity is in the same process of domestication then we too 
may have come from an larger, more strategic, monogamous and territorial animal. 
(Thumbnails via Google Image search) 
 
  The gray wolf’s weight and size varies greatly worldwide, tending to increase 
proportionally with higher latitude (Bergmann’s rule). Adult wolves range from 105-160 cm 
(41-63 in) in length and 80-85 cm (32-34 in) in shoulder height. The tail is ⅔ the length of the 
head and body, measuring 29-50 cm (11-20 in) in length. The ears are 90-110 mm (3.5-4.3 in) in 
height, and the hind feet are 220–250 mm. On average, European wolves may weigh 38.5 kgs 
(85 lbs) and North American wolves 36 kgs (79 lbs). But wolves have the ability to grow very 
large (as much as 175 lbs.) 
  Now compare the many breeds of dog to their forefather. It is smaller, weaker, more 
social, less aggressive, and strategically much less adept than a wolf. Understanding the process 
of domestication is key, also, to understanding modern humanity and its origins. Domestication 
transforms species, as a famous Soviet study with silver foxes shows beautifully. Breeding for 
qualities of tameness (or how close an individual will allow a human to get), scientist Dmitri 
Belyaev set up his silver fox domestication project in 1959, and it continues today at The 
Institute of Cytology and Genetics at Novosibirsk in Russia. 
  The result is that Russian scientists now have a number of domesticated foxes that are 
fundamentally different in temperament and behavior from their wild forebears. Some important 
changes in physiology and morphology are now visible, such as mottled or spotted fur. Many 
scientists believe that these changes related to selection for tameness are caused by lower 
adrenaline production in the new breed, causing physiological changes in very few generations, 
thus yielding genetic combinations not present in the original species. This indicates that 
selection for tameness (i.e., low flight distance) produces changes that are also influential in the 
emergence of other domesticated dog-like traits. 
  What is amazing about the silver fox domestication project is how genetically “thin” the 
domesticated foxes became in just a few generations (one genetic sample deviated by 40 genes 
rather than the wild foxes’ 1400 variations). How interesting it is that humans have the same lack 
of genetic diversity! Science has yet to explain why humans are the most genetically similar 
creature on the planet—all seven billion of us have less genetic diversity than two chimpanzees 
from the same family group in Africa. 
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  Dimitri Belyaev and the silver fox domestication project proved the likely process of 
domestication for the dog and possibly for modern humans as well. He chose foxes that 
kept the minimum flight distance and bred them. Note the changes in hair, blue eyes and 
friendliness (Thumbnails via Google Image search) 
 
  Instead of having been intentionally domesticated through an experiment, humans have 
engaged in an eons-long process of self-domestication. Our wild forebears survived by keeping 
the maximum distance between small family groups (it should be noted that when I refer to the 
individual in general I am referring to an individual family group). This concept of 
self-domestication, the breeding of those animals that keep minimum distance (instead of the 
maximum distance), has been advanced by Susan Crockford, a theoretical evolutionary biologist 
from the University of Victoria in British Columbia, Canada. 
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  Dr. Susan Crockford shows off dog and wolf skulls. She theorizes that wolves 
domesticated themselves by breeding those who stayed close (the minimum distance) to 
human encampments or kills. (Google Image search) 
 
  Now let us relate this concept to this book and to Sasquatch. When a person encounters a 
Sasquatch, why does this nine-foot-tall hairy creature look at him or her and simply walk away? 
The answer is:  the maximum distance. A Sasquatch is rewarded with life by creating the 
maximum distance from itself and a threat, and thus minimizing its vulnerability; the best thing it 
can do is observe the situation and then make the smartest strategic decision that will benefit life 
for itself and its family—to leave the area quickly and go to a place of strategic advantage. Just 
because it looks different from you does not mean that it is inferior to you. 
  Now look at us. We are a very weak, very domesticated version of the great ape that 
came before us, just like the dog is weaker and strategically less intelligent than the wolf. We 
seven billion humans have less genetic diversity than our forefathers but incredible 
differentiation within society because of the self-domestication process. When under threat we 
band together to create the minimum distance from each other or our secure fortress to increase 
our chance at survival. 
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  Modern humans use speech and facial expression to keep us close together well 
beyond infancy; language, both spoken and written, is used to organize and reinforce our 
large group systems, society and mass culture. Sasquatch developed the descended larynx 
to enable speech eons ago, but they use it very differently, because their social world 
consists of the nuclear family and isolated small groups. Males howl to declare and 
maintain territory for the small group, and all adults use whistles, clicks, wood and rock 
knocks to keep tabs on others' locations within the small group, and to coordinate their 
movements during hunts and other strategic operations. 
 
  Consider this real story of a Lab/poodle mix and a Siberian husky, both in a suburban 
Chicago house for Christmas dinner, 2011. The Siberian husky is a very ancient and primitive 
form of dog, and genetically very close to the gray wolf. A flock of eighteen turkeys enters the 
backyard of this home from the adjacent forest. What happens? The Labradoodle stands at the 
window and barks incessantly. The husky has pressed the latch the glass door in the front of the 
house and gone around the house, stealthily moving from bush to bush stalking the birds. The 
owners of the house then see it just a few feet away, ready to pounce. Which dog is strategically 
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smarter? Which dog is more social? Which dog looks more like the wolf? The exact same 
analogy can be made between humans and our wild ancestor. 
  You may or may not be familiar with the fossil record of humanity, but examination of 
this record is most enlightening and interesting, especially when you attempt to make a 
comparison to human and dog domestication. As we move backward in time, the brow ridge 
grows and a cranial keel and vault becomes very evident and progressive until we find a creature 
that is remarkably close to the video and eyewitness record of the Sasquatch. All humans today 
show to some extent these same ancient facial features. 

   

  
 
  This chart shows that all ancient and modern humans are actually the same 
creature as a Sasquatch just domesticated differently. All dogs are wolves and can breed 
with wolves. This chart is a fun attempt to show the progressive juvenile body plans of 
compared to the ancient ancestor body plan. 
 
  Humans and dogs look very different, coming in every shape and size, yet we both come 
from a similar, strategically smarter creature. 
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  Sasquatch and gray wolf, Homo erectus and the ancient saluki, modern human and 
beagle. (Caramagna) 
 
  Let us now consider how the gray wolf and the domesticated dog behave and live 
differently. I remember as a boy my sister decided to get a tiny white male poodle to replace the 
beautiful, empathetic and intelligent female Irish setter that I had spent the first eleven years of 
my life with. This new dog was a nightmare. It yapped incessantly and constantly endeavored to 
hump my leg when I wore white athletic socks. It had lost every natural ability of a wolf and was 
an example of domestication into the social/group state gone terribly wrong. 
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  This chart shows the characteristics of the wolf and the dog. If you study the 
academic papers written on Sasquatch size and behavior and the video and sighting 
records you will see a striking parallel. This same chart can be created with the same 
characteristics for Sasquatch and modern humans. The reason? Sasquatch and wolves 
come from a similar environment and humans and dogs from the same process 
 
  What is incredible is that the exact same list can be created for humans and our ancient 
ancestor the Sasquatch. The processes that created both the wild and domesticated versions of 
each species must have been remarkably similar. Albert Einstein said that the most similar 
creature on the planet to man is the dog. By studying the nature of the Sasquatch through the 
video and sighting records one can understand the true and natural state of Man. We are smart 
monogamous individuals who claim territory as single family groups. 
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  Humans and the dog show remarkable similarities. We are very diverse with an 
extraordinarily refined genome; though we look different we have all undergone the same 
process: life via the minimum distance. (Google Image search) 
 
  This next picture is a woman howling with her wolf/dog hybrid. Examine the size 
discrepancy between them; even a wolf hybrid is not your ordinary dog in size and behavior. The 
hybridization of this animal turned the maturity of its body plan a couple clicks backward toward 
its natural state. 

     
 
  This woman is with her wolf/dog hybrid. Notice how even a half-wolf is much larger 
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and more impressive than your standard dog. Domestication causes at least a 30% 
reduction in size of the cranial perception centers. (Google Image search) 
 
  So what is the point of these pictures? They are a lens through which to consider that 
humans have come from something much greater than ourselves. There is great power in 
domestication to create social intelligence. Modern humans are socially intelligent; therefore, we 
could not have risen up from a three-foot-tall ape with a tiny brain and split foot. It would make 
sense that the ape that begat us is even more clever and impressive than ourselves with same foot 
and facial structure. The idea that they are a sustained population to this day seems unfathomable 
to all those not dialed into the serious research occurring on the subject. But the few who are 
brave enough to go into the dense forests and experience a Sasquatch understand the virtual 
impossibility of trying to wrangle and capture one. 
  Instead of telling ourselves how smart and big we are, maybe we should be asking 
ourselves, “How did we get so small?” or “Why do we think so slowly?” We should be asking 
ourselves by what process we learned to talk so well. We should wonder how our former 
excellence in strategic thinking plays a role in our history. 
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 Chapter Two: 
 Human Self-Domestication 

 
 
  Modern humans are weak, hairless, have baby-like skin, and cannot run down game, yet 
we’re equipped with carnivorous teeth. We don’t make sense as a species. Our ancestors had 
huge brow ridges and were powerfully built. Our faces resemble those of the juvenile expression 
of the great apes, not the adults. So what are we? And how did we become human? How did our 
face and body change to their current form? 
  So what is the reason for all of this? Simple: Every human on this planet is a 
self-domesticated Sasquatch. We are a highly socialized version of the rare, nocturnal and 
(strategically speaking) smartest creature on the planet. We are the tamed version of an apex 
predator smart enough to survive without health insurance, welfare, a house, or car. Every 
adaptation that we possess (swimming, running, talking, logic, hunting, strategic thinking, etc.) 
comes from this creature, who is the gray wolf to our domesticated dog. 
  To read this book you need to challenge yourself to think outside the box. Nearly every 
person on the planet has seen a picture of a Sasquatch, yet we do not believe they exist, because 
it does not make sense. Why? Because science does not yet understand a fundamental 
mechanism of population genetics called the General Theory of Adaptation, which is based in 
part on the theories in Aaron Filler’s book, The Upright Ape: A New Origin of Species. I will go 
into this theory in detail in Book Two: The General Theory of Adaptation. 
  For now, however, let us continue to focus on the strange multitude of 
yet-to-be-explained features of the human condition—our bipedalism, our intelligence and large 
brain, our many aquatic adaptations, the cranial keel and vault thickness and our descended 
larynx below the epiglottis, etc. The answer to the origin of Man and our society is now so 
obvious that I find it mind-boggling that it has not thus far been assembled into a unified theory. 
For three years I have asked myself “Why?” and thought constantly, “So…if this is true then this 
must also be true…,” again and again, only to lead myself to such an obvious and simple 
conclusion. The same process that brought forth Man’s best friend, the dog, has also brought 
forth Homo sapiens. 
  But the concept of minimum distance and maximum distance was one that eluded me for 
some time. Our encampments around a constant food source gave the survival advantage to those 
that kept the minimum distance to those camps and caused a progressive improvement in our 
social adaptations and also caused our increasingly juvenile body forms. The basic concept 
behind the General Theory of Adaptation (Book Two of this series) is that there are two powerful 
forces driving the development of life over time. The first is the capacity of the individual to win 
and control territory; the second is the agency of the group to take it away. This biological law 
applies to every creature and explains the great mystery of biology, namely, “punctuated 
equilibrium”—why new body plans create explosions of new life and why creatures tend to 
reach their maximum size early in their life cycle and then become smaller and more numerous 
afterward. 
 
  The “Flying Man” Analogy to Explain the General Theory 
 
  The first phase of adaptation occurs when a creature develops, either by mutation or 
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natural selection, a substantial locomotive advantage over others vying for the same resources. 
This new creation can now penetrate an area not reachable by past animals. The best analogy is 
to imagine that you can fly and I cannot; soon you will be able to conquer territory that I will not 
be able to reach. You will be able to access food and shelter with ease. You will no longer need 
your current group of friends to survive and you, and all of your progeny, will radiate throughout 
the possible territories. For instance, you will find and control islands and mountaintops that are 
far beyond my range. You have a substantial locomotive advantage that allows you to access a 
niche (the air) that I cannot access. Once you own your new domain you will stay there and 
adapt perfectly to farm the available resources. You are an individual and control territory as an 
individual. Your new flying species will achieve maximum size and optimum adaptation as long 
as you control your territory as an individual. This phase can be characterized by individuals 
maintaining the maximum distance from one another, by offense and defense. 
  The second phase of adaptation will begin when, for a variety of reasons, two or more 
flying individuals will team up to take your island or mountaintop from you and your spouse. 
The power of the group over the individual is dependent on the ability to socialize and cooperate. 
This new phase favors a smaller yet more numerous competitor that has a “force multiplier” 
enhancing its own capacities through cooperation. There is a trade of individual strategic 
advantage for social domination and skill. This is why maximum size of animals is seen early in 
the life cycle of a species, when it is free of external pressures and can “be all that it can be.” 
What you will see on your mountain will be a legion of relatively small and dumb creatures that 
communicate well and/or breed well with each other. You can move faster and think better but 
they are relentless and enjoy power in numbers. 
  Look at the species you know—at their beginnings, dragon flies grew to two feet wide, 
moths were two and a half feet wide, crocodiles reached forty-eight feet long, boa constrictors 
were sixty feet long…all of these were the breakthrough species of their time and were the 
individuals before they adopted a group-based social plan. 
  Look at the ant, one of the most successful of all species, and you will find that the 
largest member is two inches long (five cm) and has no queen, forages and breeds as an 
individual. Creatures who conquer a niche as individuals in the first phase of adaptation will 
achieve their maximum size, only then to become smaller, more social and more numerous in the 
second phase of “group” adaptation. 
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  Phase one of the General Theory is marked by strategic advantage to the individual, 
both mental and physical. These massive specimens, titan-boa, crocodile and dragonfly all 
represent the body plan at the apex of their individual stage when they reach maximum 
size. (Google Image search) 
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  Notice the profound effect of the wolf body plan to become juvenile. Absurd 
domestication practices today can produce pre-infant forms of wolves. Each of these 
animals has been bred to teacup size and although different breeds, exhibit the same 
cranio-facial characteristics. (Google Image search) 
 
  So basically, domestication is one of many different ways that creatures can progress 
through the second phase of adaptation. The process is selecting for more juvenile characteristics 
and hence yields a more juvenile body plan, whereby traits found in juveniles are expressed in 
adults. Wolf pups can bark and communicate to their mothers; this trait is found in all 
domesticated dogs. 
  Look at this picture of a juvenile chimpanzee and you will notice that its body type is 
remarkably similar to a modern human’s. Great ape infants have a high forehead and long necks 
and progressively grow brow ridges and musculature. 
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  Human domestication was the first theory for our development (1850-1930) but was 
discarded when the original ancestor was not found in the 1920s, forty years before the 
ultimate proof of Sasquatch. This juvenile chimpanzee has yet to mature into adult 
features. Our current body plan is a domesticated version of that of our ancient, more 
impressive ancestor (Google Image search) 
 
  Many prominent evolutionary theorists propose that “neoteny” has been a key feature in 
human evolution. Neoteny, also called juvenilization, is a path to pedomorphism, which is the 
retention by adults of traits previously seen only in juveniles. In neoteny, the physiological 
development of an animal or organism is slowed or delayed. 
  Stephen Jay Gould believed that the evolutionary story of humans is one in which we 
have been "retaining to adulthood the originally juvenile features of our ancestors." Gould 
remarked on how modern humans display many of the same traits—large eyes, shorter arms, 
hairlessness—attributed to neoteny, which is part of the domestication process; yet, he was 
unaware of the full evolutionary process that is finally coming to light today and that the General  
Theory is designed to illuminate. See: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Neoteny 
        Sadly, if Dr. Gould had not died prematurely he would most assuredly have 
synthesized this observation and his many other great insights into the General Theory of 
Adaptation. 
 
  Somewhere in our recent history there was a very powerful selection for the control genes 
that mute genes causing maturation of the body plan. These control genes govern height, weight 
and maturity separately from each other. The bushmen of Africa are known for their distinctive 
language of clicks and knocks and are considered the oldest modern humans, exhibiting a very 
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juvenile rounded head, hairless body with a long neck and flat chest. This body plan was ideal 
for surviving the heat of the savannah and persistence running. The BBC did a piece on bushmen 
undertaking a persistence hunt where they ran their prey into heat-stroke. 
http://bit.ly/YAS-Bushmen-Hunt 

   

  
 
  The African bushman is one of the fourteen ancestral modern human groups from 
Africa with a very juvenile and almost completely hairless body plan. Very different from 
the heavy-boned archaic humans in Europe, Asia and Africa. Africa pushed Homo to the 
very edge of its niche ability and gave it a new locomotive advantage: distance running in a 
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group. This advantage caused the radiation of the current modern human body plan. 
(Image via Wikipedia) 
 
  The locomotive advantages of the genes inside the bushman swept over Africa and then 
over the globe, transforming the modern human body plan. 
  As you continue reading this book you will have a series of Eureka! moments, just like I 
have had. Not just things in the book make infinitely more sense but also the curiosities of your 
life will have a new context. Man clearly came from something much smarter and more capable 
than a three-foot-tall primate called “Lucy.” Our great ancestors started out with a mental 
processing speed that is far faster than what we use today, and retain to this day a mind insightful 
enough to understand one basic truth—that they must avoid every one of us 529 million North 
Americans, understanding the great truth we have yet to grasp, “the group will always endeavor 
to destroy the individual.” This basic truth is profound and simple yet it has escaped every one of 
our seven billion. It is the great truth of the second half of the General Theory, the group will 
always endeavor to destroy the individual and take the territory of the individual who can farm 
the niche efficiently. 
  How do we know this Smarter Ape Theory is correct? Because within its framework 
everything fits perfectly into place. It is the only theory that unifies all the evidence and the many 
different theories as to the creation of mankind. The fossil record can be read clearly because 
every fossil of Homo (including the archaic forms such as Homo neanderthalis and Homo 
heidelbergensis) is actually the same creature with the same basic body plan in different stages 
of development. Analyze the major events in the history of mankind, and you will see that the 
principles behind the General Theory hold true. Look at social convention in the light of the 
Smarter Ape Theory, such as why women wear makeup and how a model walks down the 
runway with an inline step and twisting hips, and the world takes on a whole new meaning. It 
explains why humans have a fat layer and can become morbidly obese. It explains why we can 
talk, why we have the hair color we do and why we don’t have underfur. This theory explains the 
success of western civilization and why the single family group and property ownership is the 
most successful social model. The Smarter Ape Theory even explains Man’s greatest sin, the 
seemingly inconceivable holocausts of the last century. These difficult subjects will be explained 
in detail in the second book of this trilogy. It long puzzled me why Hitler would exterminate six 
million Ashkenazi Jews who by any measure are the smartest and most accomplished experts in 
history. For it makes no strategic sense to eliminate people with a hundred times as many Nobel 
Prizes as would be expected for their tiny population. But in short, Hitler, Stalin, Pol Pot, etc., all 
were leaders of the group, which endeavored to exterminate anyone who represented the natural 
values of human nature of the individual, as embodied in the Ten Commandments (values of 
monogamy and personal property). This battle between the group and the individual is the 
profound driver of the second half of the General Theory of Adaptation and drives every aspect 
of our history, politics, economics and daily lives. 
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  Studying the fossil record of man in reverse leads to one unmistakable 
conclusion—we are in the process of domestication. Top row Homo erectus (almost a 
Sasquatch) 1.5mya, Kabwe skull 500,000 years old, heidelbergensis. Bottom left shows 14 of 
17 qualities of Homo erectus and is only 11,000 years old! Bottom right is the larger 
Neanderthal with the more modern human (Cro-magnon); note the juvenile forehead and 
small eye sockets of Cro-magnon, indicating daylight living. 
 
  There are questions that science has not been able to answer, like why do humans look so 
different from one another yet have such a very thin, refined genome? As one views the archaic 
human fossil record, one sees a clear diminishment of mature and strategic features (brow ridge, 
coned head, barrel chest, robust bones and muscles). We are but a child-like manifestation of 
something grand and powerful. Our big brain is a more infantile version with a higher forehead 
and smaller diurnal eye sockets. Look at some of our most impressive specimens—world boxing 
champ Nicolai Valuev and World Mixed Martial Arts and NCAA wrestling champion Brock 
Lesnar. Both exhibit facial qualities that are closer to our ancient ancestor: Each has large brow 
ridges and foreheads that slope backward. 
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  Lesnar and Valuev are both world champions in the most rigorous of individual 
sports Boxing and Mixed Martial Arts. Each shows qualities of a less domesticated body 
plan. Imagine if we were to click back a few more notches from these champions, we’d get 
a strategically smarter and much larger creature not a 3 foot “chimp” with a tiny brain 
who needed a group for survival. Valuev and Lesnar fight as individuals and have very 
valuable and important genes. (Google Image search) 
 
  Lesnar has the barrel chest seen in the Neanderthal and Valuev is extremely hairy and has 
the seven-foot height of heidelbergensis as evidenced in the Mauer Jaw.  

   

  
 
  The Mauer Jaw, found 24 meters underground in Heidelberg, Germany, in 1907 
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shows a jaw 40% larger than that of a six-foot-tall human. Just do the math on that. Our 
wisdom teeth are vestigial from this larger body plan. Radiocarbon dated to 600,000 years 
ago. (Google Image search) 
 
  The self-domestication argument for human origin is not new; it was first suggested by 
the philosopher Rousseau in the 1700s and was the primary explanation for humanity from 1870 
to the 1920s, but it was discarded after the known world was mapped and there was no apparent 
ancestor found. There were three great flaws in the old self-domestication theory of 1850 to the 
1920s. First, it believed that we were getting smarter, not dumber; second, it was looking for a 
society of small ancestral humans from which we were bred upward; and third, it proposed 
selective breeding as the cause of our intelligence, when in fact we were smart all along, just a 
different kind of smart. 
  It was not until huge footprints were found and cast from the muddy logging roads in 
Northern California in the 1950s that evidence of a larger human-shaped creature could be seen. 
“Bigfoot” was dubbed by a reporter in Northern California. It was not until October 1967 that a 
film of a wild human was taken quite near those same footprints. So the once-very-popular 
self-domestication theory was dead long before its proof was encountered. It was replaced by the 
Out-of-Africa/Savannah theory because a dozen different types of hominid fossils are found in 
Africa. There are numerous other theories to explain humanity, the Out-of-Asia theory, the 
upright ape theory, the aquatic ape theory, and of course the biblical creation story. Each one has 
strong and very compelling arguments in its favor because each plays a role in the creation of 
Man and mankind. It was not until we could sequence our entire genome in 2001 that we could 
see that our most ancient and diverse genes are from eastern China and not Africa. The most 
logical point of origin of humanity was Alaska with dispersal through Asia. 
  Compare Lesnar’s and Valuev’s craniums to that at of Homo heidelbergensis below and 
you will see that they are just “closer to our wolf,” to use the dog wolf/analogy. Strong brow 
ridge with forehead that slopes backward. These men are simply less domesticated than the rest 
of the population. I have met and shaken the hand of Brock Lesnar and his hands are massive, 
with thick palms easily dwarfing my own, and I am 6’3” tall. His barrel chest is amazing, but he 
was calm and extraordinarily gentleman-like. If one applies common sense to these champions’ 
body plans, one can work backward to our great ancestor. The more ancient traits a man 
possesses, the larger and more impressive the man becomes, not smaller and more chimp-like. 
These men are just more natural than most and their genes may one day become extraordinarily 
valuable. Imagine if brain size continues to shrink over the next 10,000 years, the structures in 
their crania allow for sturdiness and strength in our ever-thinning cranial keel and vault 
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  Notice the brow ridge and the skull that slopes directly backward in these two 
specimens of Homo heidelbergensis 600,000 to 1,000,000 years ago (top). That ridge behind 
the brow is much thicker than that of modern humans. It can only be explained as natural 
defense for tree impact. The unintended consequence of this vaulting was a huge cranium 
and hence our intelligence! It has gradually thinned over time, indicating domestication to 
a more juvenile body plan. (Bottom row: Sasquatch, Homo heidelbergensis, and modern 
human, as drawn by Jeff Caramagna.) 
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  The strong cheekbones, heavy brow, super thick ridge on the top of the head and 
backward slope to he face of Homo needed many compelling reasons to come into existence. 
Kabwe skull (right), Homo erectus (bottom left). Note the thinning of the vault over time 
(Graph by Verhaegen and Munro 2011) 
 
 

 The origin of Man is not a simple one.  Common sense along with general  
observation of cranio-facial variances in our population give all the clues we  
need to understand how and where we became human.  Your inner Sherlock can see  
these traits in our great champions as well as our neighbors and friends.  
Humanity required time and very specific circumstances to become human and then  
needed to be removed from its original population to be created[,] then again to  
self-domesticate and then again to become equipped with the modern human juvenile body plan. 
But this process occurred very slowly and for a great majority of our history we  
have existed as single family groups.  Our natural state is for a monogamous pair to rear 
children and own property although now our properties have become closer and closer together 
to enhance efficiency of trade and cooperative protection.  
  All forms of human archaic to modern are incredibly mobile and capable of 
overcoming every obstacle, be it mountain, desert or river.  So massive global barriers needed 
to  
be crossed and incredible hardships needed to be overcome gradually over time to create 
humanity.  These niche transitions have not been able to be conquered by any of the other 
dozens of great apes in Africa, Eurasia or Micronesia.  For humans to develop in isolation we 
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needed the entirety of the globe and the shifting continents and huge ice caps were necessary to 
block off and hold our ancestors in place so that they could to adapt. 
 The great and wonderful diversity of our living populations occurred by the  
mixing of modern human from Africa with the widespread archaic forms in Eurasia. This  
hybridization process is covered in detail in later chapters and subsequent  
volumes.  Long ago men relayed the story of modern humans mixing with tall hairy giants to 
produce great warriors. 
 As you read this next chapter consider our current great champions Valuev and Lesnar 
as  
living embodiment of the ancient scientific explanation of Man's creation. 
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 Chapter Three: 
 “There Were Giants on the Earth” 
 
 
  What if the men who wrote the Old Testament were actually geniuses, writing genetic 
rules to keep their society improving, instituting monogamy and personal property through a 
series of rules called the Ten Commandments? What if the Adam and Eve story was an ancient 
message about the natural state of humanity as individuals in monogamous partnerships. Maybe 
these ancient Jewish sages realized that one man inseminating several thousand women is 
actually a very bad idea for the long-term good of humanity and intelligence. Maybe the idea of 
having someone procreate who is incapable of securing territory and creating value to the group 
should not be perpetuated. They knew it was a bad idea to steal or take someone else’s property, 
territory or spouse. What if our ancestors were truly smarter than our current form, with larger, 
faster brains and sturdier bodies surviving with .001% of the knowledge we now possess? What 
if the Ten Commandments are actually the genetic rules to protect property and the sovereign 
nature of the individual within the confines of the group? 
  Could someone with far less “knowledge” than us have been strategically a hundred 
times smarter than us, possibly processing information at a greater speed, able to perform 
calculations and react much faster than us? Chimpanzees can be shown twelve numbers for a 
fraction of a second and remember them all. They process information very quickly so they can 
survive, just like the gibbon needs to quickly plan a swinging route to navigate through the trees. 
Now imagine our ancestors possessing our brains but with mental speed like that? They would 
have an almost autistic intelligence to solve strategic problems. So as we go farther back in time, 
it could be reasonable that our ancient forefathers needed to be much smarter than us to survive, 
without tools. 

     
 
  Chimps can be flashed twelve numbers and recall the order in a split second. They 
are perceiving the world at a much faster rate than humans. We have been trading a 
“wild” processing speed for social speed. Could Sasquatch perceive at the same frame rate 
as a chimp and still have the raw processing power of a human to make intuitively smart 
decisions that escape us? (Google Image search) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Chimp 
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  See a related analysis of the lightning-quick thinking of a gibbon here: 
http://bit.ly/YAS-Hide 
 
  Have we spent the last 5,000 years to only now come to the realization that some of the 
stories and many of the traditions are actually an extraordinarily insightful view of the world and 
contain wisdom so profound that not even the great geneticists understand why it was written? 
Could it be that the minds of 5,000 years ago were far brighter than ours, and able to discern 
direct biological truths of how to construct a society and yet preserve our individual (natural) 
state? A recent study (Labruda 2010) showed that Man has been primarily monogamous over 
time. We were not created in a tribal setting but rather as monogamous pairs. 
  It has only been in the last two years that we have sequenced ancient DNA and now 
know that all non-Africans are part Neanderthal or Denisovan (Labruda 2011). 
  But this is actually predicted in this ancient biblical text: 
  “In those days, and for some time after, giant Nephilites (the giant hairy men) lived on 
the earth, for whenever the sons of God (the giant hairy men) had intercourse with women, they 
gave birth to children who became the heroes and famous warriors of ancient times (of which so 
many stories are told).” (Genesis 6:4) 
  To many, the Bible has long been considered a fanciful, out-of-date story, not something 
that was divinely written. Modern convention makes us believe that inferior creatures produced 
it, yet the above passage from the Old Testament accurately describes the process of admixture 
of Neanderthal/heidelbergensis/Denisovan and modern human genes. The biblical insight 
acknowledges that long ago there was a larger, stronger, hairy man and that he could mate with 
modern humans. It acknowledges their progeny as the children of God, with reverence and 
respect for the individual and individual rights. 
  It is very curious that this biblical text points clearly to interbreeding and the resulting 
great warriors of ancient times. The Bible and ancient Greek texts speak to how, long ago, 
armies would gather and a champion would emerge from each army to settle this dispute. Was 
this more than mere convention? Could it be that this was the natural state of Man—taking 
territory as an individual instead of the group? 
  In North America, very detailed accounts have been given of two male Sasquatch 
fighting, roaring, and throwing dirt at each other. Because Sasquatch is likely the first human, 
this is likely mankind’s natural state of war for territory. The male of the family must conquer 
and monitor territory as an individual. Our human history continues to bear this out with a great 
man-on-man warrior tradition. Remember that great armies would amass only to send a single 
man to represent them in battle. Now watch a boxing match, a wrestling match—two men 
dressed in their team colors battle while their teams cheer them on. The nature of ancient battle 
has never been truly understood. It has only been in recent history that we have attacked as a 
whole group in a chimpanzee-like en masse fashion. 
  The Bible says that the Nephilites, or the “sons of God,” were God’s original creation and 
that we came from them. If that is correct, that would be the weirdest weird of them all. The 
answer is, shockingly, yes—not only yes, but these original sons of God still survive in every 
state of the union (save Hawaii and the great plains states) and in every Canadian province. How 
could it be that something so huge and hairy could be so smart and so stealthy? It makes perfect 
and logical sense that our ancestor would possess all of the traits that would favor the individual 
to take territory: size, speed, strength, size, strategic intelligence and the ability to be stealthy. 
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  This 1950s version of the evolution of man is incorrect. It assumes that we are 
getting smarter and evolving upward, when in fact we are in the process of getting smaller 
and dumber (Google Image Search, unknown artist) 
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  This dramatic line drawing by Jeff Caramagna captures the creation of modern 
man better than any picture we have seen. A small quick-thinking biped grows into 
Sasquatch which then domesticates into our current body plan. 
 
  If someone had suggested the existence of giant man-shaped ape to me twenty years ago, 
I would have laughed in their face, so thoroughly entrenched was I in the idea that humans arose 
from a tiny knuckle-walking three-foot-tall African ape that “became human” through some 
2001: A Space Odyssey scenario. I had believed my college biology textbooks. The idea of man 
evolving up was the only explanation fathomable and made great sense at the time. 
  When my dear ten-year-old son brought home a book on the subject of Bigfoot, I told 
him softly to get his head out of the clouds. But that kid checked the book out of the library 
seven times over the years, and it was the only book of its type in his small Christian school. 
Was some natural intelligence behind why he was drawn to the image of a nine-foot-tall, hairy, 
human-shaped ape? My son was very tall, extremely broad shouldered, very healthy and happy 
and only had one fear: wolves. Innately he knew and discerned the truth, and tried to explain as 
best as a ten-year-old could what that truth could be. Our natural intuition and common sense 
tells us that the smarter ape theory is correct. 
  Nearly everyone on the planet thinks we are getting smarter, and evolving up, but what if 
the opposite is the case and our minds are actually slowing down? The truth is, we are mentally 
very, very slow so that we can handle and transmit information back and forth to each other in 
our large, elaborate groups. The gap in our comprehension is that there are two different types of 
intelligence in the animal world: strategic, individual-based intelligence, and social intelligence. 
Long ago we traded our strategic, natural intelligence for social, domesticated intelligence. Most 
everything you know was told to you and discovered by someone else. Your intelligence is 
almost completely social. 
  So what is strategic intelligence? Imagine this strategic test, you are in a thousand-acre 
forest with an archaic human (or a Sasquatch) and whenever one of you sees the other you score 
a point. What would the score be after a couple of days? The answer is you would lose 100 to 
zero but you would be able to write a book about the contest. 
  In other words, humanity is, on an individual basis, in the process of getting dumber. I 
realize that this is quite a statement. At the same time, as an enormous group we can transmit 
information quickly and are becoming exponentially smarter. How is that possible? Simply put, 
if a creature in the animal world is incapable of survival and is incapable of surviving on its own, 
it dies. On the other hand, supported by society’s largesse, an unsuccessful person may breed and 
pass on genes that are individually unsuccessful but socially very successful. This process leads 
to a dumbing down of our society on an individual basis. This is why our brain size has been 
shrinking from 1400cc to 1300cc since the Stone Age (Bailey and Geary 2010). Humans have 
“group adaptations,” namely the ability to talk/communicate with the group and the ability to 
stay calm; hence, fifty human males can ride a bus together or stand patiently in line at Costco 
and not kill each other. When Bailey and Geary published their findings that since the Stone 
Age, every brain on every continent is on average getting smaller, there was no apparent 
explanation. In spite of nutrition, education, and our supposed upward evolution, our brains are 
getting smaller. How can that be true? How can society and cultural development occur while we 
are getting dumber? Could it be that we are like computers, getting smaller while getting 
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smarter? Could it be that we are becoming more refined? That a smaller brain is better and more 
efficient? The answer is self-domestication into a smaller, more social, dog-like creature. 
  Strategic intelligence is the ability to out-maneuver another creature, similar to a 
mountain lion stalking a deer. Yet, we medicate our boys and girls with ADHD because they are 
deemed to be too wild and can’t sit still, as they dream of situations and how to work through 
them. They behave poorly and do not do well in the tight quarters of the group. They actually 
have brains that are likely more mature and more wild than society wants (society is selecting for 
a more juvenile, compliant brain and body plan). Our system punishes the strategic genius rather 
than identifying and educating those who don’t fit into the group’s mold. 
  Go to a mall and look at a Victoria’s Secret store. There you will see huge murals of 
models, who basically look like skinny, almost naked twelve-year-old girls. Why is our 
archetypical female sexual form so very juvenile in nature? It is almost perverse. What would 
happen if people understood what a true natural female really is—big, strong, fast, smart—what 
the Hell, let’s just call her Kick-Ass! A Sasquatch. If this were our female archetype, would we 
still select the juvenile form as sexually appealing? We don’t have that natural image in our 
brain, hence we have no respect for size, strength, and maturity in our female sex symbols. 

   

  
 

 
  Why are humans becoming more juvenile? Because the current icon of human 
sexuality appeals to social ability, a blonde-haired twelve-year-old girl. The model on the 
left is even carrying a school girl’s lunch box! Marilyn Monroe just fifty years ago was 
considerably larger than today’s idea of beauty. The most famous of all statues is the 
Willendorf Venus (24,000 BC); the dots on her head were used as a calendar to count days 
for a good health/harvest. Lastly, the most strategic, a Sasquatch (natural human female) 
in her natural physical state (PG, 1967): 500 to 700 pounds, smart, hairy with year-round, 
pendulous breasts. 
 
  Girls are brainwashed by societal and advertising messages to emaciate themselves in a 
display of body control to secure a mate. Why can’t they gain a partner by running a race or 
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winning a game of wits? Our men are being feminized and are basically afraid to select strategic 
beauty and instead select traits that exhibit the minimum distance and hence physical immaturity. 
  We now have the luxury of a society and the intelligence of millions helping us every 
day. Just look around the room you are sitting in. You will see that the objects in that room were 
made by 10,000 people or more—the cloth, the glue, the carpet, wood, nails, conduit, chairs, 
lacquer….our quality of life comes from our social intelligence. A confederation of individuals 
working together, channeling their strategic intelligence (or genius), but each in a very narrow 
field of study. Our strategic genius has been transformed from a woodland game of chess to 
being able to make tools and objects of value. We have traded strategic for social just like the 
dog has traded its strategic smarts and howling for mild manners and barking. 
  Imagine how quick and strategic you would need to be if you had nothing beyond your 
family group, but you still needed to survive. You would need to be fast, strong, tall, cunning, 
smart, and a highly skilled predator, all while also being a brilliant escape artist. You would need 
to hunt with your hands and your brain, sneaking up on prey using tactics that only our most 
skilled hunters and soldiers now possess. 
  We will say it again and again—our first ancestor (Homo erectus) did not come from a 
pack of three-foot-tall primates running around Africa, but from a solitary, kick-ass, 
nine-foot-tall, human-shaped forest dweller who hunted with its hands. Much of what you have 
been taught is incorrect; it has been spun to fit the current paradigm of human development, 
which is that we came from this tiny ape, Australopithecus, which turned into Homo habilis, 
which then turned into Homo erectus in the savannahs and lakes of Africa up and down the Great 
Rift Valley. But common sense and all the evidence shows that “Lucy” was just a three-foot-tall, 
small-brained monkey-type creature that may simply have been a recent ancestor of today’s 
bonobo ape. In Book Two, we will list 35 reasons why Homo erectus was not born in Africa; the 
evidence is overwhelming. That dusty old evolutionary mural from the 1950s is not correct. 

   

  
 
  This is most likely the correct pathway toward the creation of modern humanity. 
Left to right. 1. Siamang-type gibbon -The quick thinking and brachiator, 2. 
Morotopithecus -The first human back bone, 3. Sivapithecus-type - The bipedal ape that 
radiated to Africa and America, 4. The Sasquatch - The strategic genius forest runner, 5. 
Homo Erectus - The swimmer who radiated eastward, 6. Homo Heidelbergensis - The 
archaic human, 7. Neanderthal - The toolmaker, 8. The fully modern human -The highly 
social distance runner. (Drawing by Jeff Caramagna) 
 
  How is this possible? The human body plan is very old, possibly 25 million years old; the 
gibbon (ape) body plan might be 40 to 50 million years old. There is a profound story to be told 
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here. Professor David Pilbeam, one of the world’s great social scientists, called a young graduate 
student at Harvard in 1981 and put a human-shaped backbone on his desk. This was a lumbar 
vertebrae fossil that had the structure found in all humans. He turned and looked at the graduate 
student, Aaron Filler, and asked him to see if he could figure out why this fossil was not the 
expected 5 million years old but rather 21.5 million years old, thinking Filler, most likely the 
smartest student in the history of Harvard, could solve the puzzle. Twenty-seven years later that 
student, now one of the world’s most renowned neurosurgeons, wrote a book explaining the 
fossil and the partial history of Man. That book, The Upright Ape, is the foundation of You Are 
Sasquatch and the Smarter Ape Theory. Aaron Filler completed a complex 
“thought-experiment,” looking at all of the evidence and the tiniest of details that only a spinal 
surgeon who was also an evolutionary biologist could divine. 
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  The Upright Ape: A New Origin of Species makes many great points that need to be 
understood in order to grasp the creation of mankind. First of all, creatures are made up of 
sequentially repeating segments and in humans and all mammals those parts are the vertebrae. 
For example, the human skull is actually made up of three vertebrae working together to perform 
complex functions. Hox and Pax genes control function and timing of these repeating segments 
to create what is called a “body plan.” Body plans compete based on efficiency and locomotive 
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improvements. Dr. Filler theorizes that mammals developed a fixed rib cage and diaphragm, 
yielding a fantastic result: mammals could outcompete dinosaurs who needed a snake-like 
side-to-side movement that forced air into and out of their lungs. A close study of the tiny 
processes of the backbone gives clues to locomotion advantage. Filler points out that the human 
spine is an amazing achievement. We have a fixed rib cage on the top for our lungs yet we have 
a low-back that can twist in three dimensions, allowing us to complete incredible skills like golf, 
swimming the freestyle, walking, running, contortion. Filler shows that the origin of our spine is 
very, very old and shows that gibbon/siamang walk upright. His great conclusion is that human 
ancestors never knuckle-walked and that if you traced back the lineage of the gorilla and 
chimpanzee you would find a very human-like, bipedal and erect forefather. 
  Dr. Filler theorizes that locomotive and efficiency improvements of body plans have 
driven great expansions (radiations) of all life from the first cell to the Cambrian explosion to the 
dinosaurs to the mammals. The first radiations of the upright ape body plan are very old. Modern 
humans may be the sixth wave of body plan improvements. 

     
 
  Book Two, The General Theory of Adaptation, will build upon Filler’s work and explain 
why our backbone, along with a very special set of circumstances, created our intelligence. It 
will also explain why fossils are so very sparse during the initial formation of any new species, 
and why they then “explode,” appearing en masse throughout the world. 
 
  Here is a brief synopsis of book two: The General Theory of Adaptation 
 
  It is a miracle that humanity exists. The General Theory attempts to explain the many 
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things biology has not been able to explain, including why body plans and new forms explode as 
if they were created instantaneously. It specifies two distinct phases: the first is marked by the 
individual and the second by the group. 
  Living organisms are made up of life modules that have a positive and negative 
orientation that glues them into a number of different configurations, the most successful being 
the human body plan. Every advanced creature is made up of repeating segments of these 
modules: this is called the modularity theory. Control genes called Hox genes control these 
modules to adapt however they see fit to create a body plan. Some modules grow arms, legs, or 
organs. These body plans compete for food in a given niche or territory. My theory is that all 
adaptation is controlled by the General Theory of Adaptation. My theory dictates that there are 
two phases of adaptation, the first dominated by the individual and the second by groups of 
individuals to take territory. The theory explains the most difficult mysteries yet to be explained 
by biology. 

   

  
 
  The General Theory of Adaptation explains the five great mysteries of science as 
well as human origins. Why improved body plans radiate? Then stay and adapt quickly? 
Why species appear all at the same time instead of gradually? (punctuated equilibria) Why 
creatures reach their maximum size early in their life cycle? Why are we bipedal and how 
come we have such a big brain? The whole of book two is dedicated to explaining this 
graph. 
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  Sometimes these body plans penetrate a new niche, like the first insect (a plankton-like 
shrimp) flying out of the water with little wings. Eventually it learns to fly and has the entire 
world all to itself, where it radiates everywhere then claims territory and adapts on an individual 
basis. In this phase dominated by individuals the bigger the better, and massive insects fly 
around the world. The progression goes like this: Each time there is a niche transition (like 
moving from living in trees to on the ground), there is a radiation outward. Each explosion of 
new life forms (The Cambrian explosion, The Age of Dinosaurs, The Age of Mammals) is 
marked by creatures making these transitions into new virgin niches because of locomotive 
improvements. So it makes more sense that a water insect would fly out of the water rather than 
walk, because walking insects didn’t exist whereas there were plankton with little wings. The 
same can be said about the progression of mammals into humanity. 
  If we use the General Theory we can see how a tiny nocturnal creature turned into a 
grand creature that is Man by making a series of niche transitions. (Obviously many of the 
readers of this book may wonder if all this is advocating evolution. The answer is no. I am a 
Christian man and I believe that this is the way God created man. We are complex creatures and 
would require an equally complex creation.) 
 
  Here is a Possible Progression of Primates to Create Humanity 
 
  Each creature listed below has radiated quickly because they have transitioned into a new 
niche or developed a locomotive advantage over their original state. These radiations occur first 
as individuals then create adaptations strategically developed for that particular niche. Hence the 
chimpanzees radiated to Africa and devolved into their group state to survive the rigors of that 
continent. 
 
  1. The Nocturnal Fruit Thief 
 
  A mammal adapts into a slow tree-climber with four hands climbing into trees and 
stealing food at night. This is like tarsier primates of today and their domain was likely just a few 
trees. 



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

     
 
  The first primates were small, slow, nocturnal and had four hands. Like the tarsiers 
of today (below). Note the large nocturnal eyes that glow completely when lit by a flash. 
(Images: Wikipedia.) 
 
  2. The Fast Tree Leaper, the Age of the Monkey 
 
  Then came the age of the fast tree leapers, penetrating a new niche by leaping 
tree-to-tree, like monkeys of today they had tails for balance and climbed over the branches. This 
new locomotive advantage caused a tremendous radiation to Africa, Asia, Madagascar and most 
amazingly, South America. They are classified as new world (South American) and old world 
(rest of world) monkeys. They have adapted radically to handle the ground on four legs and a 
tale (baboons). 
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  The next great niche transition for primates was the ability to leave a tree and leap 
to another. This gave access to a whole new world of habitat and caused an explosion of the 
monkey body plan to every reachable niche. 
 
  3. The Arms and Low Back Adapt 
 
  Then came the incredible tree swingers learning to swing under the branch, and this is a 
fantastic improvement to the shoulders. (These adaptations allow us to swim the front crawl and 
hang on monkey bars.) They are ten times faster than monkeys and can twist their shoulders 
wildly while keeping their legs steady. Like the gibbon and siamang of today, these creatures 
developed a mental processing speed like no other creature; they are zoo favorites because of 
their incredible speed through the trees. Because of their long twisting spine they are also only 
bipedal and they become the forefather of Morotopithecus and the upright ape backbone. (Filler 
2004) The tails become a hazard and destroy balance while swinging, so they are lost. All 
subsequent relatives have no tale. 
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  The siamang uses long-distance whoops to claim territory, is monogamous, 
territorial and strategic. All of these characteristics are found in the Sasquatch and likely 
would have been present in each relative before and after Sasquatch. Its strategic 
advantage over all other animals created the locomotive advantage that eventually led to 
humanity. 
 
  4. The Human Backbone 
 
  Approximately 21 to 25 million years ago a larger gorilla-sized version of this gibbon is 
created and so is the human backbone—this is evidenced in the 150-pound (70 kilo) 
Morotopithecus ape. The age of the great ape has begun. The dorsal flip of the lumbar transverse 
process allowed for the increased body weight to be carried both in the trees and on the ground. 
Moroto was fully bipedal and the size of a female gorilla. 
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  5. Great Radiations of the Great Ape 
 
  A series of radiations of the great apes occurs, each with different abilities. First to 
radiate was the fruit-eating omnivores (like the orangutans), approximately twenty million years 
ago. These apes spend 95% of their time in the trees and give birth every eight years. The 
gorillas are herbivores and insectivores and migrate separately from the chimpanzee to Africa. 
Both of these are adept in swamps and marshes and are capable of swimming using inflatable 
throat sacs but neither develops the aquatic adaptations found in humans. 
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  There have been six great radiations of the great ape body plan. 1. Orangutan likely 
20 million years ago, 2. Gorilla 14 mya, 3. Sasquatch (Homo) 8 to 12 mya, 4. Chimpanzee 
lineage, 5. Homo erectus back to Asia 2.4 to 3 mya then onto Africa 1.8 to 1.6 mya, 6. 
Modern humans exit Africa as females 170 kya and males 70 kya, mixing with more 
ancient body plans to the north and east. 
 
  6. The Clever Carnivorous Ape 
 
  But then a great ape and clever carnivorous ape becomes successful. It is very successful 
at wide-spread game hunting from the trees. It has a split foot yet is bipedal and migrates 
everywhere possible. This may have been a creature similar to Sivapithecus and is the forefather 
to Homo and chimpanzees. In Africa it becomes Ardipithecus and australopithecus as well as the 
currently living bonobo and common chimpanzee. It also migrates to Europe and to America 
with hundreds of other mammals. For 80% of the last 500 million years there have been no polar 
ice caps and this migration occurred during one of those periods. In the last ten million years, 
most of the great apes perish because they lack the adaptation to survive cold weather. Only 
those within five degrees of the equator survive. The chimpanzee and gorilla no longer resemble 
the creatures that begat them. 
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  Sivapithecus (formerly known as Ramipithecus) was long considered the most likely 
ancestor of humanity but was discarded when the Out of Africa Theory became dogma. It 
may or may not be the carnivorous ape ancestor to Sasquatch, Ardipithecus, 
Australopithenes, Gigantopithecus and chimpanzees, but is an excellent representation of 
what may have been the common ancestor. 
 
  7. The Strategic Carnivorous Ape 
 
  In North America the clever carnivorous ape becomes cut off from the rest of the world 
and remains on two feet while the other great apes die or devolve into quadrupedal locomotion. 
It becomes Sasquatch in North America and has a unique foot and many other qualities that 
allow it to survive and then eventually prosper as Man. It has become a man-shaped ape and can 
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hide even better than the gorilla. This process will be one of the topics of Book Three: I am 
Sasquatch. Isolation from all other apes would be an absolute necessity for the speciation of a 
human-shaped foot, hand, nose, brain and skin. Why was this ape not destroyed by predators and 
cold weather? Primarily because it had a fat layer and it could out-run and out-think them all. 
Refuge in swamps, bogs, mountains and islands became key to survival. Sasquatch prefer these 
spots even today. The cranial keel and vault, as we have discussed before, created a cranium 
large enough to house the great brain of our ancestor. 

   

  
 
  The Sasquatch is the natural human body plan before it underwent substantial 
changes as it passed through Asia then Africa. Note the heavy brow ridge on the skull on 
the top left. A nasal bone is present, allowing for downward-facing nostrils that allow for 
swimming and diving. There were no geographic barriers for this animal as it migrated 
eastward and underwent size reduction through domestication. The smaller set of skulls 
displays a modern human’s cranial angle. 
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  8. Migration Back to Asia 
 
  Around three million years ago, the newly created species, the Sasquatch, crosses the 
Bering Strait, enters Siberia and works down the coastline. We see it eventually in the fossil 
record as the domesticated Homo erectus and it is 30% to 50% smaller than the creature that 
crossed over the Bering Strait. By this point it has made three great niche transitions, so that it 
can cross water (swim), cross open fields (run very fast) and can penetrate northern climes by 
surviving winters. 

     
 
  Homo erectus was a multi-faceted and talented creature. A domesticated version of a 
Sasquatch, it had the tools to swim, run, climb, make tools. The large eye sockets show that 
it was likely in transition from nocturnal to diurnal. It likely had all of the qualities of a 
Sasquatch. (Caramagna) 
 
  This is why every human on the planet has genes from Northern China 2.4 million years 
ago and why many Asian women have X chromosomes that are very ancient, 800,000 years 
older than those from Africa. (Both discoveries by Hammer et al. 2005.) 
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  These graphs (Hammer, Garrigan et al 2004) show conclusively that dispersal of 
Homo erectus came from eastern China. If we were talking about any creature other than 
human, this would be a no-brainer. But there are so many digs in Africa and so much at 
stake in Africa that it is tenure suicide for any professor to suggest an Asian origin much 
less a North American origin for Homo. Shouldn’t our own DNA record trump the African 
fossil records? 
 
  9. Self-Domestication 
  In Asia this new animal begins the process of self-domestication, creating very crude 
tools called flake tools, also called Oldowan tools. It radiates into small family groups 
throughout Eurasia, using the coastlines and rivers. This is why tools are most simple in Asia and 
become more sophisticated westward. 
  This is also why many Asian women have an ancient X chromosome and genetic studies 
show Asians have been almost exclusively monogamous. (Lefebvre, Nadeau and Roy-Gagnon, 
2010) 
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  The most primitive and found are in China circa 2.4 million years old, then progress 
westward in sophistication as social adaptation improves tool-making, appearing in Africa 
1.4 mya. In North America Sasquatch still use wood tools to communicate and build 
structures to mark territory. So tools corroborate with our DNA record. The 
self-domestication process began in China then radiated westward. 
 
  10. Entering Europe and Africa 
 
  Around 1.6 million years ago our ancestors enter Africa in the form that has been called 
Homo ergaster, as evidenced in the Turkana Boy. This hominid learns to adapt to the seemingly 
impossible conditions there. Great advancements in social intelligence and group skills are made 
and the high forehead body plan becomes common. This might be considered the southern route 
and Homo erectus becomes Homo heidelbergensis and Homo neanderthalis in the northern 
climate of Eurasia. Both of these creatures look almost exactly like a Sasquatch and are a few 
clicks closer to the wolf than we are. Other terms for these creatures are Homo Antessesor and 
archaic humans. 
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  Homo heidelbergensis and the smaller Homo neanderthalis were powerfully built 
humans. All non- Africans share some of their genes. Neanderthal had a much wider foot, 
barrel chest and a substantially larger brain than we do today. These men were not hunted 
into extinction but rather were transformed by breeding with the HOX and PAX genes of 
modern humans, becoming more juvenile. 
 
  11. The Modern Human 
 
  The modern human was created in the impossible heat of the savannah and looks 
something like the bushman of today. The head is square to the backbone, not tilted forward as in 
all other Homo specimens. The spinous processes of the backbone does not have the great length 
of Neanderthal and the femurs are straight instead of slightly curved. The tall, thin and hairless 
body plan allows for maximum heat loss during pursuit. 
  Curiously, 170,000 years ago genes flow out from Africa as females only; this has been 
called “Mitochondrial Eve.” There is another gene out-flow from Africa 70,000 years ago as 
males only and this is called “Y chromosome Adam.” These genes greatly affected the widely 
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distributed population of Homo throughout Africa then Eurasia. This completely vertical posture 
transformed the Neanderthals, Denisovans, the Red Deer cave people and a host of other smaller 
groups and their single-family lifestyle with social and breeding advancements. A new type of 
society emerged, the archetype of modern society: single monogamous family units with social 
adaptations. 

     
 
  The savannah transformed Homo into a hairless distance runner with important social 
adaptations. A vertical backbone, shorter arms, wide gait, and a juvenile high forehead were a 
revolution to the human body plan. 
 
  12. Modern human meets archaic human 
 
  A new societal configuration occurs when the mixture of genes into humanity results in 
social skills and invention, causing humanity to gradually become more juvenile and socially 
adapted. Brain size decreases on all continents since the Stone Age. There is a continual battle 
between the individual and the group. The individual endeavors to conquer niches and the group 
endeavors to destroy the individual. There is a tremendous war between the power of the group 
and the efficiency of the individual. This struggle is covered in detail in Book Two. 



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

 
  Domestication theory 
 
  The primary objection to the self-domestication argument is that all domesticated animals 
show an initial 30% decline in brain size. This does not make sense without a much larger wild 
ancestor. 
  "From a biological perspective the greatest dispute with regard to physical changes in 
anatomically modern humans akin to domestication pertains to a slight but measurable decline 
of brain volume from around 1,400 cm3 to roughly 1,300 cm3, which could be interpreted in 
further support of the human self-domestication hypothesis. However, this decline in stature was 
accompanied by a reduction in body size such that the allometric brain-body relation remains 
unchanged. In contrast to humans, domesticated animals show a large disproportionate decline 
of brain size by up to 30%, especially of the sensory perceptual centers, compared to their wild 
ancestral species, yet no such pronounced decline has convincingly been demonstrated in any 
human population." (Brune 2007) 
  As Christopher Noël points out, “If we are indeed domesticated versions of Sasquatch, 
then this ‘pronounced decline’ can be seen clearly!” This is why his “Woodpile Sasquatch” 
thermal video is so very important. We can accurately measure the eye sockets of an adult 
Sasquatch at 4.75” (12 cm), from midpoint to midpoint, against those of an adult human male, at 
2.35” (6 cm) apart. The 50% reduction to the size of a modern human indicates the threshold of 
domestication has been crossed. The Mauer Jaw is 40% larger than an adult human’s and likely 
comes from a man that is much closer to our natural state both physically and mentally. 

   

  
 
  The “Woodpile Sasquatch Thermal” is the #2 of the 76 videos thus far authenticated 
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by our Facebook/FindBigfoot community. It is vital because it shows the eye width of a 
natural human. It shows a 50% reduction in the cranial capacity, resulting from 
domestication. 
 

   

  
 
  This chart shows each of our ancestors with approximate scale and cranial 
attachment angle. (Below) siamang, Morotopithecus, Sivapithecus, Sasquatch; (bottom) 
Homo erectus, Homo heidelbergensis, Homo neanderthalis and modern human. Jeff 
conducted a six-month study of the anatomy of each ancestor working in both directions 
toward a great ancestor. (Caramagna) 
 



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

     
 
  This is the cranial development toward the creation of modern humans with 
approximate scale and attachment angle. Each represents a significant locomotive or social 
advantage over previous body plans, causing geographic distribution. (Top) siamang, 
Morotopithecus, Sivapithecus, Sasquatch; (bottom) Homo erectus, Homo heidelbergensis, 
Homo neanderthalis and modern human. (Caramagna.) 
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 Chapter Four: 
 Primordial Encounters with Our Living Ancestor 

 
 
  Here are seven of our favorite accounts, windows into Sasquatch morphology and 
behavior, but there are hundreds more that are equally valuable. These are chosen from the 
40,000+ investigated accounts, which likely represent but a tiny fraction of the actual number of 
encounters. To understand the natural state of humanity one must study carefully the detailed 
sighting record. 

   

  
 
  This is a composite map of the 40,000 detailed sightings of Sasquatch in North 
America from just seven of the scores of databases of investigated sightings compiled and 
uploaded to Google. 
 
  Our first encounter is an example of an up-close inspection of a Sasquatch body in 
Manitoba. The second is from a “habituation site” in Florida. The third is that of a man who has 
a series of encounters in British Columbia. The fourth is the most famous of all encounters, 
Albert Ostman’s,week-long observation of a Sasquatch family group in British Columbia. The 
fifth is an observation of speech from a hunter who observed two Sasquatch communicating at 
close range. The sixth is a description of two Sasquatch fighting. And the seventh is a good look 
at a young Sasquatch. 
  There are fantastic descriptions of the details of Sasquatch behavior and anatomy. Albert 
Ostman described how Sasquatch rise and fall without the use of their hands. He described thick 
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pads on the bottom of their feet, and how the old female in the Sasquatch group he was taken to 
walked like a goose (both of these characteristics are seen in detail in the Patterson/Gimlin Film, 
shot ten years after his recounting.) John Green interviewed Ostman and we interviewed John 
Green. The admins and readers of our Facebook page have read every one of the 40,000 
published sightings. To the newcomer the details and realism of these accounts can be shocking. 
 
 

 Encounter One 
 The Accidental Hunter—1941 

 
  This is a long interview of a Manitoba hunter who accidentally shoots a Sasquatch, 
thinking it is a moose that he had shot earlier and was tracking. The Sasquatch might have been 
tracking the same moose. This report was filed to the Bigfoot Field Researchers Organization 
also by Dr. John Bindernagel. 
  At the beginning of May of 2003 I took a trip into Manitoba to stay with “Peter,” a man 
with whom I’d been in telephone contact on and off for about a year. He was interested in 
Sasquatch in Manitoba, Canada, that province above western Minnesota and eastern North 
Dakota, which stretches north along Hudson Bay where polar bears make their living. It’s 
hundreds of miles of bush laced through with lakes, including giant Lakes Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
and Winnipegosis. In the winter it’s no place to be without a good plan, for keeping warm and 
fed and out of trouble, and the means to carry one’s kill out. 
  Manitoba’s position in the upper middle of the North American land mass is too far from 
any reasonably warm winter grounds to imagine it as anything but the year-round home for 
animals found there, including Sasquatch. Peter had become interested in Sasquatch because he 
told me he knew for certain they are real, and that they live in Manitoba. He knew this for sure, 
he said, because he’d had a chance to look at one up close, after he’d shot and killed it: he 
flipped its hand over with the toe of his boot to have a look at its palm. It was very large and 
there were five fingers—one a thumb—like a man’s hand, he said. The following account of the 
event came mainly from two visits I had with Peter: first in early May of 2003 when I stayed 
with him for three days, and in September of that year when he put me up again for two days. 
We also talked about the shooting incident several times by phone, before and since my visits. 
The word-for-word questions and Peter’s answers presented here were mostly from the May 
visit; we sat together in his home where he lives alone now. I taped our conversation. 
  It happened the first week of November, 1941, 62 years ago, when Peter was 17 years 
old. He’d gone hunting for moose with two friends around Basket Lake, a small lake about 15 
miles west of Gypsumville, the town near where Peter grew up and has always lived. The two 
friends hunted the east side of Basket Lake; Peter wanted to go to the west side, which he knew 
was good for moose and elk. There was patchy snow on the ground and Peter found ambling 
moose tracks criss-crossing the area, indicating feeding animals. The spotty snow made tracking 
difficult but he moved ahead: “…Sure enough, I did see one in the willow trees feeding with its 
head down, and it was a cow moose—no calf, I didn’t see a calf, and no horns, so I knew it was a 
cow. At that time the bulls still have their horns. But, in 1941 yet before the major fires, there 
were bush and willows so thick that you couldn’t believe it. So you had to shoot through 
willows, there’s not… you didn’t always have an open shot, so… take a chance. So I did shoot, 
because I knew… take one or two steps and… [it would be gone].” 
  Question: Where did you shoot, where did you try to hit her? 
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  Peter: In the chest. 
  Question: Was she broadside to you? 
  Peter: Pretty well, but not fully broadside… and I did shoot, fired a shot… and I walked 
slowly and, yes, there was a little bit of blood on the right side, you know, as it’s running, you 
could see where it sprinkled a little. It didn’t look good; I could see I didn’t hit it properly. The 
bullet deviated from the brush. But I had no choice, then, and the blood made it a little easier to 
track it. There was blood here and there; you could tell you were on the right track. So I tracked 
her slowly, I’d say for a half hour, but very slowly. And… I looked in the willows… again, and I 
could see all this hair, so I thought ‘Well, I’ll slow you up,’ and I took a good aim and I fired. 
  It disappeared…looked like I got it, so I walked up to it slowly…It wasn’t far, 45 yards, 
only—‘cause that’s about as far as you could see in that stuff—if it was that far. But I took my 
time, because when you approach a big game animal you have to approach carefully. You carry 
your gun across your chest with your hand on the breach, ready to fire. If it wants to jump you, 
you have one good shot, point blank. Don’t raise the gun to your shoulder, just turn it and pull 
the trigger. That’s the last chance you got. Because a big game animal, he gets you, you’ve had 
it. So I looked, I could see him…what the Hell is this? Holy buckets! He’s lying there and one 
foot was up, you know…so I nudged him in the foot and slowly walked on this side, still hanging 
onto my rifle like I was supposed to, and I picked the hand up with my right foot, to see the 
bottom. And I walked around and I could see where I hit him, in the back, high in the back, 
between the shoulder blades, right in the back. It must have been bent over…because to look at 
the moose track and the blood or something like that—I didn’t see a head. 
  I interrupted here, and to find out just how the thing was lying, I lay down on Peter’s 
kitchen floor and, according to his instructions, adjusted myself to match the creature’s position: 
I was on my right side with my right arm and hand pinned under my body. My left arm lay along 
my side and bent at the elbow so the hand was palm down on the ground in front of my belly. 
My face was pointed mostly at the ground but the left side showed fairly well. And my legs lay 
with the left foot’s sole showing (the foot was caught and held that way by brush, he said). Peter 
explained that when he shot the animal he thought he was looking at the rear end of his moose 
and that, given that shot, he tried to put the bullet just above where the anus should be. He said 
it’s the only shot in that situation; the bullet travels above the gut just under the spine on up into 
the chest cavity where you want it. The creature had stood with its back to him; apparently it had 
been looking down (at the wounded moose’s trail?) because he didn’t see its head. And the big 
shoulders and back…he thought he was looking at the moose’s rump. His bullet, meant to enter 
and travel just below a moose’s back bone, had hit the animal between the shoulder blades, 
killing it on the spot. 
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  Drawing of the fallen Sasquatch. Note the detail of the nose, hands and feet. Found 
on the BFRO.net and Ontario Bigfoot websites. 
 
  This 1941-vintage 17-year-old who never heard of anything like a Sasquatch looked upon 
the creature he had slain and wondered, and worried, and then became frightened. And he got out 
of there. 
  Question: What did you do then, did you literally run out of the woods? 
  Peter: No, I walked very fast…with three foot strides, I can tell you. 
  Question: What kind of gun were you using? 
  Peter: 38-55 Winchester. 
  Question: Oh, do you still have that gun? 
  Peter: No… in fact the RCMP man bought it for repairs because the barrel was wore out. 
  Question: An elk is real hard to turn over once it’s dead. It’s a lot of work. What about 
this creature, how big was it? Could you have turned it over? 
  Peter: Well, there’s a knack, like you say, about turning an animal over…It depends on 
how the brush is, but…I always carried a piece of stiff cord, good cord, where you could tie the 
leg up to a willow or a tree, one leg…and you could roll him over like nothing. In a half an hour 
I’ll dress a moose for you—not skin him, but gut him. 
  Question: So how big was this creature? 
  Peter: He was very…I would say…like, I’m a straight six feet, and he’d have been a 
foot-and-a-half to two feet taller than I was (just estimating). 
  Question: How about heaviness, I mean, could you have turned him over? 
  Peter: I didn’t try it. I could have turned him over but I’d have had to cut some willows to 
do that… See it’s very hard to estimate the weight when he’s covered with hair. I walked around 
him and thought, ‘Holy God, what the heck am I gonna do now? If there’s anymore of these 
things around I don’t want to be here.’ And I just got the heck out of there so fast you wouldn’t 
believe it. I don’t think I spent more than maybe eight minutes with him. 
  Question: You’ve seen a picture of the Patterson creature; do you think it looked about 
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like that? 
  Peter: Very much so…well, I can describe his body. He has a big round chest. Huge! 
He’s got a big chest—really big. 
  [Author’s note: This point is very important ancient humans like Neanderthal, 
Homo Heidelbergensis have barrel shaped chests. It is doubtful this man could have known 
that fact about early human fossils.] 
  Question: And there was no skin showing? 
  Peter: No, I didn’t see any bare skin except a little on his face, on the side. 
  Question: What about the palms of his hands? 
  Peter: They were bare. 
  Question: And the bottoms of his feet? 
  Peter: Yeah [they were bare]…but they weren’t white…well, let’s see…he’s not a very 
hygienic creature, you know, he doesn’t wash or anything, so his skin is dirty and a little brown, 
but white like my dirty hands. Not only a little dirty…and heavy fingers, and big palms, 
and…opposed thumb. And a big palm like…when I close my hand like this and cover my face. 

     
 
  This was a muddy handprint left on the side of a house in northern California. Note 
the hand description is almost identical to the description of Peter’s 1941 encounter. 
 
  [Author’s note: In another detailed account in Dr. Bindernagle’s book, Peter 
describes that “the fingers were sturdy, thick and short, maybe half the length of the palm. 
My fingers are the same length as my palm.” (This matches the handprint found at Fort 
Bragg, northern California, 1962.) It is very important to note that Sasquatch have 
human-shaped hands and feet.] 
 
  Question: Really, so his palm was proportionately bigger than a human’s palm? That’s 
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what you’re saying? 
  Peter: Yeah, it’s longer and deeper like it’s a big palm. 
  Question: What about the foot, does it match the footprints people have been casting? 
  Peter: Absolutely. The foot had five toes on it, and the foot looks very flat, like, I have a 
high arch, you know, and his is completely very flat. And the foot…well I’m pretty good at 
estimating the lengths of different things (or at least I was) because when you’re a carpenter you 
get used to that. And I’d say his foot was around 15 inches, 15-1/2. 
  Question: So, did his coat look warm, his fur coat, was there a thick, dense, good 
undercoat? 
  Peter: Most animals have a underfur…and I didn’t notice that on that animal…that he had 
short fur underneath; of course I didn’t touch him and didn’t look at that. 
  Question: Witnesses, whenever they talk about it they say, ‘It was covered in hair,’ and 
you’d never describe a bear as being covered in hair. You’d say it had fur. So why do people 
always describe Bigfoot as being covered with hair? 
  Peter: Because it looks like hair. 
  Question: Well, that’s what I’m trying to get at…is why people say that, because it’s an 
animal, it’s covered in fur, and yet for some reason, I don’t know, because it’s shaped like a man 
or something, they describe it as hair. And, you know, one of the characteristics of fur that makes 
it fur is that undercoat, that makes it dense. And if it didn’t have that undercoat you maybe would 
refer to it as just hair. 
  Peter: Well…it looks like hair, not like fur. 
  Question: I think that’s curious, that a northern animal like that that has to survive here 
wouldn’t have a coat that was essentially like a bear’s, you know, with a good undercoat that’s 
good and thick. 
  Peter: Well you know what? You’re talking about a humanoid animal. But all I can say is 
it looks like hair…not fur. You know, like a man lets his hair grow straggly and…you know, 
long… well that’s what it looks like. 
  Question: I think you told me before that the hair was about eight inches long. Is that 
right? Maybe you can just tell me something about the general appearance of the fur or hair, as 
you describe it. 
  Peter: I would say it wasn’t that long all over. But the hair hangin’ from his head, you 
know, and down his shoulders…and down his arms was quite long. You know when he was 
laying, like, sideways, well the hair from his head kind of covered the side of his face right down 
to his shoulders. 
  Question: So how long would you say that that longer hair was? 
  Peter: Well, I would say it had to be six to eight inches long. I didn’t measure 
nothing…but it looked fairly long. You couldn’t see an ear of any kind, but I still could see part 
of his face on one side. 
  Question: And then describe the hair on the rest of the body, was it uniform in length? 
  Peter: Well, no, not really. It seemed to be kinda long on the arms, you know? It was hair 
down the top of his hands, you know, and partly down his fingers, but shorter, you know, half 
inch to one inch, I would say roughly, but not right to the very tips. But the top of the hand was 
covered. But…it was fairly long hair down the arm, too—four, five, six inches. 
  Question: Do you think it was also four, five, six inches along the legs and the torso of 
the animal? 
  Peter: Yeah, down the legs, too, it was fairly long, about five to six inches, and I noticed 
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on the one leg that was up a little, it was right down low, to the bottom of his foot, the hair. 
  Question: And the color of the hair…I think you told me was was reddish, didn’t you? 
  Peter: No, it was a dark brown. 
  Question: Dark brown. Okay. 
  Peter: Yeah, a dirty dark brown, I can’t say, but a dark brown, and it had a, like a reddish 
overtone, you know? 
  [Author’s note: This is important because the likely origin of ancestor Sasquatch is 
Asia; that is why we are more similar to the orangutan than to any other great ape 
(Schwartz and Grehan 2010)] 
  Question: Oh yeah, okay. I understand. 
  Peter: Top of the hair in places, not all over, but in areas, you know, it was... looked to 
me it was kinda reddish. 
  Question: I need you to comment, again, about your thinking in not telling anybody about 
it. I mean that’s a very important point, and it’s an obvious question that everybody has. 
  Peter: Well, for one, I was very shocked to see this thing. And, it was during the war 
years (World War II) and the thing was, people can be very funny, if you talk about something 
that’s out of line… right away you’re crazy, you’re not all there, you know. And I did a lot of 
thinking myself, I could not place an animal in my brain, like that. Was it half human, half ape, 
or something like that? The thing is, just a year or two ago people were calling me stupid in 
believing in such a thing. Never mind 60 years ago. 
  Here Peter told me how for a while he’d worked aboard an aircraft outfitted with skis, 
and traveled all over northern Manitoba where he talked with a lot of Aboriginal people. From 
them he heard stories about something they saw, something that sounded like what he’d shot 
(“…and from their stories…they were seeing this thing, too…”). 
  Question: Okay, go back, though, to immediately after the killing occurred. Were you 
somewhat afraid of being prosecuted for killing something like that, or was it mostly a matter of, 
um, being thought crazy? You could have brought anyone to the animal and proved that you 
really did it, that you weren’t crazy. So I need you to discuss why you didn’t do that. 
  Peter: Well, in the first place, I was with two older people. They were hunting going in 
the opposite direction. And it was not easy to do at that time [Peter means it would not have been 
easy to show his hunting partners (or anyone) the animal since it was far from where the other 
two had gone, in a very remote spot]. But, for one, I was hunting illegally. Do you know what 
I’m talkin’ about? 
  Question: No. In what way were you hunting illegally? 
  Peter: Well I had no license to hunt for moose. 
  Question: Oh, uh-huh. 
  Peter: I had no license…I may have had, I don’t remember, a deer license. But I didn’t… 
wasn’t fussy about shooting deer because they’re a small animal and you don’t get very much 
meat for a day’s work. You know what I mean? 
  Question: Sure, yes. 
  Peter: So as long as I could get in the bush, there was days I’d get two, three. Well, for a 
large family [Peter had ten brothers and sisters) it was enough to supply meat for the winter. But 
I was strictly hunting illegally. 
  Question: So you didn’t want to reveal that fact by… 
  Peter: No, that fact alone. But, another thing, you hear these weird stories, especially in 
the old days, about these guys living as hermits in the bush and all that stuff. So you don’t really 
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know what to think. 
  Question: So you thought, in some corner of your mind, you considered the possibility 
that it was one one of these hermit-type people and you might have killed. 
  Peter: It was a, a cross or something, one of these hermit people, people used to talk 
about. I didn’t want to be charged with shooting a hermit, or something human. 
  Question: So you thought that it was a possibility that it was something like that and that 
you could be in legal trouble for revealing it, is that right? 
  Peter: That’s right. See, because, at those days nobody talked about a Sasquatch or a 
Bigfoot. 
  Question: So when you walked up on that animal and you were looking it over, did you 
determine where its tracks came from, whether it had been tracking your moose? 
  Peter: No. It would be hard to see tracks, because there were small amounts of 
snow—hay and everything…and I didn’t look. I was too scared. 
  Question: And so…it was done breathing, it was not alive? 
  Peter: Oh no, it took me… 
  Question: Do you think you shot it through the heart? 
  Peter: Well, the bullet didn’t enter the body at a ninety degree angle…he had to be bent 
over because when you hit an animal at a angle it will shear part of the fur before it will enter. 
And that’s what it looked like to me, of course it was so much hair it was so much harder to tell. 
  During a recent phone call Peter said: “The bullet had to go through the spine, because it 
was dead center in the back. And when a bullet hits bone like that it expands and it would have 
gone into the chest and done tremendous damage.” The creature was “stone dead,” lying 
crumpled where it had been standing when he fired. 
  Question: Can you still go back in your mind and remember that scene in your mind’s 
eye; is that memory still vivid for you? 
  Peter: Oh…certain things in your memoryit coulda happened yesterday. You don’t forget 
things like that. The most shocking part about it is the sheer size of the animal. 
  Question: Really? 
  Peter: Yes. It’s just unbelievable because anything that big should have been seen and 
reported and in books and everything. You think you’re on a different planet or something. 
  Question: Was it a male, do you know? 
  Peter: Yes, it would be a male, because I’d have seen the breasts. 
  Question: Did you see genitals? 
  Peter: No, because of the way he was laying on the side, kind of folded up. 
  Question: So tell me a little bit more about the appearance of it, you said it had a real big 
barrel chest… 
  Peter: A human body, like yours, the chest, you know, well it’s flat in front to back. But 
theirs is a big, round, barrel chest 
  In the late sixties/early seventies, after the Patterson/Gimlin film brought Bigfoot into the 
public consciousness (and into Peter’s consciousness), Peter finally understood what the animal 
was that he had shot. When he saw the hair covered creature in that film he immediately knew 
that what he killed in 1941 was the same kind of animal. It was not some strange hybrid person, 
a thought that had occurred to him as he looked, puzzled, worried, and then frightened over the 
huge man-like creature his bullet had cut down. No, it was the same kind of animal as the one in 
the film taken by Roger Patterson in northern California. That’s what it was! A Bigfoot. After 
Peter’s children grew up and he cut back on his work, his interest in Sasquatch developed. He 
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talked freely about the 1941 incident around his community. 
  Others offered their own stories of sightings of such a creature or its tracks. I’d asked 
Peter if that early life incident, the killing of such a thing, as frightening and upsetting as that 
must have been, had troubled him during his subsequent life before he’d come to realize what it 
was. No, he said. He got married, had eight children with his wife, and worked hard as a farmer, 
carpenter, and commercial fisherman on Lake Winnipeg; he just didn’t have time to worry, he 
explained. So for about 30 years Peter lived his life and told no one about the 1941 killing. But 
he didn’t forget. And when he saw the Patterson/Gimlin film and knew what a Bigfoot, a 
Sasquatch, or Windigo was, he knew they were not just in the Pacific Northwest; they were there 
in the Manitoba bush, too. We’ve gone over it many times and I’m convinced Peter did what he 
said he did: he shot a good-sized male Sasquatch to death in 1941 when he was just 17. There 
has been no hint of untruthfulness or indication that he was or is not thinking clearly about that 
event. If anything, Peter has been understated and overcautious in his statements to me about that 
day. At first I had a hard time getting him to tell me about it. Instead he has wanted to talk about 
recent sightings. He just wasn’t interested in it anymore; it’s old news to him. And he has told a 
lot of people about it (local people, mostly), and the response he’s gotten from them has been 
pretty negative; he’s been called stupid, crazy, and a liar. 
  That is how it goes for people like Peter who have had a close encounter with a 
Sasquatch and talked about it. It’s punishing. Beyond that Peter has the attitude that since he 
can’t prove it happened, his story isn’t really worth telling, that it’s just another unsupportable 
claim (undoubtedly he has come to that conclusion over the years—because he has talked about 
it, told the story, and instead of being believed he has gotten grief for it). So Peter doesn’t care 
whether or not his story is told because he doesn’t think it matters. What matters to him now are 
the current sightings, the ones that could yield evidence to prove Sasquatches are there, have 
always been there, in the Manitoba bush. And recently, when I commented to him on what a 
remarkable experience it was, how fortunate (apart from the fact that it involved the killing of 
such a creature) he was to have seen a Sasquatch close up…he said, not really, that it wasn’t a 
situation where he could appreciate it, and that he was scared. He wishes he’d seen it alive and 
moving, like the William Roe sighting, he said. But in the more than 60 years since, with all the 
hunting and time in the bush he’s spent, he hasn’t seen another one. He has seen a track, one 
good track, however. That was in association with a 1979 sighting in which several other people 
saw the creature when it moved through the area. It was near where Peter lived and he got onto it 
and was able to track the animal’s movements through a strip of bush and out into a hay field 
where it stepped on an ant mound and left a good impression of the front part of its foot, toes and 
all (he didn’t cast or photograph it). 
  He tracked the creature to a stack of big, circular hay bales ( the rolled type), which 
weigh about 1,000 pounds. Peter surmised that the creature had rested there inside the stack of 
bales: two bales had been pushed apart and one showed a clear compressed area, as if an 
enormous back had leaned into it. The only explanation I have for what Peter says happened is 
that it did happen. At one point during a conversation about “the Sasquatch problem,” when we 
were particularly struggling with its difficulty, I blurted in exasperation, “Did that really 
happen?” Peter replied emphatically, “Yes, it really did.” I pushed further: “Was there any 
possibility at all that it was a bear…a man?” He said no. He was certain it was some other kind 
of animal, the same kind that is on the Patterson/Gimlin film, “a Bigfoot,” he said. 
 

 Encounter Two 
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 Photos from a Florida Backyard, October 2000 
 
 
  In October, 2000, a woman had been feeding an unseen creature apples in her backyard. 
One night she was able to snap two pictures of the creature with a flash camera at about ten feet, 
and she describes the circumstances in great detail in a letter (see below). She describes a smell, 
sounds of walking away, and a “woompf” noise. What is photographed is a living, breathing 
Sasquatch. One just needs a short time to study her photos to realize that not only could they not 
be faked, but the morphology fits perfectly with the vast number of other photos, videos, and 
details conveyed by the long sighting record in North America. Note how closely the description 
of the finger length from the Peter’s Manitoba encounter matches the photos taken by this 
woman in Florida, as well as the gray skin on extraordinarily long arms. Orangutans have long 
thin fingers so this is clearly not an orang. It should be noted that there are slight differences in 
the descriptions of Sasquatch from Florida and Sasquatch of the Pacific Northwest; down south 
they have been described as having longer canines, longer hair, a more pungent smell, and longer 
arms. One might wonder if there was an east-west progression of adaptation through North 
America, the most primitive form of Sasquatch residing in Florida and adapting through the 
forests of the continent. 
  This is one of many examples of what is called a habituation site: a prolonged interaction 
of “gifting” with a mysterious and unseen creature. This is detailed in the book Impossible Visits 
by Yale-educated researcher Christopher Noël. 
  Notice the small nose just below the eyes and the tall upper lip, with much more space 
between lip and nose than in a human’s face. Most observations and pictures of the Sasquatch 
face are consistent with this point. Notice how the eyes shine completely then contract on the 
second picture, adjusting to the light of the flash. The short thick fingers are wholly different 
from the incredibly long and thin fingers of an orangutan. 
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 Encounter Three 
 Man Experiences Rock-Throwing, Spoken Language and a Sighting 
 While Playing War Games Near Lake Kootenay, British Columbia 

 
 
  [Author’s note: This lake and area could be considered ideal habitat for Sasquatch 
and the area is home to hundreds of sightings. What is described is a careful observation of 
strategic behavior first by a boy playing war games and then by the same person fourteen 
years later.] 
 
  First Encounter: June, 1979, Sumas Mountain, Abbotsford, British Columbia 
  It was not until I started reading stories I found linked on Google Earth and finally 
finding the BFRO website stories that I staredt realizing how unique my experiences were. 
  My family has been fortunate enough to own a lakeside recreational property on the east 
shore of Kootenay Lake, BC. There are very few neighbors with about 50 percent seasonal users 
now and only one neighbor when I was a child. We have a five-acre parcel that is quite steep and 
rocky yet covered in a mixed evergreen and deciduous forest. There are many deer paths that 
traverse the property parallel to the lake. Many rocky outcrops, fallen trees, and dense 
undergrowth are present in the moss-covered under-story. We often see birds, squirrels, 
chipmunks, deer, and bear all around our cabin. A lifetime of exposure to this environment has 
given me the ability to recognize (through sight, sound, etc.) and decipher (through deductive 
reasoning and the use of my senses) what animals are near and to understand their behaviors. 
  As teenagers my brother, three friends, and I went camping near the summit of Sumas 
Mountain on the shore of Chadsey Lake (“Lost Lake” to the locals) in Sumas Mountain Regional 
Park. All of us were Army cadets at that time. The park area included the lake and the land 
surrounding the lake. Outside the boundary of the park was an active timber license area. We 
were dropped off at the road and hiked down to the lake for a three-night trip. We ranged in age 
from twelve to fifteen. 
  The first full day we heard non-sensical jibberish from across the lake. I learned later, 
from the BFRO website and from listening to the recordings on the site, that this is called 
“samurai chatter,” but back then it sounded like a foreigner chastising and questioning someone 
at the same time. We all heard it. It was a confusing language to us because we could not place 
the accent. The inflections in the voice were correct, but no known language was discernible. As 
kids we rationalized it as some foreigner yelling at another member of their hiking group. In 
hindsight I believe it was talking to us from the safety of the other side of the lake. The sheer 
volume and tenor of the voice were impressive. The lung capacity made a loud enough sound to 
make us think someone was yelling, but the tone of the voice remained calm and routine. This 
contradiction made categorizing who or what making the noise hard. 
  We had no point of reference known to any of us to compare the sounds to. As a result 
we simply thought it was some foreign hikers. We first called out to them in answer to their calls 
(I say “their,” but we really were unsure of how many were there. In retrospect I suspect it was 
just one.) We had no recognizable response as I recall, but the lack of response piqued our 
interest and deepened the mystery. We did call out a questioning “hey” or something similar and 
there was further chatter, but the response (if it was a response to us) did not fit our call. It was 
then as it is now reasonable to expect people to respond directly to our calls. We felt it was time 
to take further action. As Army cadets we quickly came up with the approach of a two-pronged 
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reconnaissance with each group approaching the sounds from opposite sides of the small lake. 
We quickly closed on the vicinity of the sounds and discovered nothing. It was gone. To our 
surprise the opposite bank had a clear under-story once you got away from the immediate edge 
of the lake. We could see a fair distance and would easily be able to see someone who had hiked 
or jogged from that spot. We thought that a little odd and ran a little farther into the forest to 
recon the area. The forest remained relatively clear, but nothing was found. A couple of us 
remained near where we thought the noise was coming from. I remember feeling really “creeped 
out” in that area. 
  The second night, something visited and moved around some of our camping equipment. 
I personally did not hear anything, but I recall someone the next morning mentioning having 
heard something in the night. At breakfast we had small rocks thrown at us, but we blamed it on 
one of the other guys in the group. We did not believe him when he denied it and we “knew” that 
nothing else could have thrown the rocks (I know differently now). Again we had no point of 
reference. Nothing in the forest is supposed to throw rocks. So it was a lot easier to blame it on 
someone from the group. I say thrown at us, but it would be more accurate to say lobbed at us 
since little force was behind the rocks other than gravity. The rocks came from the forest behind 
us from the same area described below. 
  After we ate breakfast we decided to play some war games. We split into two teams. One 
team was to defend the camp while the other attacked. I was on the defensive side and in charge 
of the flank with the rest of my team moving off some distance from me perpendicular to the 
lake. I took up a position about 50 feet from the camp and kneeled down in the thick fern 
under-story with my head down. In hindsight this must have been near where the rocks were 
thrown from. After about a half minute or so I raised my head up to scan the area. I scanned the 
forest directly in front of me and was surprised to see the head, shoulders, and a portion of the 
torso of a black, hair- covered creature no more than 30 feet away. At that time I thought it was 
some guy in the forest in an ape suit or one of the guys in camouflage trying to outflank us. This 
really confused me. The wheels of my internal dialog were spinning very fast, questions like 
what the Hell is this guy doing here in an ape suit anyway? What’s with the gorilla suit? That is 
really lame camouflage to wear in the forest! Then I took note of a few details and what I first 
thought was a suit was clearly not a suit. The Sasquatch was looking directly into my eyes with a 
curious expression on its face while the hair pattern on its face also made it look mad or scornful 
(what I mean by that is the hair was quite long for the eyebrows and were in a distinct ‘V’ 
pattern). The creature’s change in facial expression made me even more confused about what I 
was seeing and experiencing. 
  I did not notice any pronounced sagittal crest (a ridge of bone running lengthwise along 
the top of the skull). I did, however, take note of the relatively beady dark brown or black eyes 
set relatively close together. The skin was black under jet black hair that covered all the body I 
could see, but it was thinner than on the face. The hair was longer on the body as well, about four 
inches long all over. The facial hair was shorter or closer knit to the face. The eyebrows were 
significantly longer and were distinctly shaped as though it was angry with me. In combination 
with the slightly lighter hair in mirrored patches of hair below the eye, the effect was intense. Yet 
I felt no threat; it seemed more curious than anything. All these thoughts and observations came 
within a couple of minutes. 
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  This is an artistic depiction of the encounter by Jeff Caramagna. The morphology of 
the skull is profoundly different in Homo than a gorilla. Gorilla and Australopithenes have 
a sagittal crests whereas ancient Homo has a super thick keel that makes up a formidable 
skull cap. 
 
  Almost robotically, I raised my rifle (it was just a stick I was pretending was a rifle) and 
aimed at the Sasquatch and said “gotcha” with little confidence and a slight note of questioning 
in my voice. I did this simply because I was still conflicted as to what it was. I still thought that it 
had to be one of the other guys in a gorilla suit. After all I was thinking there was nothing else in 
the forest it could be. As soon as I said “gotcha” the Sasquatch registered a brief look of disgust 
and disappointment, straightened up, and walked away (I realize that the facial expressions may 
not actually represent the Sasquatch’s feelings, I am simply expressing my interpretation of the 
expressions for the reader to get a sense of what I saw). At the same time I said “gotcha” my 
friends began their battle and were running back towards the Sasquatch and me. As it left I could 
see it from the rear quarter from the waist up. As it turned to leave I said, “Hey I got you” again, 
but it did not react. I think it left because my friends were coming and not because I was pointing 
a stick at it. I got up in pursuit of the Sasquatch. 
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  I got to the area where it had been but it was gone. A few things struck me as odd. One, 
the forest was much clearer in that area. As a result, I should have seen the Sasquatch moving 
through the forest based on the speed at which it exited the immediate area (if it were a person or 
other animal of similar mass I should have been able to see or hear it). At this point I thought 
maybe the gorilla suit wasn’t such bad camouflage after all. I also noted that the area where it 
was standing was in a bit of a depression so it had to be a lot taller than what I had presupposed. 
Further, as I continued in pursuit I had an overwhelming feeling that pursuit was an incredibly 
bad idea. The thought entered my head that I was relatively alone and who knows what could 
happen to me with only a stick to ward off any animal. I immediately stopped my pursuit and 
looked for my friends, meeting them back at the camp. 
  My head was reeling from my experience. I wanted to see if one of them was wearing a 
gorilla suit. No one had anything on them. I relayed my story and we all went out to see if there 
was any evidence. Nothing was found. We ran into two other people coming down the trail in the 
vicinity of the sighting and they also saw nothing. Our last night was cold and rainy. We packed 
up and left for our rendezvous pick-up at the trail head without further incident. 
  [Author’s note: The second encounter describes a Sasquatch who is claiming and 
protecting its territory using sounds and tactics that are not understood by modern 
humans. The distances are great because the Sasquatch is behaving based on a different set 
of rules: survival via the maximum distance.] 
  Second Encounter: Spring, 1993, Davis Lake near Mission, British Columbia 
  My friend and I were fishing on the edge of Davis Lake during the spring break-up of the 
ice. Ice was still on the lake, but away from the shore and rather thin. There was a small 
recreation site accessible by car at the time. Steep mountain slopes abut the west side of the lake. 
The east side of the lake has higher mountains but the slope on that side of the lake is less 
extreme. We were fishing from shore on the southeast side of the lake facing northwest. A creek 
and waterfall are in the immediate vicinity. From that location the small mountain dominates the 
view with the north shoulder of the mountain and saddle to our right front. We could see 
somewhat into the forest since the leaves had not yet come out on the deciduous trees; by all 
accounts it’s a rugged and remote area. 
  As we were casting we started to hear heavy, slow footsteps coming from the shoulder of 
the mountain. It was hard to determine the exact location, but we estimated the noise was coming 
from the mountain slope. At first the sounds were steady and paced. I knew the sounds were 
unusual, but tried to relate them to known causes first. At a certain point the footsteps seemed to 
get deliberately louder, almost as if someone was stomping to get our attention or scare us. When 
we looked up, however, we could see nothing and the footsteps would stop. I think it didn’t 
expect to see us there at that time of year and was heading toward one of the nearby ravines it 
wanted to use to get elsewhere. Due to the angle of the mountain slope and our position on the 
lake shore the creature was approaching nearly straight towards us on the other side of the lake. 
At one point it stopped and changed tactics. In addition to stomping, there was a loud crack of a 
small tree or large branch breaking. We would look up immediately and see nothing. All the 
noises were odd enough, but it was really unnerving to have something seemingly very large 
approach, purposely change behavior (in my opinion to intimidate us) and remain undetected. It 
had to know when we were going to look up. That meant it had to have excellent eyesight and 
observed knowledge of human behavior. It was playing with us, but not in a playful manner. It 
also had to have strategized to be in or near cover when it made the noises (stomping and/or 
breaking wood–-I have a theory about this that I will share below) so it could duck down. It also 
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could have been crawling along the ground already instead of having to duck. This would not 
explain the stomping. When we looked we saw no evidence of any trees moving from a break. 
  The apparent size of the break, the viewing conditions, and the proximity of the sounds 
should have made it easily discernible. Any known large animal doesn’t really care if it is seen 
and we expected to see a tree swaying, a log rolling, or an animal clamoring around. We saw no 
disturbances we had become accustomed to from other known creatures. Of the animals known 
to roam the area, few if any could make the heavy footsteps, except for maybe an adult moose, 
but I have never seen one anywhere near the area. A black bear could have made the breaks we 
heard as it went through the forest, but we would have spotted it with ease. 
  It continued to approach using the same tactics. We started to hear it approximately 3,000 
feet from our position. When we decided to vacate the area, it was no further than 600 feet from 
our front left flank. It was the thought of it outflanking us that made us decide to leave. The 
speed of its approach, the warning noises, its proximity, its lack of identification, and its obvious 
size added to our concern. The tipping point was that it was rapidly approaching the end of the 
lake and there were precious few obstacles between us and it. We did not leave the entire area, 
though. We walked up to the waterfalls located near the end of the lake, all the time looking into 
the forest for any sign of movement. The noises stopped as we picked up our stuff and left the 
lake edge for the waterfall. 

 Encounter Four 
 Albert Ostman’s Story Toba Inlet, British Columbia–1926 

 (As Told to John Green) 
 
 
  [Author’s note: This is the most important account to read and understand. I (the 
author of this book) met the elderly John Green at his house in May 2011 and was able to 
spend an afternoon with one of the finest people I have ever met. I spoke with John 
concerning the interviews with Albert Ostman. He vouched for the details of the encounter 
and told the story of the newspaper reporter who brought Ostman to him. The newspaper 
reporter stated, “If Ostman is lying, then I never met a man who told the truth.” Just 
before we left, John Green showed me a Morotopithecus lumbar vertebrae and I remember 
him saying to me, “You seem a smart man. If you think you can solve the puzzle then I 
suggest you start your search here,” and I wrote down ‘Moroto’ and traced a copy of the 
vertebrae. That day was the day I began writing this book. John Green also told me that 
Dr. Darius Swindler and the veterinarian in charge of primates at the Seattle Zoo were 
shocked at the micro-details of ape behavior that could only be gleaned from someone who 
had worked closely with great apes. John noted that prior to the 1950s, people thought the 
Sasquatch were a yet-to-be-discovered tribe of hairless Native Americans. Albert Ostman 
described something heretofore unclassified—massive human-shaped apes. Pay close 
attention to the detail in the following account; this is an entirely accurate description of a 
Sasquatch and the physiology described has been seen time and time again in the video 
record on our Facebook analysis page.] 
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  Albert Ostman’s Account (1924) 
 
  I have always followed logging and construction work. This time I had worked over one 
year on a construction job, and thought a good vacation was in order. British Columbia is famous 
for lost gold mines. One is supposed to be at the head of Toba Inlet—why not look for this mine 
and have a vacation at the same time? I took the steamship boat to Lund, British Columbia. From 
there I hired an old Indian to take me to the head of Toba Inlet. 
  This old Indian was a very talkative old gentleman. He told me stories about gold brought 
out by a white man from this lost mine. This white man was a very heavy drinker— he spent his 
money freely in saloons. But he had no trouble getting more money. He would be away a few 
days, then come back with a bag of gold. But one time he went to his mine and never came back. 
Some people said a Sasquatch had killed him. 
  At that time I had never heard of Sasquatch. So I asked what kind of an animal he called 
a Sasquatch. The Indian said, “They have hair all over their bodies, but they are not animals. 
They are people: big people living in the mountains. My uncle saw the tracks of one that were 
two feet long. One old Indian saw one over eight feet tall.” 
  I told the Indian I didn’t believe in their old fables about mountain giants. It might have 
been some thousands of years ago, but not nowadays. 
  The Indian said, “There may not be many, but they still exist.” 
  We arrived at the head of the inlet about 4:00 p.m. I made camp at the mouth of a creek. 
The Indian had supper with me, and I told him to look out for me in about three weeks. I would 
be camping at the same spot when I came back. 
  Next morning I took my rifle with me, but left my equipment at the camp. I decided to 
look around for some deer trail to lead me up into the mountains. On the way up the inlet I had 
seen a pass in the mountain that I wanted to go through, to see what was on the other side. I spent 
most of the forenoon looking for a trail but found none, except for a hogback running down to 
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the beach. So I swamped out a trail from there, got back to my camp about 3:00 p.m. that 
afternoon, and made up my pack to be ready in the morning. My equipment consisted of one 
.30-30 Winchester rifle, a special home-made prospecting pick with an axe on one end and a pick 
on the other. I had a leather case for this pick which fastened to my belt, also my sheath knife. 
  The storekeeper at Lund was co-operative. He gave me some cans for my sugar, salt, and 
matches to keep them dry. My grub consisted mostly of canned stuff, except for a side of bacon, 
a bag of beans, four pounds of prunes, six packets of macaroni and cheese, three pounds of 
pancake flour, six packets of Rye King hard tack, three rolls of snuff, one quart sealer of butter, 
and two one-pound cans of milk. I had two boxes of shells for my rifle. 
  The storekeeper gave me a biscuit tin. I put a few things in that and cached it under a 
windfall, so I would have it when I came back here waiting for a boat to bring me out. My 
sleeping bag I rolled up and tied on top of my pack sack, together with my ground sheet, small 
frying pan, and one aluminum pot. As my canned food was used, I would get plenty of empty 
cans to cook with. 
  The following morning I had an early breakfast, made up my pack, and started out up this 
hogback. My pack must have been at least 80 pounds, besides my rifle. After one hour, I had to 
rest. I kept resting and climbing all that morning. About 2:00 p.m. I came to a flat place below a 
rock bluff. There was a bunch of willow in one place. I made a wooden spade and started digging 
for water. About a foot down I got seepings of water, so I decided to camp here for the night, and 
scout around for the best way to get on from here. 
  I must have been up to near a thousand feet. There was a most beautiful view over the 
islands and the strait—tugboats with log booms, and fishing boats going in all directions. A 
lovely spot. I spent the following day prospecting round, but no sign of minerals. I found a deer 
trail leading towards this pass that I had seen on my way up the inlet. The following morning I 
started out early, while it was cool. It was steep climbing with my heavy pack. After a three 
hours climb, I was tired and stopped to rest. On the other side of a ravine from where I was 
resting was a yellow spot below some small trees. I moved over there and started digging for 
water. 
  I found a small spring and made a small trough from cedar bark and got a small amount 
of water, had my lunch, and rested there till evening. I made it over the pass late that night. 
  Now I had downhill and good going, but I was hungry and tired, so I camped at the first 
bunch of trees I came to. I was trying to size up the terrain—what direction I would take from 
here. Towards west would lead to low land and some other inlet, so I decided to go in a northeast 
direction. I had good going and slight down-hill all day. I must have made ten miles when I came 
to a small spring and a big black hemlock tree. 
  This was a lovely campsite. I spent two days here just resting and prospecting. The first 
night here I shot a small deer. 
  (Two days later) 
  I found an exceptionally good campsite. It was two good-sized cypress trees growing 
close together and near a rock wall with a nice spring just below these trees. I intended to make 
this my permanent camp. I cut lots of brush for my bed between these trees. I rigged up a pole 
from this rock wall to hang my packsack on, and I arranged some flat rocks for my fireplace for 
cooking. I had a really classy setup...and that is when things began to happen. 
  I am a heavy sleeper, not much disturbs me after I go to sleep, especially on a good bed 
like I had now. 
  Next morning I noticed things had been disturbed during the night. But nothing was 
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missing. I roasted my grouse on a stick for breakfast. 
  That night I filled up the magazine of my rifle. I still had one full box of 20 shells and six 
shells in my coat pocket. That night I laid my rifle under the edge of my sleeping bag. I thought a 
porcupine had visited me the night before and porkies like leather, so I put my shoes in the 
bottom of my sleeping bag. 
  Next morning my pack sack had been emptied out. Some one had turned the sack upside 
down. It was still hanging on the pole from the shoulder straps where I had hung it up. Then I 
noticed one half-pound package of prunes was missing. Also my pancake flour was missing, but 
my salt bag was not touched. Porkies always look for salt, so I decided it must be something 
other than porkies. I looked for tracks but found none. I did not think it was a bear, they always 
tear up and make a mess of things. I kept close to camp in case this visitor would come back. 
  I climbed up on a big rock where I had a good view of the camp, but nothing showed up. 
I was hoping it would be a porky, so I would get a good porky stew. These visits had now been 
going on for three nights... 
  This night it was cloudy and looked like it might rain. I took special notice of how 
everything was arranged. I closed my pack sack, I did not undress, I only took off my shoes, put 
them in the bottom of my sleeping bag. I drove my prospecting pick into one of the cypress trees 
so I could reach it from my bed. I also put the rifle alongside me, inside my sleeping bag. I fully 
intended to stay awake all night to find out who my visitor was, but I must have fallen asleep. 
  I was awakened by something picking me up. I was half asleep and at first I did not 
remember where I was. As I began to gather my wits, I remembered I was on this prospecting 
trip, and in my sleeping bag. 
  My first thought was it must be a snow slide, but there was no snow around my camp. 
Then it felt like I was tossed on horseback, but I could feel whoever it was, was walking. 
  I tried to reason out what kind of animal this could be. I tried to get at my sheath knife, 
and cut my way out, but I was in an almost sitting position, and the knife was under me. I could 
not get hold of it, but the rifle was in front of me, I had a good hold of that, and had no intention 
to let go of it. At times I could feel my packsack touching me, and could feel the cans in the sack 
touching my back. 
  After what seemed like an hour, I could feel we were going up a steep hill. I could feel 
myself rise every step. What was carrying me was breathing hard and sometimes gave a slight 
cough. Now I knew this must be one of the mountain Sasquatch giants the Indian told me about. 
  I was in a very uncomfortable position—unable to move. I was sitting on my feet, and 
one of the boots in the bottom of the bag was crossways with the hobnail sole up across my foot. 
It hurt me terribly, but I could not move. 
  It was very hot inside. It was lucky for me this fellow’s hand was not big enough to close 
up the whole bag when he picked me up—there was a small opening at the top, otherwise I 
would have choked to death. 
  Now he was going downhill. I could feel myself touching the ground at times and at one 
time he dragged me behind him and I could feel he was below me. Then he seemed to get on 
level ground and was going at a trot for a long time. By this time, I had cramps in my legs, the 
pain was terrible. I was wishing he would get to his destination soon. I could not stand this type 
of transportation much longer. 
  Now he was going uphill again. It did not hurt me so bad. I tried to estimate the distance 
and directions. As near as I could guess we were about three hours traveling. I had no idea when 
he started as I was asleep when he picked me up. 
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  Finally he stopped and let me down. Then he dropped my packsack, I could hear the cans 
rattle. Then I heard chatter—some kind of talk I did not understand. The ground was sloping so 
when he let go of my sleeping bag, I rolled downhill. I got my head out, and got some air. I tried 
to straighten my legs and crawl out, but my legs were numb. 
  It was still dark, so I could not see what my captors looked like. I tried to massage my 
legs to get some life in them, and get my shoes on. I could hear now there were at least four of 
them, they were standing around me, and continuously chattering. I had never heard of 
Sasquatch before the Indian told me about them. But I knew I was right among them. 
  But how to get away from them, that was another question? I got to see the outline of 
them now, as it began to get lighter, though the sky was cloudy, and it looked like rain, in fact 
there was a slight sprinkle. 
  I now had circulation in my legs, but my left foot was very sore on top where it had been 
resting on my hobnail boots. I got my boots out from the sleeping bag and tried to stand up. I 
found that I was wobbly on my feet, but I had a good hold of my rifle. 
  I asked, “What you fellows want with me?” Only some more chatter. 
  It was getting lighter now, and I could see them quite clearly. I could make out the forms 
of four people—two big and two little ones. They were all covered with hair and had no clothes 
on at all. 
  I could now make out mountains all around me. I looked at my watch. It was 4:25 a.m. It 
was getting lighter now and I could see the people clearly. 
  They look like a family, an old man, old lady, and two young ones, a boy and a girl. The 
boy and the girl seem to be scared of me. The old lady did not seem too pleased about what the 
old man dragged home. But the old man was waving his arms and telling them all what he had in 
mind. They all left me then. 
  I had my compass and my prospecting glass on strings around my neck. I tried to reason 
our location, and where I was. I could see now that I was in a small valley or basin of about eight 
or ten acres, surrounded by high mountains. On the southeast side there was a v-shaped opening 
about eight feet wide at the bottom and about 20 feet high at the highest point—that must be the 
way I came in. But how to get out? The old man was now sitting near this opening. 
  I moved my belongings up close to the west wall. There were two small cypress trees 
there, and I thought that would do for a shelter for the time being until I find out what these 
people wanted with me, and how to get away from there. I emptied out my packsack to see what 
I had left in food. All my canned meat and vegetables were intact and I had one can of coffee. 
Also three small cans of milk, two packages of Rye King hard tack, and my butter sealer half full 
of butter. But my prunes and macaroni were missing. Also my full box of shells for my rifle. I 
had my sheath knife but my prospecting pick was missing and my can of matches. I only had my 
safety box full and that held only about a dozen matches. That did not worry me—I could always 
start a fire with my prospecting glass when the sun was shining if I got dry wood. I wanted hot 
coffee, but I had no wood. I had a good look over the valley from where I was. The boy and girl 
were always watching me from behind some juniper bush. I decided there must be some water 
around here. The ground was leaning towards the opening in the wall. There must be water at the 
upper end of this valley, where there was green grass and moss along the bottom. 
  All my utensils were left behind. I opened my coffee tin and emptied the coffee in a 
dishtowel and tied it with the metal strip from the can. I took my rifle and the can and went 
looking for water. Right at the head under a cliff there was a lovely spring that disappeared 
underground. I got a drink, and a full can of water. When I got back the young boy was looking 
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over my belongings, but did not touch anything. On my way back I noticed where these people 
were sleeping: on the east side wall of this valley was a shelf in the mountain side, with 
overhanging rock, looking something like a big undercut in a big tree about ten feet deep and 30 
feet wide. The floor was covered with lots of dry moss, and they had some kind of blankets 
woven of narrow strips of cedar bark, packed with dry moss. They looked very practical and 
warm with no need of washing. 
  The first day not much happened. I had to eat my food cold. The young fellow was 
coming nearer me, and seemed curious about me. My one snuff box was empty, so I pushed it 
toward him. When he saw it coming, he sprang up quick as a cat, and grabbed it. He went over to 
his sister and showed her. They found out how to open and close it and spent a long time playing 
with it, then he trotted over to the old man and showed him. They had a long chatter. 
  Next morning, I made up my mind to leave this place if I had to shoot my way out. I 
could not stay much longer, I had only enough grub to last me till I got back to Toba Inlet. I did 
not know the direction but I would go down hill and I would come out near civilization some 
place. I rolled up my sleeping bag, put that inside my pack sack, packed the few cans I had, 
swung the sack on my back, injected the shell in the barrel of my rifle, and started for the 
opening in the wall. The old man got up, holding up his hands as though he would push me back. 
  I pointed to the opening. I wanted to go out. But he stood there pushing towards me, and 
said something that sounded like “Soka, soka.” I backed up to about 60 feet. I did not want to be 
too close, I thought, if I had to shoot my way out. A .30-30 might not have much effect on this 
fellow, it might make him mad. I only had six shells so I decided to wait. There must be a better 
way than killing him, in order to get out of there. I went back to my campsite to figure out some 
other way to get out. 
  I could make friends with the young fellow or the girl, they might help me, if only I could 
talk to them. Then I thought of a fellow who saved himself from a mad bull by blinding him with 
snuff in his eyes, but how would I get near enough to this fellow to put snuff in his eyes? So I 
decided next time I give the young fellow my snuff box to leave a few grains of snuff in it. He 
might give the old man a taste of it. 
  But the question is, in what direction would I go if I should get out? I must have been 
near 25 miles northeast of Toba Inlet when I was kidnapped. This fellow must have traveled at 
least 25 miles in the three hours he carried me. If he went west we would be near salt water 
(same thing if he went south), therefore he must have gone northeast. If I keep going south and 
over two mountains, I must hit salt water someplace between Lund and Vancouver. 
  The following day I did not see the old lady till about 4:00 p.m. She came home with her 
arms full of grass and twigs and of all kinds of spruce and hemlock as well as some kind of nuts 
that grow in the ground. I have seen lots of them on Vancouver Island. The young fellow went 
up the mountain to the east every day, he could climb better than a mountain goat. He picked 
some kind of grass with long sweet roots. He gave me some one day—they tasted very sweet. I 
gave him another snuff box with about a teaspoon of snuff in it. He tasted it, then went to the old 
man, who licked it with his tongue. They had a long chat. I made a dipper from a milk can (you 
can use them for pots too)—I cut two slits near the top of the can, then fashioned a handle from a 
tapered tree limb. I threw one over to the young fellow who was playing near my camp, who 
picked it up and showed it to the old man and once again they chattered.. Then he came to me, 
pointed at the dipper, then at his sister. I could see that he wanted one for her too. I had other 
peas and carrots, so I made one for his sister. He was standing only eight feet away from me. 
When I made the dipper, I dipped it in water and drank from it, and he was very pleased, almost 
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smiling at me. Then I took a chew of snuff, smacked my lips, and said, “That’s good.” 
  The young fellow pointed to the old man, said something that sounded like “Ook.” I got 
the idea that the old man liked snuff, and the young fellow wanted a box for the old man. I shook 
my head. I motioned with my hands for the old man to come to me. I do not think the young 
fellow understood what I meant. He went to his sister and gave her the dipper I made for her. 
They did not come near me again that day. I had now been here six days, but I was sure I was 
making progress. If only I could get the old man to come over to me, get him to eat a full box of 
snuff that would kill him for sure, and that way kill himself, so I wouldn’t be guilty of murder. 
  The old lady was a meek old thing. The young fellow was by this time quite friendly. The 
girl would not hurt anybody. Her chest was flat like a boy’s. I am sure if I could get the old man 
out of the way I could easily have brought this girl out with me to civilization. But what good 
would that have done? She would be kept in a cage for public display. I don’t think we have any 
right to force our way of life on other people, and I don’t think they would like it (nor would they 
like the noise and racket of a modern city any more than I do). 
  The young fellow might have been between 11-18 years old and about seven feet tall, 
maybe weighing about 300 pounds. His chest would be about 50-55 inches, his waist about 
36-38 inches. He had wide jaws, a narrow forehead that slanted upward round at the back about 
four or five inches higher than the forehead. The hair on their heads was about six inches long. 
The hair on the rest of their body was short and thick in places. The females’ hair on the forehead 
had an upward turn like bangs. .The old lady could have been between 40-70 years old. She was 
over seven feet tall and looked like she weighed about 500-600 pounds. She had very wide hips, 
and a goose-like walk. She was not built for beauty or speed. The man’s eyeteeth were longer 
than the rest of his teeth, but not long enough to be called tusks; he must have been near eight 
feet tall with a big barrel chest and big hump on his back and powerful shoulders—his biceps 
were enormous and tapered down to his elbows. His forearms were longer than common people 
have, but well proportioned. His hands were wide, with long, broad palms, and hollow like a 
scoop. His fingers were short in proportion to the rest of his hands, and his fingernails were like 
chisels. The only place they had no hair was inside their hands, the soles of their feet, and the 
upper part of their nose and eyelids. I never did see their ears, they were covered with hair 
hanging over them. 
  The man’s neck must have measured at least 30 inches. I have no idea what size shoes 
they would need. I was watching the young fellow’s foot one day when he was sitting down. The 
soles of his feet seemed padded like a dog’s foot, and the big toe was longer than the rest and 
very strong. In mountain climbing all he needed was footing for his big toe. They were very 
agile. To sit down they turned their knees out and came straight down. To rise they came straight 
up without the help of their hands or arms. I don’t think this valley was their permanent home. I 
think they move from place to place, as food is available in different localities. They might eat 
meat, but I never saw them eat meat, or do any cooking. 
  I think this was probably a stopover place and the plants with sweet roots on the 
mountain side might have been in season this time of the year; they seemed most interested in 
them. The roots had a very sweet and satisfying taste. They always seemed to do everything for a 
reason, wasting no time on anything they did not need. When they were not looking for food, the 
man and woman were resting, but the boy and the girl were always climbing something and 
moving around. They boy had a favorite position where he would take hold of his feet with his 
hands and balance on his rump, then bounce forward. The idea seemed to be to see how far he 
could go without his feet or hands touching the ground. Sometimes he made 20 feet. 
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  But what did they want with me? They must have understood I could not stay there 
indefinitely. I would soon have to make a break for freedom, not that I was mistreated in any 
way. One consolation was that the man was coming closer each day, and was very interested in 
my snuff, watching me when I took a pinch of snuff. He seemed to think it useless that I was 
only putting it inside my lips. 
  One morning after I had my breakfast both the old man and the boy came and sat down 
only ten feet away from me. This morning I had made coffee. I had saved up all the dry branches 
I found and I had some dry moss and I used all the labels from the cans to start a fire. I got my 
coffee pot boiling and it was strong coffee too, and the aroma from the boiling coffee was what 
brought them over. I was sitting eating hard tack with plenty of butter, and sipping coffee. I was 
smacking my lips pretending it was better than it really was. I set the can down that was about 
half full, intending to warm it up later. I pulled out a full box of snuff, took a big chew. Before I 
had time to close the box the old man reached for it. I was afraid he would waste it, and I only 
had two more boxes. So I held on to the box intending him to take a pinch like I had just done. 
Instead he grabbed the box and emptied it in his mouth, swallowing it in one gulp. Then he 
licked the box inside with his tongue. 
  After a few minutes his eyes began to roll over in his head, he was looking straight up. I 
could see he was sick. Then he grabbed my coffee can that was quite cold by this time, he 
emptied that in his mouth, grounds and all. That did no good. He stuck his head between his legs 
and rolled forwards a few times away from me. Then he began to squeal like a stuck pig. I 
grabbed my rifle. I said to myself, “This is it. If he comes for me I will shoot him plumb between 
his eyes.” But he started for the spring, he wanted water. I packed my sleeping bag in my pack 
sack with the few cans I had left. The young fellow ran over to his mother. Then she began to 
squeal. I started for the opening in the wall, and I just made it. The woman was right behind me. 
I fired one shot at the rock over her head. 
  I guess she had never seen a rifle fired before. She turned and ran inside the wall. I 
injected another shell in the barrel of my rifle and started downhill, looking back over my 
shoulder every so often to see if they were coming. I was in a canyon, and I made fast time; I 
must have made three miles in record time. I came to a turn in the canyon and I had the sun on 
my left, which meant I was going south, and the canyon turned west. I decided to climb the ridge 
ahead of me. I knew that I must have two mountain ridges between me and salt water and by 
climbing this ridge I would have a good view of this canyon so I could see if the Sasquatch were 
coming after me. I had a light pack and was making good time up this hill. I stopped soon after to 
look back to where I came from, but nobody followed me. As I came over the ridge I could see 
Mount Baker, then I knew I was going in the right direction. 
  I was hungry and tired. I opened my pack to see what I had to eat. I decided to rest here 
for a while. I had a good view of the mountain side, and if the man was coming I had the 
advantage because I was up above him. To get me he would have to come up a steep hill. And 
that might not be so easy after stopping a few bullets. I had made up my mind this was my last 
chance, and this would be a fight to the finish. I rested there for two hours, and it was 3:00 p.m. 
when I started down the mountain side. It was not too steep and there was not too much 
underbrush. 
  When I got near the bottom, I shot a big blue grouse. She was sitting on a windfall, 
looking right at me, only a hundred feet away. 
  I made it down the creek at the bottom of this canyon. I felt I was safe now. I made a fire 
between two big boulders and roasted the grouse. The next morning when I woke up, I was 
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feeling terrible. My feet were sore from dirty socks. My legs were sore, my stomach was upset 
from the grouse that I ate the night before. I was not too sure I was going to make it up that 
mountain. I finally made the top, but it took me six hours to get there. It was cloudy and visibility 
was about a mile. 
  I knew I had to go downhill. After about two hours I got down to the heavy timber and 
sat down to rest. I could hear a motor running hard at times, then stop. I listened to this for a 
while and decided the sound was from someone logging nearby. 
  I told them I was a prospector and was lost. I did not tell them I had been kidnapped by a 
Sasquatch, as they would probably have said I was crazy. 
  The following day I went down from this camp on Salmon Arm Branch of Sechelt Inlet. 
From there I got the Union Boat back to Vancouver. That was my last prospecting trip, and my 
only experience with what is known as the Sasquatch. From Sasquatch: The Apes Among Us, by 
John Willison Green (1978, Hancock House) 
 
 

 Encounter Five 
 The Tree Stand, West Virginia (1989) 

 
 
  [Author’s note: This is a wonderful account that describes the interaction between 
an adult male Sasquatch and his young son, who are accidentally observed in the 
mountains of West Virginia. Jeff Andersen extensively interviewed another “John” who 
had a similar 20-minute viewing of two Sasquatch within a few miles of this West Virginia 
location. The trail cam picture below, which we believe to be authentic, was taken in 
October of 2010, just ten miles from this spot. Note the tall upper lip (with a wide space 
between lip and nose) and nose that is hooded, a cone-shaped head, long arms, and nose 
almost obscured by the cheekbones. Every adaptation must make perfect sense when you 
consider why it is there. Auburn hair matches bark on trees and red is better than black 
for night stealth. Heavy brow, cranial keel and vault and cheekbones protect eyes and 
brain from tree impact. The nostrils should face down for swimming but the nose should be 
protected from breaking by being set between two heavy cheekbones.] 
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  This we believe is an authentic Sasquatch, approximately 7 to 7 1/2 feet tall. Taken 
near Greenbrier, WV., and submitted to Facebook/FingBigfoot. Note the great distance 
between upper lip and nose. This picture was taken within nine miles of the tree-stand 
encounter. 
 
  BFRO Report # 12,959 West Virginia 1989, Investigator Stephen Willis 
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  It happened in 1989 on a hunting trip in the middle region of West Virginia. We were on 
our yearly deer hunting trip in the remote mountainous area of Randolph County. I was about 24 
years old and was on leave from the military on the family hunting trip. My family and friends 
have hunted this area for many years and I was very comfortable and familiar with the area. The 
road back had not been traveled for years and the area was very washed out and overgrown with 
brush. It was about seven to eight miles back before we came to the impassable areas of the road 
and it was then that we geared up and proceeded on foot. I would estimate we had gone about 
another two to three miles on foot before we reached the crest of the mountain and decided to 
find our hunting spots. 
  The light had just begun to peek over the mountaintop when I cleared my spot and settled 
in. I had worked up a pretty good sweat during our steady pace up the mountain so it was not too 
long after sitting and listening to the first morning light waking up the rest of the forest I began 
to nod off to sleep. After going in and out a few times I decided to get up and move around a 
little to try to wake myself up. After about 20 minutes of walking around I stumbled on a very 
old wooden tree stand. Although I could tell it had been there for many years, I remember 
thinking it was in the best spot overlooking the very visible and open woods just under the crest 
of the hilltop. 
  Not too long after I ate the apples and oranges I had brought. After a while the warm 
morning sun took its toll on me and I nodded off again. A bad smell woke me right up. The 
forest was completely quiet around me and all I could think of is what the Hell is that awful 
smell? As I became more alert, I could hear a slight rustling below me and what I thought was 
some faint grunts and whines. I decided it was time to lean over and get a visual on it. It was 
about 25 feet below me on the slope and directly in front of the stand. It was not aware of my 
presence above it. It was about five feet tall with long dark, reddish-brown hair. The hair from its 
head down its body was of equal length, about 2-3 inches long. The hair went down its arms and 
hands as well as its feet. I saw it didn’t have claws but I could barely see fingernails and toenails 
like a human. Most of its hair was tangled and matted in spots as if it had wallowed on the 
ground or a tree or something. I watched it smelling the orange peels and apple core then tasting 
them. It looked around at one point as if to wonder where they may have come from. I wondered 
how long it would be before it became aware of my presence and what it would do when it did. 
  Then I heard a loud rustling coming down from the top of the hill, and I could tell 
something was coming at a pretty rapid speed. I saw the one below me turn and look in the 
direction of the noise. It froze for a few seconds almost like a statue. I could not see at this point 
what was coming down the hill. I was leaning to my right and looking down. I tried to move my 
eyes to the left but my view was blocked by the trees that were holding up my stand and partially 
by the full-brim hat I was wearing. I kept my eyes moving between the one below me and the 
direction of the disturbance coming down the hill. As it moved toward our position it began to 
make noises like I have never heard before. I would ordinarily not be able to describe the noise 
but I have read where other people have described it as a record being played backward; I would 
have to say that is a very close description. It was as if it were speaking a language but nothing 
like I have ever heard before. The one below me sprang to its feet and then moved about 15-20 
feet to the right of me. It moved very rapidly, kind of between a run and a leap, all on its feet 
though. It did not use its arms. It then started to bellow back at the one coming down the hill and 
it sounded almost like they were arguing. That is the impression that it left me with anyway. It 
wasn’t until the one above me came into clear view that I started to feeling very scared. 
  As it came into my immediate area it moved toward the first one and began to slow to 
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what seemed to be very cautious movements. Its attention seemed to move between the first 
creature and its surrounding area. I felt at this moment that it was alert to my presence. This 
second one was much larger than the first and it seemed very irritated. The bigger one was 
covered in very dark hair, almost black. It was very muscular and its arms were noticeably long. 
It stood with a slight bend but an upright posture. It had to be about eight to nine feet tall. It was 
much larger than a human. As these two creatures squabbled (communicated?) back and forth 
their gestures were extremely human-like. 
  I was under the impression that the larger of the two was scolding the smaller one. They 
moved about 40-50 feet to the right of me. At this point the larger one had its back to me and I 
could make out the facial features of the smaller one. It had very human-like features but a 
different nose. Hair covered most of its face but it was thin hair, not like the rest of it. Then the 
smaller creature spotted me because it went into a crouched and then squatting position and 
looked up in my direction. Their chattering began to quiet and then the larger one, with its back 
still to me, went into a squatting position for a few seconds. The smaller one then began to howl 
and bellow very loudly. The larger of the one, with its back still toward me began to howl very 
loud also. The larger creature then pushed the smaller one and the smaller one sprang to its feet 
and rapidly ran off across the hill to my right. It ran in long leaping strides and moved very fast 
like nothing I had ever seen. It didn’t look back. As the smaller one ran the larger one stood up 
and slowly turned toward me. It had its arm bent above its forehead as if it were shading or 
hiding its eyes. It stood very straight and tall and looked directly at my tree stand. All of the fear 
from before overcame me again and I prayed that thing did not try to come up my tree. I thought 
for an instant that I would yell at it, jerk, or jump and maybe frighten it away but I could not 
bring myself to move, I could not even bat an eye. I could feel my legs starting to shake and I 
became very hot all over. For an instant I thought I was going to pass out or become physically 
ill. For a brief moment it was looking right at my face. 
  From what I could see it had very large human-like eyes and very large, round nostrils. I 
could not make out lips because of the hair on its face but I would guess that they were thin lips 
because the hair did not stick out. It did not have much of a protruding mouth or jaw like an ape. 
It had a flat fairly face like a human. It put its arm to its side and began to look around. It 
swiveled at the hips and looked in every direction. After a quick glance back at me it then began 
to walk off in the direction the smaller one had gone. It did not run or act scared at all. It made 
very long howls as it walked and turned a few times and looked in my direction as it walked 
away. I watched it and listened until it became just a black figure moving through the woods. I 
could hear it howl and bellow for a few more minutes. 
  Then I heard what sounded like something beating a tree or log with a limb or stick or 
something. After about 30 minutes I decided that if it meant to do me harm, it sure had the 
chance, and it was probably safe to get down out of the tree stand. I made my way back toward 
my friend that I had left earlier that morning. I never even thought to check the ground for 
evidence or anything. After about an hour I walked up on my friend and could see his blaze 
orange through the trees. I very carefully made my way in his direction. As I approached him I 
could see that he was staring at me. He was sitting against some downed trees and he did not 
move a muscle. 
  As I walked closer to him I smiled and asked him if he had seen anything. He was very 
pale and I could tell he was a little scared and puzzled and then he answered to me that he was 
not sure what he had seen. I jokingly said, “You look like you saw a Bigfoot!” and he jumped to 
his feet and asked, “Did you see it?” I nodded to him, yes, then he began to tell me what he saw. 
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Apparently the larger creature had moved across the hill in front of him crashing through the 
trees about 40 to 50 yards away. He said at first he thought it was a bear but after observing it, he 
could plainly see that it was moving very fast and walking upright, like a man. I said we should 
try to track the two creatures but it really didn’t take too much for him to talk me out of it. This 
really happened, 16 years ago in Randolph County, West Virginia. 
 
 

 Encounter Six 
 Deer Hunter Encounters Two Huge, Auburn, 

 Ape-Like Creatures Fighting 
 
 
  [Author’s note: This is one of three published reports of Sasquatch fighting. This 
one is important because it shows that quadrupedal locomotion is substantially slower than 
bipedal. This is one of the reasons why humans are bipedal to this day. It was a 
disadvantage to the males to become fully quadrupedal in North America. Sasquatch males 
fight as individuals and all three observed instances occurred on mountain slopes. Jeff 
Andersen conducted a detailed interview with a man who witnessed two Sasquatch sitting 
in the middle of the road fifty yards apart and it appeared to him that they had just been 
fighting. He slowly drove by both. Sasquatch claim territory as individuals just as the 
General Theory would predict.] 
 
        Witness Observation 
    Occurred Fall 1985, Saline County Arkansas  
      (Submitted 10/7/2004 to Texas Bigfoot Conservancy) 
 
  The witness stated that he first heard deafening roaring, screaming and growling sounds 
from unknown animals on the forested mountain slope north of his concealed hunting location. 
He assumed the animals were bears. He heard tree limbs and brush cracking and breaking as the 
animals came closer to the opposite side of the clear-cut he was watching for deer. He saw the 
brush being shaken and bent and within a few seconds he saw two huge auburn-colored animals 
come rolling out into the open woods alongside the clear-cut. He estimated that they were about 
150 yards from his position. He stated they were wrestling, grappling and roaring as if in mortal 
combat. As he watched, they separated more than once and one of them would try to run away in 
quadrupedal fashion only to be run down and caught by the other as it traveled upright on two 
feet. 
  The witness said that each time the fleeing individual was caught, the two began 
wrestling and rolling on the ground again, all the while screaming and roaring. The fight 
continued down the mountain, just inside the wood line adjacent to the clear-cut and in clear 
view of the witness. The witness stated they were soon within 50 yards of him as they reached 
the the old logging road just above the point where he had earlier walked off it to conceal himself 
in a gap in a rock outcrop. At the point the animals reached the log road, the road crosses Rocky 
Branch. The moment the two reached the log road and branch, all of their previous sounds and 
actions ceased. Immediately one of the subjects turned to look up the log road and branch, and 
the other looked the opposite direction. One of them slowly scanned the woods in his vicinity, 
and looked directly at him. Within a split second, both stepped into the brush and vines in the 
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boulder-strewn branch bed and disappeared without another sound and without visible 
movement of the vegetation through which they passed. 
 
  Sounds 
  Roaring, screaming and growling. 
  Many people (including the field researcher submitting this report on behalf of the 
witness) claim to have heard similar sounds within this part of the national forest. The sounds 
range from those described above to loud, ape-like hooting sounds, whistles and sounds similar 
to, but louder than, grown men yelling. Some people have reported hearing daytime-feeding 
birds during the middle of the night. 
 
  Additional Observations 
  The witness stated the animals were ape-like in appearance and covered with 
reddish-brown hair, and that they were monstrous in size. He said he is over six tall and both 
these animals were nearly three feet taller. He said both appeared to have no neck but massive 
shoulder. Parts of their faces were hairless. Several other people have reportedly seen such 
animals in this general area during the past several years. 
 
  Time and Conditions 4:00 pm - Clear and cool. 
  Investigator's Comments 
  This interview was conducted as a result of a reported Bigfoot encounter that allegedly 
occurred about 8 miles NW of Paron in Saline County, Arkansas, in the fall of 1984 or 1985. 
  The witness, a former police officer, is a life-long hunter. He said that he attends church 
regularly and he is apparently highly regarded by his peers and neighbors. He indicated that he 
used neither alcohol nor drugs. The witness stated that he was dumbfounded by what he saw 
during this incident. He had no idea that such animals existed. Although he claimed that he was 
no coward (and his reputation within the community supports that assertion), he said that the 
subjects' appearance, actions and sounds terrified him. He said he had never been so afraid in his 
life. He concluded that one shot from his muzzle loader would not be worth much if the animals 
charged him. 
  He was greatly relieved when they disappeared into the brush. He said he thought the 
animals smelled him as they approached his back-trail. He said he was amazed that two such 
large animals could so quickly and quietly disappear into the underbrush in the creek bed with no 
detectable movement of the foliage. 
 
 

 Encounter Seven 
 Witness of Young Sasquatch in Profile and Straight-On 

 
 
  [Author’s note: Here is one of the hundreds of encounters submitted to the Bigfoot 
research social network. This one is unique because of the close inspection of a very young 
Bigfoot as a car slowly drives by. It is truly rare that this observer happens to be a trained 
artist. His skill has come in handy. After his initial contact we interviewed the poster and 
then, realizing his background, asked him to do a sketch. He had no idea of the existence of 
this book or the theories behind it. We were blown away by the detail in profile in 
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particular. Note the human nose and backward slope to the forehead. This can help us peg 
at what stage of maturity our body plan might be. If this Sasquatch is maybe forty inches 
tall standing, it might be two or three years of age and has already begun to develop a 
backward slope from the brow ridge.] 
 

   

  
 
  This is a drawing of a young Sasquatch seen in 180 degrees. Note the human nose, 
tall upper lip, flat face and forehead that slopes slightly backward. 
 
  Witness Observation 
  My name is Michael, I am 48 years old and I live in Pennsylvania in a suburb outside of 
Philadelphia. The reason I am writing to you is because back in 1978-79 when I was about 14-15 
years old, I was riding with my mother in the Pocono Mountains along the back roads. I cannot 
remember exactly which road, but we had been visiting a plot of land that my parents owned 
near Bush Kill Falls. It was early fall and late afternoon around 2-3pm, as we were coming 
around this small bend in the road, I just happen to look to the right out my side window. I 
noticed an animal sitting close to the road about 10 feet in from the road’s edge. It looked to me 
like a small white baby "gorilla-ish"-looking animal? I watched it as we made the turn but lost 
sight of it as we kept going down the slope of the road. I will never forget what I saw, my mother 
never saw it and I did not say anything to her, plus I never mentioned this to anyone. At first I 
thought it was one of those big stuffed toys someone threw out a window and I stared at this 
thing once it caught my eye. 
  The head was moving slow and looked to one side as we went past so I knew it was 
alive... I am an artist and I have always had a good memory and I pay attention to detail. This 
animal had white gray hair/fur all over, like I said it was sitting on the ground so I only saw the 
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upper torso. The face had no fur at all but the eyes were big and brown, the skin around the face 
and nose looked fleshy-pink. I kept thinking maybe somebody’s pet white gorilla got out? I have 
not told anyone about this until now, ever since my little encounter I have always been fascinated 
by Bigfoot. I know what I saw and it does not make sense even as I try to explain this to you, but 
I just wanted to share this with others who would understand... 
  Thanks for your time, Michael 

  Chapter Five: 
 Our Experience in the Bogs of Northern Minnesota (2007 to 2012) 

 
 
    Two sites in Northern Minnesota, 190 miles apart. 
 Site #1 Bog in Northern Minnesota 
 
  This first Minnesota site is fairly famous for sightings by scores of people in a swampy 
unbuildable area. 
  In hindsight we were very fortunate to go to a location that was a very active area, a 
five-mile-by-ten-mile bog west of Duluth. What happened there inspired the 
Facebook/Findbigfoot and this book. Because we have likely been very, very close. This event 
was important in the creation of the theory behind this book. I did not see the Sasquatch but I 
have no other explanation for what happened. For my part I am a pretty smart guy, but I was 
bested not once but three times by a Sasquatch in the middle of that bog in northern Minnesota. I 
will tell the story so you can understand how a Sasquatch can strategically maneuver and plan. 
You can’t catch a Sasquatch; it would be like a two-year-old trying to catch an NFL football 
player. Physically and mentally we are no match. 
  It was September 2009. Jeffrey Anderson had gone to get dinner at base camp and had 
left me (Jack) and a real Bigfoot field expert to set up the camera gear on a peninsula with a bog 
on one side and a small lake on the other. It was about 8 p.m. but there was still enough light to 
work. We were on our hands and knees on a tarp so we would not lose any equipment in the 
brush. This was the third day so when Jeff returned with the sloppy Joes, he slowly rolled the 
black Suburban up within a few feet of us. As he approached, three extraordinarily loud sounds 
of wood being cracked onto a tree sounded off within fifty yards. We were shocked because we 
knew no human could be there but the sounds were very precise and escalating in their pitch, and 
we knew they were being intentionally made by something very strong. 
  At first, we felt that the warning knocks were meant to warn another Sasquatch that the 
truck had unexpectedly returned. But after careful consideration of the sighting record and the 
stealth and ability of the Sasquatch on two successive evenings, we realized that we’d read the 
knocks incorrectly. Each knock was progressively louder and higher in pitch. Trying to duplicate 
it was impossible. 
  I began to think about how it would be to think via the maximum distance rather than our 
human social communication method. This was a difficult process that is difficult to explain. But 
it made much more sense that the Sasquatch were monitoring and observing what was the 
deepest and most remote encampment, closest to their home in the bog. And that the natural state 
of humanity is to minimize their potential exposure rather than to keep a certain measure of 
distance. 
  It took us a very long time to understand that the Sasquatch was not warning other 
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Sasquatch to the presence of the car but was warning us to get out of the way of the car: it was 
worried enough that we would be injured that it gave up what it valued most, its strategic 
position! Also it is likely that Sasquatch are inherently empathetic to promote their deep family 
ties. 
  Jeff left with the field researcher while I continued kneeling down assembling the night 
vision equipment. I heard no sounds but noticed that the hair across my shoulders and the back of 
my neck was standing completely on end. I had never felt that before. Later that night I got a 
thermal image of a what looks to be a head peeking from behind a tree near the ground and very 
close by. 
  That next night it had had its fill of us and as we walked to our tent along this peninsula, 
we received the rare pleasure of hearing a tree pushed down in the forest. What did we do? We 
had no lights, so we dove in our tent! We were forty-year-old men with eight children between 
us. That night, rocks were lightly tapped on either side of our tent. There was no person who did 
this (or could have) and we know of no other creature that can do such a thing. The next morning 
it was clearly time to leave. 
  Exactly one year later, we went back and began doing whoops and knocks at the same 
location. It had been a year of absolute wonder. At one point I heard a very human-like splash 
from the lake on one side of the peninsula. If I am an expert at one thing it might be the sound of 
a person entering and exiting the water. My suspicions were confirmed the next day when we 
followed the path it took from the water’s edge to its hiding position; the sheer number of 
branches it broke to clear this path was amazing, yet it had moved with almost complete silence. 
Even at the time, we knew it would be stealthy, and my research partner saw a shadow against 
the horizon as we tracked its movement. The loudest noise we heard was a small “tick” every 
minute or so; later, we had a stick thrown and a stone thrown at us. We had tracked it to a 
location and knew generally where it was, but still felt it was just a guess. 
  The next day, we followed the track and found that it had snipped and bent fifty little 
branches so that it could move silently through the impossibly thick brush. Looking at the 
footprints, the size of the trackway, and the sheer size of the area it had tromped down was 
mind-blowing. It made an impression where it sat down in the brush that looked like a horse. 
How an animal that large could be so smart and so stealthy was incredible. 
  The next day, Jeff and I went to a location that strategically looked to be dense enough 
and remote enough to be a daylight lair. We stood there and asked ourselves, “Now what do we 
do?” So I attempted a classic Bigfoot whoop location call, which is the equivalent of “Where are 
you?” We were hoping to see if I could trigger a reply knock saying, “I am here.” Before I could 
finish the call the loudest tree-knock imaginable sounded off, as if saying, “I am very big” and 
“nobody respond to this man’s call.” 
  I learned five important things from this area. 
  1. Sasquatch had to swim to approach the location and therefore had swimming 
adaptations that humans also have, breath-holding and a hooded nose. This was important to me. 
  2. In some way I was much dumber than this hairy creature. 
  3. This Sasquatch tried to communicate the danger of us being run over by the truck. 
  4. Sasquatch can see in the dark, can maneuver nearly silently in the dark and, amazingly 
enough, hide even when it’s dark. 
  5. To solve this mystery it would take a thought experiment and the world must make 
infinitely more sense with a Sasquatch than without, just as in Galileo’s conclusion from 
witnessing the swinging lamp. 
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  What had started out as a fun weekend had turned very weird. Jeff,on the other hand 
came away from the events and said, “If we can’t catch Bigfoot maybe the Internet can,” and 
started the social network Facebook/FindBigfoot and the job of curating all the incoming data. 
  This second Minnesota site is 190 miles north near the Canadian border and is the site of 
the longest Bigfoot trackway ever found, as well as multiple reported interactions. The creature 
at this location has never been seen, but the size of the massive rocks it has thrown, its feces, 
footprints and possible lair have all been viewed. I asked another researcher to draft a synopsis of 
the events at this location. 
  Site #2 Canadian/Minnesota Border, 2007-2012 
  Like most people, I have always enjoyed getting away from the busy city life as often as I 
can afford. In 2003 I had the chance to tag along on a trip to a remote cabin located many miles 
from the urbanized world. When I first heard about its location I thought, It’s where? The area is 
located along the Minnesotan and Canadian border, east of International Falls. The cabin is many 
miles from any other man-made structure, including roads, which made it difficult to reach. At 
certain times of the year you can snowmobile roughly twenty miles to reach it. In the summer it 
is possible to reach by traveling the same distance over water. Though it was difficult to reach 
the cabin, I knew I would be making the trip back up there more times. Since that first trip I have 
pushed further into the thick forest than most people would ever care to, and the reason I do it is 
significant. 
 
  Summer 2007 
  During the summer of 2007 a very small group of us came across a beaver dam holding 
back a small pond. At the time we thought it would be fun to open up a small portion of the dam 
and let the pond trickle out. Unintentionally, the trickle quickly grew uncontrollable and the 
entire pond drained in minutes. The next day we canoed back over to see the aftermath and to 
our surprise we found an unexpected gift atop one of the trampled trees that formerly held the 
dam in place. Sitting on the downed tree was a solid piece of feces, shapes like a human’s, only 
dump was huge! We laughed at this discovery though we were unsure what could have left 
excrement with proportions that easily matched three soda cans stacked upon each other. For 
years it was just an entertaining story. 
 
  February 2010 
  We loaded up the snowmobiles and visited the area in the winter. The conditions at the 
time were very icy for snowmobiles, and if you know how liquid-cooled snowmobiles work, 
then you know long stretches of icy trails are trouble. To prevent overheating the sleds, we 
would often leave the trail in search of snowdrifts along the edge of the lake, and then run the 
machines through the powder until cooled. It was on one of these side trips to the edge of the 
lake where we noticed something had caused an avalanche along a steep hillside. When we 
reached the shoreline we noticed that whatever had caused the avalanche had also made a trench 
through the deep drift along the edge of the lake and the base of the hill. The whole situation 
seemed unnatural and it piqued my curiosity. 
  When we reached the trench we immediately started to look for the tracks of whatever 
had made the trail, but to our surprise the deep trench was packed in so well that no tracks from 
any animal could be discerned. Two of us began to follow the trench from the side of the lake as 
it leads up the hill. As we followed the trail it became exceedingly difficult, eventually leading 
straight up an eight-foot vertical rock face. I was impossibly puzzled as to what could have been 
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climbing this cliff. What animal in the area would leap eight feet straight up in the snow on a 
cliff? With a great deal of teamwork, the two of us reached the top of the hill and followed the 
trail a little further into the forest. What we discovered still causes my heart to skip a beat. 
  Under the thick canopy of the pine trees were piles of animal remains, each type of 
animal sorted into its own pile. We for sure saw the remains of rabbits, deer, and squirrels. The 
condition of the animals was gruesome; each and every one of them had been mangled and 
almost entirely eaten. We knew right away that we did not want to be around to see what had 
caused such destruction, so we quickly left. 
  For years I have wondered what could have possibly done what I saw. To avoid being 
thought of as crazy I either didn’t tell people about the discovery, or I said it was made by a lynx, 
although I knew full well that as capable as a cat might be, it could not have done what I saw. 
  It wasn’t until 2011 that the pieces of the puzzle started to come together. I came to the 
realization that a man I had known for years had a secret identity—that he was also Jack Barnes 
and the famous “Bigfoot” from the Facebook/Findbigfoot site. Somehow the conversation came 
up and there would be no going back. The creature has since been confirmed without a doubt to 
be a Sasquatch. 
  That spring we began our investigation in the area and over the course of a year we have 
had three more encounters. The first thing we had to do was revisit the cliff, although I was 
pretty nervous about going back there. Upon returning we noticed that there were absolutely no 
remains of what used to be piles of dead animals, not one bone anywhere. As we walked back 
into the woods we made an awesome discovery: sitting in a small depression on the top of the 
hill was an elaborate den made from trees. The trees were hand broken and placed together into a 
sort of triangular shelter, with walls so thick I could not see through them. The area inside the 
shelter was spacious and well protected from the elements. 
  We checked the area for hair and other evidence but nothing else turned up. While we 
were revisiting the location we came to the realization that what we were looking at was a 
hunting outpost, or blind. This Sasquatch had made a seemingly easy-to-follow trail in the deep 
snow at the base of the hill. Other animals would use the trail until it led straight into the steep 
rock face. It was pretty clear that the Sasquatch was having no trouble jumping down on the 
unsuspecting animal, killing it, and then bringing it back up the hill and away from the trap to 
ensure that the next animal would also be unsuspecting. The realization of the intelligence 
needed to formulate such a plan was profound. 
  Later in the year, we would have our most frightening encounter. As the sun set on a 
summer night we could see the stars as clear as ever. Every so often we could see a satellite pass 
over and we would attempt to point it out to each other. If you have ever done the same, then you 
know it takes a little bit of effort to get someone else to see a satellite that you have spotted. So 
to make things easier we grabbed a huge spotlight and began aiming it at the satellites as they 
passed over, creating an easily visible light beam into the dark sky. This continued until midnight 
when we decided to call it a night. 
  My brother left the dock first and headed up to the cabin in the woods. As he stepped off 
the dock and onto the shore, we all heard a strange noise whistling through the air followed by a 
loud splash at the end of the dock. Scared to death, he ran back out onto the dock with the rest of 
us. Only seconds later, we heard the noise coming through the air again, then splash! We sat 
motionless, trying to stay calm, but we all knew the reality: we were very much alone in the 
woods, at night, unarmed and completely unable to defend ourselves. Nobody thought anything 
would ever come right up to the cabin. Occasionally, we shone the light into the thick woods, 
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trying to see what was throwing stuff at us, but we saw nothing. We sat quietly for twenty 
minutes, hoping what we knew to be a Sasquatch would just leave, like they usually do. After the 
long wait we began the walk up to the cabin, all lights on full blast! As we walked up we made 
the mistake of feeling safe enough to walk over to where the sound had come from in an attempt 
to see footprints. 
  Stepping no more than ten feet off the cabin trail, we heard the sound of a rock whistling 
through the air from farther back in the woods, this time hitting tree limbs on the way as it flew 
over our heads and landed behind us. We ran for it! We locked all of the cabin doors, fired up the 
generator, and turned on all the lights, but we never did see it. In the morning we looked for 
tracks, but the ground was not the sort to leave any type of impression. 
 
  March 2012 
  By this time I had learned to keep bear mace and a good camera with me at all times. We 
were on snowmobiles again, trying to get as far from humans as possible. After more than a 
thousand miles of searching, we came across the footprints of a lifetime. We had to travel over 
six large beaver dams as well as invent some creative land portages to get there as well as trudge 
through thirty inches of snow, but we found them. Along the way we saw the tracks of every 
other animal in the area several times over, but when we found what we were looking for, I had 
to shout, “Sasquatch tracks!” In all I followed the prints on foot through the deep snow for 
approximately three miles, determined to find where they came from, but as I followed the tracks 
south in the direction they came from, they eventually ended. I could not figure out how a trail 
could just start out of the blue in the woods. 
  I would later review the video and realize that the Sasquatch had come out of the trees. 
After deliberation on-site as to how the tracks got started I began following them in the direction 
they went for an additional two miles. At one point the trail circled, leading me back the way I 
came for a short bit before moving on. As I followed the tracks, what I found to be very strange 
was that the creature would always side-step along the downed trees. It would walk to every one 
and then along it, changing its course in order to side-step along the snow covered fallen tree. I 
think this was to throw off pursuers. I also noticed that the Sasquatch would break small braches 
habitually as it walked. Eventually I was exhausted to a dangerous extent and began the two-mile 
hike back, never finding where it had gone. 
 
  Here is a link to a fifteen-minute clip of the three-mile trackway: 
http://bit.ly/YAS-Minnesota-Tracks 
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 Chapter Six: 
 The History of Evidence Revealing Profound Detail and 

Morphology 
 
 
  Likely the most interesting part of the Sasquatch story is the preponderance of evidence 
without the acknowledgement of their existence. This chapter is meant to be a quick review of 
the overwhelming efforts to classify them as a species by those who have been witnesses to their 
presence in the last century. We began a project to curate all of the data—maybe 3,000 pictures 
and 40,000 accounts, and all in one place. Then we realized that there was no one who actually 
was enough of an authority to know what was real and what was not. 
  I had spent a portion of my life as a competitive swimmer and had coached a few kids as 
well. I knew how to identify talent by arm length, knowing precisely how long arms and feet 
needed to be. Height was an advantage in swimming and when I actually viewed the Patterson 
Gimlin film as part of the effort to curate the video record I realized that the arms were 
impossibly long, much longer than the longest swimmer. My arm span is almost seven feet and I 
am six feet, three inches tall, which was excellent for swimming. The creature in this one video 
had an arm span maybe 2 feet longer than mine and the fingers moved. It could not be a hoax. 
We assembled a morphological list and began a vigorous process to validate what was real by 
careful review of the current body of evidence. 
  Let me take you through the efforts to classify these creatures by researchers over the 
years. 
  Footprints 
 
  The first effort was made to find and cast footprints. Hundreds of thousands have been 
found in every forested state in America. Efforts were made to document and cast the footprints 
have been made. In Pocatello, Idaho, there are a few hundred casts in Dr. Jeff Meldrum’s office. 
Dr. Meldrum is an associate professor of Anatomy and Anthropology and adjunct associate 
professor of the Department of Anthropology at Idaho State University. He is also an affiliate 
curator of Vertebrate Paleontology at the Idaho Museum of Natural History and an expert in foot 
morphology and locomotion in primates. It is hard to imagine how big a Sasquatch footprint is 
until you see a cast in person. 
  Here are some of the hundreds if not thousands of pictures, footprints and casts submitted 
to our Facebook site over the years. Of particular notice are the cripple casts held by Rene 
Danhinden in the collage. These were part the Bossburg trackway showing a common birth 
condition called club foot which is found in 1 in 500 humans births. The bones are disfigured in 
the exact same way as in human. As Dr. Grover Krantz said, “Only an absolute expert would 
have known how to produce such an accurate impression and unusual trackway.” 
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  This is a collage taken from the thousands of Bigfoot casts taken throughout the 
United States since the early 1950s. Notice that the big toe is fully migrated, unique 
amongst great apes. It is highly doubtful that this happened in the presence of any 
horizontal gene flow. (Google Image search and FB/FB submissions) 
 
  Quantifying and Graphing Those Footprints 
 
  In the few weeks before this book was published, a set of 122 footprints was found 
outside of London, Oregon, and a 6,000-step track was found in the snow near Fort Francis, 
Ontario. Amazingly enough, both trackways feature an in-line step (covered in depth in Book 
Two) and footprints larger than the largest human’s on the planet. In an effort to show this, Dr. 
Henner Fahrenbach began compiling records and creating graphs showing the distribution of the 
length and width of tracks, including a growth chart of an individual young Sasquatch as it grows 
year after year. As you will see, the graphs represent a Gaussian distribution and are indicative of 
a living, breathing population. A poster to our Facebook site relayed how Dr. Fahrenbach was 
not permitted to show this data at primatology conferences. 
  Without the General Theory of Adaptation and the knowledge of self-domestication, one 
would think that the Sasquatch is just pure fantasy, instead of pure necessity. All the proof in the 
world means nothing until you are able to quantify it, curate it into one place and explain why 
the world makes infinitely more sense with a Sasquatch than without. 
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  These graphs are from the 1998 study, “Sasquatch: Size and Scaling.” Using 
thousands of sightings and hundreds of casts, he determined that shockingly there is a 
living population represented by a Gaussian (bell shaped) distribution. (Fahrenbach 1998) 
 
  Recording the Detailed Descriptions of Eyewitnesses 
  The next stage of proof began with John Green in the 1960s when he started the first 
formal database of Sasquatch sightings. Green cataloged the location, time, date, physical 
characteristics like hair color, height, and approximate weight, as well as the actions observed. 
This database of 4,000 sightings is invaluable in learning how these massive creatures can exist 
and are able to hide so well. The Bigfoot Field Researchers Organization has received over 
30,000 reports since the group was founded by Matt Moneymaker in the mid-1990s. It is an 
endless treasure trove of morphology (physical features) and behavior of the Sasquatch. There 
are maybe 300 different good sites on the subject and it is safe to say that there are at least 
another 10,000 reports among them as well as hundreds of articles and research. 
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  Mapping Those Eyewitness Reports 
  The next great accomplishment was to map each one of these sightings onto a 
geographical map. A number of efforts in concert have been put forth to catalog the exact 
location of all investigated sightings. The result showed something truly remarkable—Sasquatch 
occupies strategically significant areas of forest throughout North America. When you correlated 
rainfall, fresh water, bogs, swamps and heavily forested mountains, the sighting record matched 
almost perfectly. As Matt Moneymaker, lead researcher for the Bigfoot Field Researchers 
Organization, said, “It is not WHO people are that see a Sasquatch but WHERE they are.” It 
raised a great question, How could something be so large, so smart, and be thinly distributed 
across an entire continent? 

   

  
 
  Note the three sighting distribution maps correlate to the forest cover of North 
America (lower left). Sasquatch are very sparsely distributed throughout North America, 
operating at a great advantage to modern social humans in the forest. 
 
  The answer to the wide distribution can only be that Sasquatch are not as thinly 
distributed as once thought but rather are strategic geniuses. Sasquatch are likely afraid of one 
thing more than anything else—another Sasquatch—hence hiding is key to their survival. For 
very good reasons male Sasquatch have almost never been seen together but are always seen in 
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single family groups. In the only detailed sightings of two adult male Sasquatch together, 
Arkansas (1995) and Washington (1944 and 1969), the two males were in pitched battle. So 
Sasquatch likely compete for the most strategic spots that have all of the things needed to 
survive. If you look at the upper right-hand corner of the California map of sightings, you will 
notice that forest, water and a point of extreme strategic significance like a mountain or steep 
ridge line is needed for habitat. 
 
  Eyewitness Sketches 
  The next great effort to understand the Sasquatch has been to document the face and body 
characteristics of a Sasquatch through drawings made by witnesses of what they saw during an 
encounter. Many people have post-traumatic stress disorder after a sighting and need to tell 
someone but also feel it is vital for science and other witnesses to share the exact details of their 
encounters. My best guess is that only about one in fifty sightings is actually reported and 
investigated. Predictably, people don’t report their experiences because they fear being ridiculed, 
being ostracized, or their reputation being sullied or destroyed. The Internet has aided greatly in 
this effort, allowing anonymity for real, normal people to give their accounts. Our Facebook 
page and the audio interviews done by Jeffrey Andersen have been helpful to many eyewitnesses 
who are telling their stories publicly for the first time. 

     
 
  Notice the brow ridge and the skull that slopes directly backward. The cranial keel 
and vault gives a point to the top of the head. A significant percentage of modern humans 
have the remnants of this ridge. (Sent to or posted to FB/FB.) 
 
  Proof via Photographic Evidence 
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  Photographic evidence is a very interesting phenomenon. The sheer enormity of the 
number of photos and the diversity of color and size makes it hard to believe that there are only a 
few of these creatures roaming around. The other great problem with taking a picture of an 
arboreal animal is that it is always out of focus because the camera focuses on the trees in the 
foreground. Below is a compilation of the “Face of Bigfoot.” Notice the tall upper lip and the 
smaller, human- type nose directly between two larger cheekbones on all of the subjects. Can a 
photo be enough evidence to prove existence? The answer is no. Unfortunately the credibility of 
photographs has been destroyed because the case has been so tainted by horror movies, spooky 
television shows and the skill of special effect artists. The serious subject of Bigfoot cannot even 
be brought up seriously in conversation amongst friends, much less at a primatology conference. 

   

  
 
  These are some of the hundreds of pictures and scores of videos from the social 
network. These are a few that show the “face of Bigfoot.” Notice the heavy brow, cranial 
keel and vault, human nose higher on the face, tall upper lip, backward slope to face. (Sent 
to FB/FB.) 
 
  Efforts to Record Bigfoot Howls, Whistles and Speech 
  There are an estimated 500 audio recordings of Sasquatch in the wild using whoops, 
howls and even a very fast and deep Samurai-type speech since Morehead and Berry began 
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recording in 1972 in the high Sierra Mountains of California. Here are a few videos that feature 
those sounds. 
 
  #1 http://bit.ly/YAS-Howls 
  #2 http://bit.ly/YAS-Speech 
 
  Efforts to Explain Sasquatch with Books, Movies and TV Shows 
  There are so many books and documentaries on the subject written by decent men like 
Dr. John Bindernagel, John Green, Rene Dahinden, Dr. Jeff Meldrum, Loren Coleman, 
Christopher Noël, and dozens of others. Each has attempted to prove the phenomenon, all 
making the case yet falling short, because they cannot explain why the world makes more sense 
with a Sasquatch than without. Likely, Christopher Noël has come the closest in describing a 
clever and ingenious human Sasquatch, but even he cannot relate it to the rest of the animal 
world. All miss the key fact that we are in the process of getting dumber, not smarter. Without 
that perspective it is impossible to comprehend that any animal could be strategically more 
intelligent than ourselves. 

     
 
  Here are twenty of the many books that detail the morphology and behavior of 
Sasquatch through the sighting and research record. Once people have a Bigfoot 
experience they are forever changed. (Google and Amazon) 
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 Chapter Seven: 
 The Video Evidence Revealing Profound Detail and Morphology 

 
 
  At one point, we (FB/FB) theorized that Bigfoot could be discovered by a ten-year-old 
boy with a cheap high definition camera in his backyard. Even better is that this actually 
occurred in Georgia in 2010! (Well, he was eleven; see video #16 below.) In fact, there is likely 
enough evidence now to prove Bigfoot’s existence. The 75 authenticated videos show the same 
type of creature again and again, one that is extremely shy and extremely capable in the forest. 
  The problem is that it is fun and funny for people to hoax and run around in a monkey 
suit copying the Patterson/Gimlin film of 1967. So there needs to be discernment as to what is 
real and what is not. A group of volunteers are constantly searching for and evaluating, adding, 
and deleting the videos, by importance, by authenticity, and by what we can learn from each of 
them. The most important of these videos may be Florida researcher Tim Fasano’s #10 blinking 
eye video. It shows a researcher focusing on a tree after hearing a tiny sound. It is a Sasquatch: 
unbelievably smart and skilled at hiding. Fasano is a taxi driver in Tampa and a colorful 
individual who posted a video, only to have an unnamed person analyze it and find a Sasquatch 
hiding in a bush, blinking its eyes and moving its fingers! It knows what Fasano is thinking. It is 
a man-shaped ape, self-aware enough to perceive Tim’s perspective. It is the daylight version of 
the #2 “Woodpile Sasquatch” thermal footage. It is quite a Eureka! when one sees it. 
  We agree with researcher/author Christopher Noël that there could be in theory up to 
50,000 Sasquatch (likely much fewer) very sparsely distributed in single-family groups 
throughout North America. Some may even habituate near humans, from the tip of Alaska to the 
bottom of Florida, North America is a big place. The idea that there are hidden tribes that will 
eventually be discovered by science is the only way to explain the sheer number of sightings in 
every state of the USA (save Hawaii) and every province of Canada. There has never been so 
much food supply as there is today, abundant wildlife, native plants, and crops. 
  The choice is clear: our great ancestor is not a stupid ape but a nocturnal proto-human 
with a thousand times our skill to hunt and hide in the forests. 
  Christopher Noël advanced the habituation theory and has written extensively on the 
subject (see videos #2 and #25 on our list, and Noël’s outstanding new book, Sasquatch in Focus 
2012). The #2 “Woodpile Sasquatch” thermal video shows exactly what a Sasquatch 
is—nocturnal, curious, stealthy and incredibly smart. The Patterson/Gimlin film shows a 
Sasquatch walking away and it is misleading. What people fail to realize is that after she was out 
of sight “Patty” ran, increasing her stride from five to over ten feet. This demonstrates strategic 
intelligence: She was hiding her true speed. 
  They swim, fish, hunt, talk, think strategically, have tightly knit family groups, and live 
their lives hiding in mountains, forests, swamps, rivers and bogs of North America Swimming 
and bipedalism were a prerequisite for survival. Hiding in forests is their great survival 
mechanism, giving them dominion over the food chain when humans are not present. A 
Sasquatch will hide within two seconds after being seen. Most of these videos show adult males 
but a few females, adolescents, and young ones have also been filmed. A Sasquatch must make a 
rare strategic mistake, and a human must be very lucky, for a successful filming to occur. 
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  Christopher Noël and Dr. Jeff Meldrum are both in the top 5 researchers on the 
FB/FB top 100 list. Meldrum is shown with a 3D model of Patty (from the Patterson/Gimlin 
film); notice the inline step and brow ridge and cranial keel and vault. Meldrum has held 
that this species is closer to ape than to human. Noël believes that Sasquatch are not apes 
but very smart forest primates genetically much closer to humans than to apes. 
 
  With these principles in mind, the FB/FB network began looking through and cataloging 
the roughly ten thousand self-published (YouTube) videos by researchers and normal folks who 
saw or created something worth posting. A surprising number could be verified using a detailed 
list of known Sasquatch behavior and morphology found in our notes section. We published a list 
of twenty behaviors and elements of Sasquatch morphology, and used it for confirmation. The 
confirmation list was gathered from the Patterson/Gimlin film, researchers like Meldrum, Noël, 
and the sighting record. The morphological list can be found in the notes section of the FB/FB 
page and a companion tutorial video is found in the video section of the site. 
  It is logical that nocturnal forest hunters would have a special gait. Jeff Meldrum’s work 
on understanding the mid-tarsal break and its foot structure was invaluable to our work. Using 
this information we began to learn how this break causes a characteristic pause at the top of each 
step as well as the characteristic rise and fall, as if a human went to tiptoes with each step. 
   
See a video analysis of this biomechanical trait here: 
http://bit.ly/YAS-Midfoot-Break 
 
  Their locomotion exhibits what is known as a “compliant gait,” which means that the 
knees are never quite fully extended. Unlike humans’ typical “bobbing” motion, caused by our 
knees pronating with each step, Sasquatch’s bent-kneed progression produces what many 
witnesses describe as the subjects apparently “gliding on air.” 
  Their gait also shows the knees almost knocking as one leg passes the other. At 50% 
camera speed, the often-reported “gliding on air” is seen as a pause at the top of the step. 
  The video ranking is calculated according to scientific significance and behavioral 
importance and morphology, but the sequence has changed and will change in future. Without 
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the Internet, YouTube, and other self-publishing video sites, such videos would not be found. 
  Since the Sasquatch is built to run through a forest at thirty miles per hour at night 
(hunting deer and other game), it has adaptations that allow it to perceive the world more quickly 
(maybe eight perceptions per second rather than one, like a human). A real Sasquatch video 
brings out more detail as it is slowed down. When slowed down, fake videos make the figure in 
question look like a dude standing around in a monkey suit, not moving. Imitators of the 
Patterson/Gimlin film outnumber real videos at least 100 to 1, so discernment, follow-up 
interviews, and a consensus are a must. 
 
 

 The Top 20 Sasquatch Videos of All Time 
 
  #1. Patterson/Gimlin (1967) 
  By far the best Sasquatch film, because it is 16mm film. It shows 46 seconds of a mature 
female Sasquatch between six-and-a-half and seven-and-a-half feet tall and about 400-500 
pounds walking across a sandbar in Northern California. This film confirms almost all 
morphological points and even exhibits the white pads on the bottom of its feet as described in 
Albert Ostman’s 1926 encounter report. “Patty” shows a forest-hunting inline gait, long arms, a 
brow ridge, sloping forehead, cupped hands, and uniform color with a hair ridge down the spine. 
This video is more than enough evidence to prove not only the existence of the Sasquatch but to 
classify its place in the zoological record. But to some people the PG film seems impossible, too 
good to be true, and does not fit with the current “Out of Africa” theory of human development. 
We interviewed Bob Gimlin in 2011 and he told FB/FB what few people know—that after the 
film they tracked the animal with 14-inch feet only to find that she started running after she was 
out of view. That is strategic genius. If you feel someone is going to mug you, walk calmly until 
you turn the corner and then RUN! That way you put the maximum distance between yourself 
and the threat. 
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  The PG film from 1967 is of a real Sasquatch out of trees-cover, walking across a 
sandbar. The fingers move on arms far longer than the longest modern human’s. Special 
effects expert Bill Munns has digitized the film to bring out tremendous detail not seen in 
the original unstabilized film. (Copyright Patricia Patterson.) 
 
  Analysis videos by FB/FB 

http://bit.ly/YAS-PG-One 
http://bit.ly/YAS-PG-Two 
 

  #2. Christopher Noël’s “Woodpile Sasquatch” Thermal Video, East Texas, 
November 8, 2008 
  Noël’s film stands in stark contrast to the PG film. It is FLIR (Forward Looking Infrared) 
thermal footage at just 30 feet of a hair-covered Bigfoot arm, its hand on a board, and its head 
observing from a hidden position a huge bonfire around which a mother and her teenage 
daughter and girlfriend are gathered. These two clips of video show the unbelievable cunning, 
stealth, and strategic thinking of a Sasquatch. 
  Taken on a remote forested property—where there have been multiple sightings by five 
family members—this footage shows a “heat signature” that is complete and cannot be faked 
(this is very close thermal video at just 30 feet). The head and eyes are clearly visible, the right 
arm is on the ground, and the left forearm moves repeatedly. The hand is 11-12 inches long and 
the thumb is 5 inches long. The eyes (from midpoint to midpoint) are 4.75 inches apart (a human 
has eyes that are 2.25 inches apart). No wonder Sasquatch are so elusive—they hide even when 
we can’t see them (at night). The heat from its eye sockets indicates massive eyes and a cranium 
reminiscent of that of Homo erectus. 
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  Located on a heavily wooded property in East Texas just on the top of a steep 
ravine. This video shows scale of the head and eyes and shows what a Sasquatch truly is, a 
nocturnal forest hunter. It is human-shaped and larger and more strategic than ourselves. 
Human eyes are 2.25” apart, while this Sasquatch’s are 4.75” apart. It is huge and, by 
contrast, proves our self-domestication. (Copyright 2008 Christopher Noël.) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Woodpile-FB   

See also Noël’s video and analysis here: http://bit.ly/YAS-Woodpile-Noel 
  and here: http://bit.ly/YAS-Fingerprints-Noel 
 
  #3. Marble Mountain Footage by Jim and Dustin Mills, Near Fort Jones, Canada, 
(2000) 
 
  This is the longest sustained film of a Sasquatch. In this famous film the figure is walking 
down a steep ridge-line over a couple of minutes just after a complex tree structure has been 
found by the humans. All of the branches used to make the structure were torn from trees with, 
as filmer Jim Mills says, “mighty-might strength.” The film is mesmerizing to watch. It shows a 
broad- shouldered Sasquatch, its head set low on its shoulders, with extraordinarily long arms, 
much longer than a human’s, at 55-60% of its total body height. The creature walks by a branch 
(later measured at 8’3” high) and is substantially taller. The Sasquatch holds his head in apparent 
disappointment at having had its structure discovered. Inline step and wide hips seen in Homo 
erectus and heidelbergensis are seen. At one point the wrists flip backward, indicating that it is 
more than just a great ape. The other great apes cannot bend the wrists backward, only humans. 
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The video is quite amazing. 
   

  
 
  This is a wonderful film that shows a 9 foot tall Sasquatch walk past a 8’2” branch. 
Wider hips, inline step, very long arms with wrist that bend backward. This is a very smart 
creature troubled by the discovery of his structure. (Filmed by Jim Mills.) 
 
  The original video http://bit.ly/YAS-MableMT 
   

FB/FB analysis: 
 
  http://bit.ly/YAS-MableMT-FB1 
  http://bit.ly/YAS-MarbleMT-FB2 
 
  #4. Hemiplegic Bigfoot and Parent Watch near Bountiful, Utah, Christmas 2010 
[HD] 
  This footage shows three Sasquatch watching children sledding in Utah in the mountains 
east of Bountiful. This video was posted anonymously on YouTube by johnnny11, who did not 
discover the Sasquatch until he was viewing the video at home with his children. It appears to be 
organized movement. FB/FB had contact with Johnnny11 and this was uninhabited area in the 
middle of winter. 
  The video is likely that of a parent with twins, one with hemiparesis (mild paralysis) and 
one with spastic hemiplegia, which is an affliction in human twins when the placenta dies. One 
Sasquatch stands still like a tree when the camera is on it but disappears behind a bush as soon as 
the camera moves off it. When the camera moves back, it is nowhere to be seen, which proves it 
knew it was being filmed (even though johnny11 didn’t know he was filming it). It is important 
because it shows that Sasquatch will care for their children for life; even when they have an 
affliction, they will not abandon or kill their young. Sasquatch need to understand noises and 
disturbances near them, always watching and observing with incredible skill and stealth from a 



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

concealed position. 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Hemi 
 
  #5. Huge Sasquatch Filmed by Students Working on a Class Film Project, Prince 
Edward Island, Eastern Canada (2005) 
  While shooting a scene for a film, students capture a Sasquatch running on all fours, then 
rising into bipedal running. Confirms on many points. Scale is achieved when the student and 
Sasquatch are in the same spot a few seconds apart. Comparison of the slides shows that the 
Sasquatch is 40% larger than the subject approximately, eight to nine feet tall. The filming was 
completely accidental. The speed of the quadrupedal run is mind-boggling and far beyond what a 
human would be capable of. 

   



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

  
 
  Filmed completely by accident by a student on Prince Edward Island in Canada in 
2005. This huge Sasquatch runs on all fours which has been viewed hundreds of times in 
the sighting record. 
 
  FB/FB analysis http://bit.ly/YAS-PEI 
 
  #6. White Sasquatch Filmed in Pennsylvania Backyard 
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  Posted 2/3/10 by anonymous poster Bobywade517, the footage shows a white Sasquatch 
twice, once for 1.4 seconds at maybe 50 feet and again at maybe 20 feet. The second clip is 
unobstructed by branch, so it is very clear. The heavy brow ridge, tall upper lip (great distance 
between lip and nose) and long arms indicate that this is real. If this is a costume, it is the best 
ever. This video confirms at least 100 sightings of white Bigfoot in the USA with a few still 
pictures taken in Ohio and Kentucky as well. 
  From the Bobywade, the video poster. 
  “From my knowledge of the film, the man with the video camera is the same person 
holding the flashlight, so there is only one person. Again, this man walked outside with a video 
camera and flashlight only after hearing noises prior to the film, but he had only actually seen the 
creature once and that was when he captured it on film. From what I know, the footage was taken 
in late 2009.” 

     
 
  This video shows a white Sasquatch. It grimaces and leaves when the camera gets 
close. It shows a human-type face with a smaller human nose and a longer upper lip. The 
two on the bottom are of similar white Sasquatch both filmed in Ohio by Don Keating and 
the Kentucky hillbilly Dallas Gilbert. Bottom right is distribution of white Bigfoot 
sightings. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-White 
  #7 "Three Clips of Sasquatch" Myakka City, Florida, Palmetto Grove 
  Posted 05/02/08 by an anonymous researcher skunkape925 From the researcher to 
FB/FB: “I baited the area with rotted meat and apples.” It was not until de-shaker was applied to 
the film by a researcher called the phobanator that one could see the motion and body parts of the 
Sasquatch clearly. 
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  This video shows a Sasquatch just inside the tree-line. It demonstrates slow walking with 
palms held backward, arms longer than human’s. Stealth walk with toes pointed downward, 
white palms, cupped hands, hair ridge down back, hair goes from black to brown in sun, and how 
Sasquatch rises from a sitting position without using its arms, just as Albert Ostman described. 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Florida 
 
  #8. Paul Freeman Footage 1994 
  This is a very famous bit of footage seen around the world. The late Paul Freeman is 
recording a trackway of Sasquatch footprints around a mountain lake in Washington State when 
he pans up and shoots five seconds of super-8 video. It shows a large Sasquatch taking a few 
steps with a dramatic rise and fall to the step. It then darts into a bush, peeks at Paul, and darts 
away. The Sasquatch is seen later for an instant picking up what looks to be a child Sasquatch. 
Huge bulk, rise and fall to step, slope to back are all seen. One wonders if the baby was the 
reason this Sasquatch left its strategic concealed position in the first place (as seems the case, 
too, with what occurs in the Memorial Day footage). 

   

  
 
  Freeman is one of the great researchers of all time, finding many footprints and 
trackways around mountain lakes and streams. Rise and fall of the steps is clearly seen in 
the three steps this Sasquatch takes, before it hides in the brush and peeks at 
him.(Copyright 1994 P. Freeman) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Freeman 
 
 
  #9. "Baby Bigfoot in Craw of Tree, Filmed by William Evans, Northern California, 
2007 
  Video of what is likely an infant Sasquatch hiding next to a tree. We can clearly see nose, 
above a very tall upper lip, no whites in eyes. Captured stills eight seconds apart show mouth 
opening, head turning and eyes moving. Eye shape is at thirty-degree angle, like Fasano's 
blinking eye and Pennsylvania white Sasquatch. 
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  Filmed in the same forested in hill in Northern California where he had an 
encounter in 1998. His technique is to calmly walk along, talking and filming to the side 
and behind him, then reviewing the footage. His method has very low success rate but on 
occasion can produce a gem. (Copyright 2003 W. Evans) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-BigfootBaby 
 
  #10. Blinking Eye Bigfoot, by Tim Fasano, Florida, 2010 
  From “Further audio movement,” one of his 700 films posted to YouTube. Fasano is 
working alone, talking into the jungle constantly filming and uploading. He has filmed dozens of 
tracks, structures, and captured howls and wood knocks over the years. By working alone he 
reduces the threat and therefore the maximum distance the Sasquatch will keep. 
  On this day, as Fasano leaves an active area he hears tiny sounds of what he believes is a 
Bigfoot paralleling his movements. He zooms in and films it hiding behind a bush and you can 
see the face, and the eye blinking four times. The eye is at a thirty-degree slant; brow ridge and 
coned head are seen as well. The eyes are slightly Asian in their appearance and that would make 
sense, given what I discussed earlier about their ancient geographical origins. 
  This footage is important because it shows how stealthy and smart a Sasquatch can be; it 
is the daylight equivalent of the “Woodpile Sasquatch” film One gets to see into the eye of a 
creature unknown to science. 
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  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Blinking 
 
  #11. New York Baby Bigfoot Video, Filmed by Robert Pridgen, 1997 
  Pridgen only realized what his video contained six years later when his wife discovered 
the swinging figure on the VHS tape. Nothing was observed that night. An approximately 
four-to-five-foot-tall creature is lifted into a tree by an adult Sasquatch. It climbs and swings 
effortlessly at night for forty seconds. The adult crouches down and listens/watches the music 
festival and many campfires around the lake. Video demonstrates the parent-child bond, a natural 
need to observe noise and humans in their area, the arboreal nature of a juvenile Sasquatch and 
its nocturnal climbing ability. 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-NY-Baby 
 
  #12. “New Peguis Backroad BF Video,” March 2008 
  A Bigfoot is filmed by a First Nations Canadian Douglas R. Thomas. FB/FB has 
exchanged many emails with Douglas concerning this video. After witnessing the Sasquatch 
crossing the road he filmed it for ten seconds. It shows a Sasquatch just as it walks across a ridge 
line and into a forest two hundred kilometers north of Winnipeg. It pulls on a tree with a 
thumb-down grab as it walks into the trees. Coned head, long arm, slope to back are all seen and 
a height comparison to the width of the road can be made. This Sasquatch is likely between 7 1/2 
and 8 feet tall. 
  From Douglas: “I guess I should make this clear first I'm not claiming that its "Bigfoot or 
Sasquatch," I just don't know? My boy and I were heading out to cut some firewood. On the way 
over a ridge we could see something crossing the road on the next ridge probably about 400 
yards away. I slowed down and told my boy to grab my camcorder from the back seat. By the 
time he had it going whatever we saw had already walked across the road behind a mound of 
rocks. What you see in the video is clearer then what I actually saw because we were so far 
away. The ‘creature’ quickly disappeared into the woods and what we seen the video is the last 
we saw of it. 
  We stopped and shouted, ‘Who's there?’ with no response. People ask why didn’t we 
record the tracks but at the time it didn’t seem important considering whatever made the track, I 
already captured on video.” 
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  New Peguis Backroad video, March 2008, shows a Sasquatch taking a few steps as it 
walks into a forest. grabbing a tree in reverse handshake position. Note the backward slope 
to the forehead. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Manitoba 
 
  #13. Memorial Day Footage, by Lori and Owen Pate, 1996 
  What could be a young female Sasquatch is making noises for ten minutes from the tree 
line. A group of campers witness this. She then moves to a single tree, then runs downhill, 
making a jump, and then probably picks up an infant, which climbs onto her shoulders. Then, she 
calmly walks away. Many have speculated that this individual was “flushed” from hiding by the 
need to retrieve a wayward infant. Uniform color, coned head, brow ridge, long arm to knee are 
seen. Legs stay bent as she does a split jump down a steep hill. Arms are seen swinging in what 
seems (compared to human arm-swing) an exaggerated fashion, as seen in New Peguis Backroad 
video. 
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  Filmed in 1996 in Washington, shows a young Sasquatch, possibly female retrieve 
something, possibly a small child Sasquatch from a steep hill. (Copyright Lori and Owen 
Pate 1996.) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Memorial-Day 
 
  #14. "Athletic Auburn Bigfoot Brachiates and Clears Gap," Ontario, July 2010 
  Anonymous researcher Timbergiant filmed an auburn Sasquatch climbing in a tree. 
Timbergiant lives in Ontario and is responsible for four of the films on our list. He begins 
walking alone with a camera after seeing a mother Bigfoot and child while on a hike in 2009. 
  Over time, he hears trees being pushed over, rocks clacking, tree knocks, sees stick 
structures and even receives a boar’s tooth on his bike seat as he attempts in vain to interact with 
what he believes is a nuclear family of Bigfoot. He gradually begins to become more sensitive to 
subtleties and begins to film behind him and off to the side as he understands that the Sasquatch 
are keenly aware of his presence. 
  This video confirms on auburn hair, long arms (60% body length), and spectacular 
athletic ability. The clip is extremely important in that it shows that Sasquatch climb very well. 
   

FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Auburn 
 
  #15. “Auburn Bigfoot Near Stillwater, Minnesota,” Shows Profile, July 2011 
  Posted anonymously on YouTube. This video is also very important because it shows the 
clearest profile of a Sasquatch shown in any video, with a backward slope to the face. Among 
primates, only humans share this backward slope. It is Homo, filmed at less than twenty feet; this 
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bright auburn Sasquatch grunts and then makes a lateral move back into the forest, ten miles 
northwest of Stillwater, Minnesota, close to the heavily forested Saint Croix River. 
  We have spoken to the poster of the video a number of times. He is a farmer who was 
using his new iphone. As he walks through a forested area next to his hayfield something grunts 
at him. “I thought it was a deer and filmed for five seconds.” He did not know what he filmed 
until he went back and watched it at home. You get a clear view of the leg and muscles as well as 
a view of the hand and profile of the face. The barrel chest and beautiful auburn hair is clearly 
seen. The farmer is not even slightly interested in media attention or onsite investigation; he just 
wanted to share the video and its value. 

   

  
 
  The Stillwater video shows a very quick auburn Sasquatch running by a farmer. 
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There are a few frames of the face and brow in profile, which is very important (see black 
arrow). This collage shows the backward slope of the face (airorhyynchy) of other 
Sasquatch from photos and eyewitness forensic drawings by Harvey Pratt. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Minnesota 
  #16. "Boy, Sister, Mom and Dog film Bigfoot in Backyard," October 2010 
  An eleven-year-old old uses his HD flip camera to capture the best image of a Sasquatch 
foot lifting and rising, with characteristic twist. Showing inline step and compliant gait. Confirms 
on almost every physiological and morphological point.This is a wonderful recording of a 
genuine encounter. 
  Email from boy’s father, "My 11-year-old son filmed this video. He claims he saw it 
about 2 years ago same location but no other sightings or other video. He told me he looked out 
at the hillside and saw a small tree bend. He was going to grab his Airsoft gun because he 
thought it was a deer. It hung out by the tree line for a minute. He grabbed the video camera and 
was filming through the window. The video becomes shaky when he opens the window. Then he 
yelled and it moved up the hill and was gone. It is a very wooded area next to the pond not a lot 
of human activity over there. We will be on the lookout to capture more footage/pics. My wife 
thinks we should call the sheriff but I don't want this to turn into a circus. I hope the video he 
captured can be useful to someone." –JM 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Georgia 
 
  #17. “South Jersey Sasquatch” Films Two Sasquatch in New Jersey, 2008 
  Anonymous enthusiast SJS has an experience with a Bigfoot and he becomes obsessed 
with getting one on camera. He cannot believe they can be in New Jersey. He and his dog walk 
the woods alone with a camera filming and uploading scores of videos all anonymously. 
Occasionally as SJS walks he spins the camera around as he talks. He does not see either of the 
well-hidden Sasquatch but his incredible dog does. The dog is aware and seemingly knows 
where the Sasquatch is hiding, stops and looks at it. The first is auburn behind a brush pile and 
the other is filmed six times, changing position slightly then eventually waving a frond from 
behind a tree. In another (2010) film he finds a trackway of large footprints in the snow. If the 
residents of New York City realized how close Sasquatch were to their hive they would not 
believe it. The film is in HD and was downloaded by anonymous researcher MDM 9 months 
after it was originally posted, after he recognized the X structure, then went through it frame by 
frame. Originally posted as two separate videos. 

   



 

Copyright Jack Barnes and Jeff Andersen 2012    copy for review Do not copy or distribute 

  
 
  Anonymous researcher SJS films two Sasquatch in a forest near the Pine Barrens, 
NJ. One Sasquatch is directly behind a large territorial X structure (bottom left) and is 
auburn behind a woodpile (bottom middle and right). The second is seen in numerous 
positions and is gray/black. The brow ridge and cranial keel and vault are clearly seen (top 
middle) as well as the slow waving of a frond (top right) 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-South-Jersey 
  #18. Alabama Thermal Filmed by Bassett, Green, Hulsey and Tomas, March 2012 
  Filmed on a 9,000-acre private hunting preserve with a history of multiple sightings, the 
researchers briefly film a thermal image of what is a very large Sasquatch maybe, 9 to 10 feet 
tall. It approached silently from below a ridge line, just as in the “Woodpile” thermal. Taken just 
after it rained and at 75 feet, the researchers had no idea that it was there when Hulsey took out 
the camera and filmed the perimeter. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Alabama 
  #19. Michael Greene Thermal Footage, North Carolina, April 2009 
  Shows a large Sasquatch, nicknamed "Squeaky," slowly going for a Zagnut candy bar at 
an unattended camp. The longest sustained video at 3 minutes 22 seconds, it shows the 
Sasquatch for 2+ minutes, as it comes and goes. Shows tree peeking, coned head, long arms, 
tremendous girth and strategic thinking. Accurate measurement is made 7' 1" to 7' 3" Full video 
can be seen for $2 www.bushloper.net, you will see detail that is referenced in this analysis. 
 
  #20. "Shotgun Startles Sasquatch While Watching Dad Teaching Children Target 
Shooting," 2011 
  Unknown location. This video shows that Sasquatch have predictive and analytical 
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abilities as well as a strong startle response. The Sasquatch is gauging the power of the .22 rifle 
and when the switch to the shotgun occurs. This video confirms on long arms, superhuman jump, 
quadrupedal motion, uniform color, tree-peeking, instinctive hiding, observing from a strategic 
position. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Kids-Shooting 
 
  #21. “Auburn Bigfoot Watches Go-Kart in Northern Pennsylvania” 
 

     
 
  Filmed May 5th '12 near LaRayesville, PA. Confirms on Long Arm, Brow Ridge, 
Sloping forehead, Uniform Auburn color, compliant gait, shin rise and rise pause fall to 
step. This one is pretty good. The BFRO felt the arms are a little short to be Sasquatch, and 
at first blush it may appear so, but if you isolate the frames when the arm is near the side 
you can see the length. Sasquatch carry their hands in a cradled position, similar to a 
gibbon. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-GoKart 
 
  #22. "Perfect Profile: Bigfoot in My Backyard" 
  Man films Bigfoot for three seconds as it walks across a path in his backyard. 
Emblematic of theory that Sasquatch will be discovered in someone’s backyard. Confirms on 
brow ridge, sloping forehead, long arm, sheen on shoulders, rise and fall to step due to mid-tarsal 
break. Just listen to how he says, "Holy shit!" after witnessing a Bigfoot. 
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  “Perfect profile” anonymously uploaded. Man sees a Bigfoot run into forest behind 
his house and captures it crossing the path. Note the backward slope to the face 
(airorhynchy), heavy brow, cranial keel and vault and lack of any forehead. A shine on the 
shoulders indicates oil glands found in all humans. Homo has a hundred times as many oil 
glands on our back as chimpanzees. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Profile 
 
  #25. "Pushed Tree Thermal" By Christopher Noël, Sept 2009 
  Cold camping solo and sleeping without a tent on a windless night in northern Vermont. 
Tree is pushed over six feet from Mr. Noël, possibly as a gating attempt on Noël. Only the 
smallest noises are heard prior to the tree being pushed. Sasquatch can walk silently but is 
incredibly strong. Noël records a thermal video at thirty feet. Fingers, toes, brow ridge, coned 
head turns, toes wiggle. Sasquatch is breathing hard. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Pushed-Tree  
 
  #26. “Bigfoot in My Backyard by Lake” 
  Woman films Sasquatch as it leaves lake and passes, seems trapped in wooded area near 
junk-filled backyard. The low quality is outweighed by duration (forty-four seconds) and audible 
chatter, which is unique. Video confirms on many points, such as long arm, white palm, 
pause/rise/fall in step, tree peeking/hiding, color and slope to back. "Backyard" category. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Backyard 
 
  #28. “Bigfoot Doing Tree Knock” 
  Very low quality cell phone but ranks high because it shows a Sasquatch as it finishes a 
tree knock, which can be heard. Man emerges from his house and uses his cell phone to 
videotape the Bigfoot. We have been told this was taken in the UP of Michigan. Figure 
immediately hides behind trees, peeks then leaves. 
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  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Tree-Knock 
 
  #31. “BFRO Eye Shine Video” 
  Shows Sasquatch blinking, part of a longer encounter. Another Sasquatch was on the 
other side of the three researchers. Large eye-shine is seen, indicating larger than human eyes, 
tree peeking, strategic planning, and intimidation. Wonderful encounter. There is a companion 
Class- A report on the BFRO. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-BFRO-Eyeshine 
 
  #32. “Bigfoot Stepping Out,” by William Evans 
  Tree-peeking, uniform color is evident in low-resolution version. Evans walks the tree 
line near where he had his 1998 encounter and films sideways and catches a Sasquatch peeking 
from behind a tree. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Stepping 
 
  #33. "Beast of Gum Hill" 
  We interviewed "Erik Maximus" and we agree that he is telling the truth. Analysis of the 
poor-quality video shows tall auburn creature cross the stream. Sasquatch may cross the stream 
to pick up something, possibly a child. We did use a few particularly good slides enhanced by 
joeblack1963 on this one. Thanks. 
 

     
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Gum-Hill 
  #42. "A Bigfoot says ‘UHH!’ and scares hunter," Hancock, Maryland, April 20, 
2012 
  This is a short clip but it is rare because it has a vocalization. Sounds much deeper and 
stronger than a human. The reaction of the filmer is very cool. He instinctively does a weak 
UHH! in response, then runs in fear. Confirms on high shoulders, tree hiding, white on hand and 
long arm. 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Maryland 
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  #44. “Kid films rock-throwing Sasquatch in profile,” Northern Illinois, June 14, 
2011 
  Sasquatch throws rocks as well as does a tree snap. The camera is focused on the kid 
creating one of thirty clips for his own "man v. wild" episode and the figure is just inside the 
treeline. The kids have measured the branch and estimate the height between six and seven feet 
tall. Confirms on slope to back, coned head, fantastic rise-pause-fall of step. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Rocks 
 
  #46. Bigfoot north of Tweed, Ontario 
  4.5 seconds of large male Sasquatch taking three steps. Taken with an early cellphone, it 
is a great example of a real encounter. One of the first videos authenticated by FB/FB. Takes five 
lumbering steps. Witness gave a compelling affidavit of this close encounter. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Ontario 
 
  #48. "GA Dash Cam" Lumpkin Co, May 2009 
  Poor quality video but yields good speed data. Sheriff and female passenger are having 
frank discussion when a Sasquatch crosses the road and is caught on DVR. This is a great 
example of technology catching Bigfoot. Confirms on long arm and speed of 30 mph as it 
crosses 7 meters in 1.3 seconds, and 12 meters in just over 2 seconds. 
 
  FB/FB analysis: http://bit.ly/YAS-Police-Cam 
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 Chapter Eight: 
 The Smarter Ape Theory: In Review 
 
 

     
 
  One way to envision the birth of the modern human is to think of it as two separate 
domestication events. 1) About 2.4 million years ago, successive waves of the wild, 
human-shaped ape (which has been slowly evolving in size and mental capacity, 
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geographically isolated within North America) begin moving across the Bering Strait into 
Asia, where they disperse. They are now cut off from the other members of their species, 
who remain behind in North America; domestication is possible once you remove the 
subjects from the original gene pool. By 1.5 million years ago, these former North 
Americans have become Homo erectus. They enter Africa, becoming a much more social 
creature, highly cooperative and interdependent on a large group basis, which in turn 
reduces survival pressure on the individual, allowing weaker ones to survive with the 
support of the group and pass on their DNA. 2) This separation from Eurasia causes an 
additional removal from the primal gene pool, so that the highly domesticated modern 
human can be born, and further domesticated, within the tribal culture in Africa. We 
eventually radiate north and east, transforming all Homo in Eurasia through the spreading 
of our juvenilized genes. 
 
  So here is a synopsis of the Smarter Ape Theory. 
  Mankind is in the process of domestication, just like the dog has been developed from the 
wolf. As we remove the struggle of controlling territory on an individual basis we become 
dumber. Humans are strategically stupid compared to great our ancestor who is larger, stronger, 
faster and mentally sharper than we are. 
  Each of the mainstream theories of creation of man captures a significant truth about the 
creation of the first wild man and the subsequent domestication process. The process could have 
taken place in the whole of the Northern Hemisphere but it seems more likely that it occurred in 
a stable environment that was cut off from all other primates. It makes more sense that a single 
advanced bipedal species of great ape migrated to North America and began a speciation process 
into a huge, wild, human-shaped ape. There were terrible retroviral outbreaks in Africa between 
3 and 8 million years ago, which left hundreds of scars in the DNA of every primate that lived 
there. (Yohn CT, Jiang Z, McGrath SD, Hayden KE, Khaitovich P, et al. 2005). Humans and 
orangutans have zero copies of the scarred DNA, so this means neither species developed in 
Africa that far back in time. So for our speciation to 46 chromosomes as a highly mobile creature 
like ourselves who can swim and run quickly there is only one possible location: North America. 
  Humanity may just be an aberration, a miracle of the shifting of our continents and ice 
floes blocking off North America from the rest of the world for a substantial amount of time to 
produce an ape that is unknown to science but is known to millions of people through personal 
sightings and field research. That ape became Homo erectus and migrated down the coast of 
Asia, which is why all humans share our oldest genes from Asia 2.4 to 1.8 million years ago. We 
dispersed throughout Eurasia and Africa, adapting into our small, hairless, and highly 
communicative form. 
  Sasquatch is not the “missing link” because that implies an inferior creature or a more 
monkey-like ancestor with lesser skill and intelligence than ourselves. No, this species truly is a 
smarter ape than ourselves, possessing raw knowledge and biological truths that are difficult to 
comprehend. Humans are losing their “wild” intelligence so we can work together and talk 
amongst ourselves. 
  Humans, like every other creature on this planet, are bound by very simple laws of nature 
that cause us to become a unique, 46-chromosome species that is incapable of breeding with 
other great apes bearing 48 chromosomes. We are a very special society of self-aware individual 
creatures that are remarkable in the history of all creatures to roam this planet. As domesticated 
creatures, we must be bound to our size and shape; it may be that we are constrained to be 
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smaller and less smart than our largest individual ancestor. 
  What is a Sasquatch? It is a very sparsely populated creature that finds the most 
strategically advantageous spot to hide and hunt as an individual nuclear family group. We are a 
smaller, more juvenile and domesticated version of this impressive creature. We can gain an 
understanding of the basic nature of the Sasquatch by studying the impressive and long-lived 
sighting record and the more recent video, audio and pictorial records. 
  Humans are without question becoming dumber in raw processing ability and everyone 
knows this. We need people to tell us how to do the most basic of all tasks, how to hunt or find 
food. Without instruction people are lost. We can no longer survive on intuition and common 
sense. Our wild wolf-like ancestor needed a wholly different set of skills to survive. They can 
think faster than we can. 
  One day, a formula will be derived by which to fathom social intelligence compared to 
wild strategic intelligence. For humanity to be so smart we needed to trade away a tremendous 
amount of strategic intelligence. The numbers below are just a guess to explain the difference in 
frame rate perception between ancient humans (wild) and modern humans (social). 
  So a Sasquatch might gather 40 bits/second X, identifying 10 bits X 10 possible scenarios 
for a raw processing power of 4,000 A modern human might gather 10 bits/second X identifying 
5 bits of that information X 2 possible scenario for a processing power of 100. 
  We can also calculate social intelligence: the ability to learn and process new and unique 
methods and relate them with a more significant advantage of social skill. 
  Sasquatch possess 20 methods to signal and communicate X 6 tools to communicate 
information X 1 method to retain information as individual family group (their memory) for Z 
social speed of information of 90. 
  Modern humans have 300 methods to signal and communicate with others x 20 tools to 
communicate that information x 20 methods to retain information for a social speed of 
information of 120,000. 
  Modern humans have the time to learn and communicate by a force multiplier. A single 
book or video can educate a billion people almost instantaneously. Our facial expressions are 
important cues to the intentions of others we interact with on a daily basis. If a person is angry 
we know it immediately from the social cues of their body and face. With the advent of libraries 
and the Internet, our social intelligence will become almost limitless. Humanity will forever 
become more adept at harnessing the work and knowledge of the individual for the benefit and 
memory of the group with a strategically slower but socially quicker brain. We have traded our 
strategic intelligence for this social advantage. 
  On a strategic scale we lose 4,000 to 100, but on the social scale we win 120,000 to 90. In 
a thousand-acre forest a Sasquatch would see you and track your movements a thousand times 
and you would see him or find evidence of that Sasquatch, maybe once. But as a human you 
would be able to catalog every tree and plant in that forest and transmit a detailed map and a 
record of all sounds, animals and plants to another human across the globe because of your social 
intelligence and social network. 
  Sasquatch and modern humans represent two different sides of the graph of the General 
Theory of Adaptation, the natural state of the strategic individual and the socially intelligent 
group version of that same animal. 
  Below is a graph that explains the conversion of strategic to social intelligence and 
reduction in raw processing speed for communication in greater density. 
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  This graph explains the conversion of Strategic Intelligence to Social Intelligence 
and the loss of natural processing speed. Intelligence is directly proportional to sparsity of 
population. The more dense the population the greater pressure to be more social. Modern 
humans are less strategic with slow mental speed so we can transmit information. Many 
people today are “book-smart” (high social intelligence) but would get lost in a forest 
because they are strategically deficient. 
 
  Sasquatch must perceive the world at an incredible rate with a perception of the world 
that is wholly and completely different from our own. The underlying principle is maximum 
distance versus minimum distance. This may be hard to understand but strategic intelligence is 
based on the maximum distance from danger, pre-planning clever moves to secure territory. 
Social intelligence is based on keeping the minimum safe distance to others. 
  Possibly the best book on the subject of strategic intelligence is a science fiction book by 
Orson Scott Card called Ender’s Game. Arguably one of the top five science fiction books ever, 
it details the training of young boys to be commanders of future star fleets, out-maneuvering an 
ever-improving and unstoppable alien force with no social intelligence and unlimited ability to 
learn new strategic skills in battle. 
  Our field and pen-names, Demosthenes and Locke, are a tribute to Card’s insightful 
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genius. After that one night in northern Minnesota, we realized that we were strategically stupid 
compared to this larger and more impressive creature. Card’s great insight is that a locomotive 
improvement leads to strategic success and eventual isolation of the individual who no longer 
needs the group to survive. Had we only realized how appropriate those names would become as 
we began blogging on the Internet and figuring out this great mystery! If you read Card’s great 
book, you will understand. 
  I have spoken about the quick decisions and actions of the gibbon earlier in this book as it 
flies through the trees picking branches. Eyewitnesses to Sasquatch behavior routinely point to a 
striking similarity in their running and facial characteristics to the gibbon. Imagine the flood of 
information one would have to manage to uptake ten times as much information as a human. It 
would be overwhelming but extraordinarily necessary to be able to survive as a human in the 
wilds of North America. The Sasquatch view of the world is ancient and autistic and allows the 
individual male to avoid other competitors at all costs in a massive game of hide and seek. The 
female must be completely aware of their children and able to protect them well. 
  Author Temple Grandin, who has a doctorate in animal science, is also autistic. Her 
description of autistic thought in her book Thinking in Pictures sounds remarkably 
Sasquatch-like. She is tall and stoic and has a tall upper lip; it may just be that she has a few 
more of those ancient genes. Could it be that autism is a vestigial (remnant) way of thinking and 
not a defect at all? 
 
  So How Do the All of the other Theories of Man’s Creation Fit In? 
  There are many other theories to explain the existence of Man, each with overwhelming 
evidence that explains much but falls short because of gaps in logic or evidence. The correct 
theory will be able to weave the great truths into a substantial and complete theory that explains 
our physical form, the wide variety of our social structures and physical features from race to 
race, the fossil record, the genetic record, morphological differences from other apes and the 
struggles of humanity. 
  The great problem in solving this puzzle is the profound lack of fossils describing the 
great ape and human ancestors. It was once described to me as a 10,000-piece puzzle being 
described with just 500 pieces of fossilized evidence. Using that limited evidence, here are the 
major theories described in a simple form and how they work within the Smarter Ape Theory. 
Additionally, they become increasingly human-like in their bipedal locomotion, making analysis 
of the fossil record even more difficult. 
  As I examined how each of the theories of creation of humanity weaves together to create 
the Smarter Ape Theory, I found this quote particularly powerful concerning Homo erectus: 
  “Early forms of erectus mark such a radical departure from previous forms of Homo 
(such as Homo habilis) in its height, reduced sexual dimorphism, long limbs and modern body 
proportions that it is hard at present to identify its immediate ancestry in east Africa. Not for 
nothing has it been described as a hominin ‘without an ancestor, without a clear past’“ (Dennell 
& Roebroeks 2005) 
 
  1. The Upright Ape Theory, 2004 (and the New Origin of Species) 
  Likely no other work is so insightful as this masterwork by Dr. Aaron Filler MD, PHD. 
Filler argues successfully that humans have always been bipedal since the common ancestors of 
the great ape branched off from the hylobates (gibbon). But Filler does not stop there; he also 
argues that the locomotive efficiency of an animal’s body plan causes the great radiations of 
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species. The reason the dinosaurs died out is that mammals had invented a new type of skeleton 
with a fixed rib cage and a diaphragm. Mammals could out-run the dinosaurs because they could 
out-breathe the dinosaurs who had a breathing pattern that was tied to their side-to-side motion. 
As a successful spinal surgeon he is uniquely qualified to understand the purpose of tiny 
processes and their effect on respiration, bipedal and quadrupedal stability of the lower spine. 
Filler falls just short of synthesizing a general theory of adaptation toward speciation. 
  Importance and Role: We have always been bipedal and there was no knuckle-walking 
phase; the 1950s evolution poster is wrong. Improvements in locomotion cause radiation of body 
plans. 
 
  2. The Self-Domestication Theory 
  It has been a theory to explain the origin of mankind for at least 160 years. It was 
observed very early that we looked like juvenile great apes and it was not difficult to extrapolate 
that we might be a self-domesticated version of the great apes. The problem for this theory was 
two-fold. First, after mapping the entire world, researchers found no obvious ancestor to 
humanity. It would be another thirty years till footprints were found in the logging roads of 
Northern California to corroborate a possible ancestor. The second and far greater problem was 
that social Darwinists believed that we could improve humanity through social breeding 
programs. They were under the mistaken impression that we were somehow breeding 
intelligence and did not understand that simply owning property as an individual and prioritizing 
monogamy was about the best one could do to improve humanity’s chances. Darwin did do 
pioneering work on domestication but he became stuck on the idea that we came out of Africa 
and none of those apes seemed suitable. 
  Importance and Role: It explains our social abilities, high forehead body plan and why 
some of our great athletes have a more ancient body plan. It is easy to see the progression from 
Homo erectus to modern human. 
 
  3. The Aquatic Ape Theory 
  The chief proponents of this theory have been Alistair Hardy, Desmond Morris and 
Elaine Morgan, who have argued that there are at least twelve key adaptations of humans that 
could only occur through our crossing of a diving and swimming and swimming threshold. The 
group is split into two factions, each pointing out arguments for a freshwater period and a salt 
water period marked by diving for littoral foods. These adaptations are most common with 
aquatic animals: lack of underfur (nakedness), hooded nose, subcutaneous fat layer, streamlined 
hair, oil glands, descended larynx, holding breath, mammalian diving reflex, need for iodine 
(found in sea salt) and massive brain. In the 7 to 13 million years since our split from our 
common ancestor with chimpanzee, there must have been a completely different environment 
that repeatedly called for swimming success, because the chimpanzee possesses none of these. 
Throw a chimp into the water and it sinks immediately; they have no fat layer have no hooded 
nose and can’t hold their breath. 
  More recently, Marc Verhaegen and Stephen Munro have taken this theory to another 
level by positing an aqua-boreal ape that lives on littoral foods, pointing to bone density, giving 
rationale to the heretofore unexplained characteristics of Homo erectus and to a lesser extent 
modern humans. It is interesting that so many sightings occur in the swamps of Lousiana, Florida 
and the bogs of Minnesota and Wisconsin. Sasquatch needed to cross water frequently to survive 
in North America. 
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  Importance and Role: Humans swim remarkably well for a reason; our great ancestor 
swims well. It explains why Homo erectus could be in China, Java, Flores, Africa and Georgia 
1.5 million years before the invention of a boat. 

   

  
 
  The aquatic ape theory has attempted to explain the profound and awesome 
adaptations that allow us to swim, something completely overlooked by most 
primatologists. (top l to r) Here is a chart of some of the aquatic adaptations and how they 
relate to apes and the savannah hypothesis, the descended larynx, streamlining of hair and 
body (bottom l to r), hooded nose with downward-facing nostrils and backward-sloped 
face, the many parts that make up the nose, voluntary breath control and the many 
adaptations that make the sub-cutaneous fat layer possible. 
 
  4. The Asian Red-Ape Theory 
  This theory is championed by Schwartz and Grehan (2009) and describes a scenario 
wherein the ancestor of humanity and chimpanzees came from an Asian red-ape and evolved 
dramatically and profoundly in different ecosystems they landed in. They track fifty-nine traits 
unique to the great apes and compared these to traits found in Homo. Their findings seemed not 
to match the genetic record. They point to an ancestor with widespread distribution more than 13 
million years ago emanating from Asia as being the direct ancestor to both human and 
chimpanzee. Sivapithecus is a possible red-ape and could have been distributed widely enough to 
make it to North America. 
  In the comparison of the morphological similarities between humans and the other great 
apes, Grehan and Schwartz found that humans share thirty-five similarities with the orangutan,  
eleven with gorilla and only two with the chimpanzee. How odd it is that we are genetically 
closest to the chimp but remarkably different morphologically? Schwartz and Grehan then 
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examined the 56 features uniquely shared among modern humans and fossil hominids—ancestral 
humans such as "Australopithecus"—and other fossil apes. They found that orangutans share 
eight features with early humans and "Australopithecus" and seven with "Australopithecus" 
alone. The occurrence of orangutan features in Australopithecus contradicts the expectation 
generated by DNA analysis that ancestral humans should have chimpanzee similarities. 
Chimpanzees and gorillas were found to share only those features found in all great apes. This 
contrasts with the genetic record, which shows that we diverted from chimpanzees ten million 
years ago with a small genetic transfusion between human and chimp at seven million years ago. 
  So how can we be genetically so similar to the chimpanzee yet be morphologically closer 
to our ancient relatives the orangutan and gorilla? The answer is the Smarter Ape Theory: instead 
of using “human” use the word “Sasquatch.” Sasquatch is genetically closest to chimp because 
they were both carnivores, but it is much less changed over the ensuing eons, like the orangutan. 
All humans are Sasquatch, just like all dogs are wolves. Our origin must be very ancient and 
little changed from our common red-ape ancestor just like orangutan whereas the chimpanzee 
has undergone unbelievable transformation to become capable of surviving the rigors of Africa. 
The chimp has developed bizarre adaptations like penis spines, a short back, no ability to swim, a 
vicious group society, and many more, allowing it to out-compete the many formidable 
competitors in Africa. Humans, on the other hand, had plenty of space and a wholly different set 
of circumstances in North America. 
  Importance and Role: Our common ancestor to the chimpanzee radiated out of Asia not 
Africa and changed little by comparison to the chimpanzee; hence, we are much more similar to 
the orangutan by origin, if not by contemporary DNA. 
 
  6. The Biblical Story of Creation 
  (Yes, there is great truth in the text.) 
  This has been discarded as myth by science because of a strict reading by creationists that 
the earth is only 6,000 years old and was created in one fell swoop by an almighty creator. There 
is no arguing with either side in this case, so why destroy a person’s faith? Also, it is impossible 
to argue with the fossil record to describe the explosions and adaptation of life. 
  WHAT IS IMPORTANT is the remarkable truths of human nature, that the natural state 
of humanity is an individual family, which is monogamous and territorial. The Adam and Eve 
story describes this natural state and the Ten Commandments reinforce the first side of the graph 
of the General Theory. The story of Sodom and Gomorra describes a multiple-sexual-partner 
group strategy that is a lower and more destructive form—the way of the group, the way of the 
chimpanzee. The ancient text also speaks briefly of tall hairy giants existing before and after the 
flood. The flood now is understood as being a real event that occurred 12,800 to 3,000 years ago 
when the massive sheets of ice melted over North America, causing the oceans to rise four 
hundred feet. The lighthouse of Alexandria in Egypt, once one of the seven wonders of the 
world, is now found eighteen kilometers away from shore deep underwater. 
  The two great problems with the Bible from an academic point of view is not 
understanding that there is value to genetic rules to preserve/improve intelligence, and thinking 
that we are actually getting smarter. It is much more likely that the great geniuses of the last 
5,000 years lived 5,000 years ago and wrote great wisdom buried within the analogies found in 
those ancient scrolls. 
  Importance and Role: Ancient men may have possessed greater strategic wisdom and 
understanding of the natural state of man as the individual and monogamous. 
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  7. The Out-of-Africa theory and the third chimp (Jared Diamond et al) 
  The current prevailing belief is that all humanity (including Homo erectus) was born in 
Africa and radiated from there. This is not the case. Although great improvements did occur in 
modern humans in Africa, humanity did not originate there. There are 35 reasons for this that 
we’ll detail in Book Two, but the first and greatest of these is the retroviral record and the 
second, the greater Asian genetic diversity of the X chromosomes and our ancient East Asian 
ancestry of inactive genes. 
  There are a number of reasons behind the mistaken assumption. First, there are dozens of 
hominid fossils found in Africa, more than in any other continent: surely one of these must have 
spawned our ancestor. Native Africans have a large and greatly diverse set of cultures; these are 
generally considered more primitive by academics in western society and thus seem ancestral. 
Lastly, the genetic history shows that Y chromosome Adam came from Sub-Saharan Africa and 
likely Mitochondrial Eve as well. But this requires an overly simplistic view of adaptation to 
make sense, in which humanity developed quickly from a small-brained Australipithecus to a 
large-brained animal with no apparent rationale or location in Africa. 
  Chimpanzees migrated to their regions of Africa only to devolve and lose any ability to 
swim that was necessary to get to their location; they were stranded by rivers and landlocked. 
Humans have been shown to swim very well crossing incredible barriers, yet could not make it 
to the huge and relatively close island of Madagascar was the last island to be inhabited by 
humanity and then by pacific islanders Why? Because swimming and bipedalism is not selected 
for in Africa. 
  Africa’s climate was the second barrier that Homo erectus had to cross from North 
America to become fully modern human. Ice ages in Eurasia made it difficult to prosper. In the 
heat of the savannah we became tribal distance runners and our population swelled. The fossil 
record shows a different, more juvenile creature with a wide-stance running style and more 
delicate, gracile physique than Neanderthal’s thick, well-muscled frame found in Europe and 
Asia. Africa improved our ability to grow a huge population in the face of tremendous predators, 
powerful thermal radiation and natural diseases like malaria. 
  Language, facial expressions, tool use and sexual practices in Africa must also play a 
pivotal role in our development. Why is there less monogamy in Africa and strict monogamy in 
Asia? Was monogamy not possible and was a group strategy necessary to outbreed the 
competitive forces arrayed against us in Africa? Could the rapid spread of tribal culture in Africa 
account for the genetic diversity seen there? 
  Importance and Role: Many of the social genes that created modern humanity were 
born in Africa. Our oldest genes are found in Eastern Asia. 
 
  8. Nocturnal to Diurnal Primate Theory (1990s) 
  This may not qualify as a theory per se, but there is a general trend in all primates to start 
or break through as monogamous nocturnal creatures and then move toward a multigamous 
diurnal strategy. It would make sense that the individual would choose a night-time strategy, 
whereas the group would choose a daylight strategy in order better to communicate. A close 
inspection of Homo erectus shows massive eyes that gradually become smaller as we progress to 
modern humans. It may be that the great advantage of the first primate and mammals was the 
ability to conduct operations at night. Dr. Henner Fahrenbach determined through a survey of 
thousands of encounters that Sasquatch are awake all night and would hide and sleep during the 
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day. 
  Importance and Role: It may be that our split was much longer ago than indicated by 
genetic research (and the “molecular clock”) and that we were more recently nocturnal than 
realized. 

   

  
 
  Tan et al. (2004) theorized that most primates adapt nocturnally then become 
diurnal. This is likely true for Homo as well as many other mammals. For example: 
raccoons are large, nocturnal and strategic in Minnesota and are smaller diurnal, social, 
large-group animals in the tidal swamps of Florida. 
 
  9. The Molecular Clock Theory (1960s to present) 
  Scientists can count the changes in the individual genes of humans and work backward to 
a date when a specific gene began its spread through our population. This shows great gene 
migrations at 70,000 and 170,000 years ago from Africa and 1.8 million years ago and 2.4 
million years ago from Asia. 
  But then, oddly, there is a blank slate until we can compare ourselves to the chimpanzee 
and the gorilla; parts of our genome are highly similar to each. The clock is timed from the split 
from the gibbon, which is really just a guess. Also the rate of change is not uniform and 
fluctuates, making exact measurements impossible. (Yi, Ellsworth, Li, 2002) But it does appear 
that we had a common ancestor at approximately ten to thirteen million years ago with a small 
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gene transfer seven to ten million years ago between humans and chimps. The tool record also 
corroborates the genetic record, showing the oldest tools found 2.4 million years ago in China, 
two million years ago in Indonesia, 1.8 million years ago in the Republic of Georgia in Russia, 
and only then in Africa. Tools have been found to be the most simple in the east and more 
advanced as we become more socially intelligent, radiating west. 
  Importance and Role: The molecular clock can give us an indication of the timing of 
our ancient migrations and when our improved genes to the X and Y chromosomes occurred. 
 
  All of these theories work together 
  As all of these theories work together to form the Smarter Ape Theory, there is one bit of 
clean-up that needs to be taken care of. Since Academia has not yet embraced the idea of a 
Sasquatch, people have endeavored to explain the mystery without proper education or study; 
hence, there are multiple theories to explain their existence and their preternatural abilities in the 
same way that people used to believe that witches had magical powers and caused disease, or 
that stars were astrological pictures from the gods. 
  Sasquatch have no supernatural abilities, but their skill and intellect is incomprehensible 
to our modern way of thought. If you do a location call, or “whoop,” in an active area you might 
get a whoop or wood-knock in response. Pretty cool, yes, but it certainly does not mean, ”I am 
here let’s come together and chat.” Rather, it means, “I am here, now stay away—I want to keep 
as far from you as possible.” 
  Sasquatch are great at stealth precisely because this talent was selected in them for their 
survival. Imagine they are very, very smart gorillas that exist in single-family monogamous 
groups. Prior to 2010 it was assumed that there were just a few hundred gorillas in the Congo. 
The recent census estimated the population by counting their nightly nests, arriving at an 
estimate of 125,000 individuals! A Sasquatch’s cranial capacity might be from 50% to 300% 
greater than the 700cc brain found in a large male gorilla.; thus, they might be 100 times as 
capable of hiding and hunting in the forests. If a group of researchers in the Congo can’t find 
thousands of gorillas, what chance does one man have of finding a Sasquatch. 
  So how did a Sasquatch (and therefore humans) get so much smarter than the gorilla? 
The answer is larger territories and a mobile prey. One study showed that 70% of a gorilla’s diet 
consists of insects, which would explain why their legs are so short and why they use all four 
limbs to walk around. A Sasquatch would need to use its long spine for some great advantage 
rather than devolve like the other great apes so it could run after deer, swim across rivers, stand 
behind trees, fish for salmon, and escape into the trees like a gibbon from any threat. Instead of 
swinging on the trees like a gibbon, Sasquatch pulls on the trees as it runs through the forest. If 
they weren’t clever enough, they might smack into a tree while running, be drowned by a river, 
or killed by a rival Sasquatch. The result? The strategically smarter ape was continually selected 
for over millions of years. 
  As described previously in this book, there are two models for the speciation into human, 
a Northern Hemisphere model and a North America-only model. There are many Arctic 
mammals that existed from North America to Europe: the deer, reindeer, woolly mammoth, 
steppe bison, wild horse, musk ox, and many, many others. Science has discounted this theory 
because they are ignorant as to how well ancient humans could swim and because they have been 
fixated on the African/savannah theory of human origins. 
  So how is it that humans became so socially intelligent and have not devolved in the way 
of the chimpanzee? We had nine million years of evolving upward as individuals before 
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domestication, whereas the chimpanzee has had ten million years of downward pressure into the 
group. The reason for our intelligence is that the super-thick cranial keel and vault above a strong 
brow-ridge and cheekbones provided structure to create huge craniums and to keep the craniums 
large throughout domestication. It is remarkable how many men have bumps on their upper 
forehead or cones just above their hairline. Long ago I shaved my head for a national swim meet 
and became a spectacle as everyone wondered why I had a severe and thick boney ridge directly 
over my forehead that had been hidden by my hairline. Well the answer is now obvious. I have a 
juvenile version of a body plan that has a super-thick cranial keel and vault and it also explains 
why I have inch-long red hair on my back, why my arm span is almost seven feet long, why I 
think in pictures and why I can swim so well. And it explains why my mother still has her auburn 
hair at seventy-three years old, size twelve feet, extremely large eyes and cheekbones. The 
answer to the riddle of my existence is that “I am a Sasquatch” and it is a miracle (of God’s 
creation) that I, and my consciousness, even exist. 
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 Conclusions: 
 Sasquatch Must Exist for You to Exist 

 
 
  Is Sasquatch our direct ancestor or is it the embodiment of the smarter ape ancestor that 
created humanity in America, Asia or even Africa? In our book two, You Are Sasquatch: The 
General Theory of Adaptation, we present the evidence for and against looking at the genetic 
codes and morphology within all of us and the other great apes. After viewing the enormity of 
the evidence in North America, it is hard to fathom that the phenomenon did not spill over into 
Asia. If we were talking about any other cold-weather animal who could run and swim it would 
be expected to migrate, as did many other mammals. Once you remove wolves from the wolf 
gene pool they become easy to turn into dogs. The same principle applies here; each threshold of 
Asia then Africa was a substantial step toward domestication by removal of us from the previous 
pure gene pool. 
 
  Does Sasquatch need protection?  
  Probably not—just lots of food and habitat. Of course official acknowledgement will lead 
to protection and penalties (possibly even the death penalty) to anyone who endeavors to kill 
one. Their genetic value alone is likely enormous. 
 
  So how does this all relate to our society? 
  This point has been made many times in this book. As long as individuals can fight to 
win and hold territory and a monogamous mate on an individual basis there will be a “continual 
creation” of abilities and adaptations. When the group endeavors to destroy the individual and 
take territory, there will be a steady devolvement into the group and it is just a matter of time 
before we lose our self-awareness and become chimp-like. Look how long it has taken for this 
book and its realization to come about. It is not until now that you actually know who we are and 
how we came to be. This was obvious to philosophers who wrote the Bible 3,000 years ago until 
160 years ago, people knew that the earth plays host both to wild man and domesticated man. 
  Most of America is still controlled by the individual but there are powerful forces of the 
group in the government, education, special interests and business that desire to destroy the 
individual and our natural state. 
  I was told this story of a 20/20 TV show that featured three beautiful boys with red hair 
who have been taunted and mocked for being “gingers.” One aggressive boy even refused to 
shake a hand after a football game. I am sure that every one of the readers of this book has been 
the object of the same sort of destructive actions of the group to humiliate and destroy outliers. 
Who knows what valuable genes, ideas or values those red-haired young men carry with them to 
benefit the whole of humanity and our planet. What humanity needs to understand is the natural 
dignity of each individual and the right to own and protect themselves, their family, their 
property and their ability to become proficient members of society. I think a great man once said, 
“I have a dream that one day my four children will be measured not by the color of their skin but 
the content of their character”. (MLK 8/28/63) 
 
  So how does this all relate to you and your life? 
  The next time you look in the mirror, say, “I am a Sasquatch and I can handle it.” 
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Remember that you came from a kick-ass, nine-foot-tall creature that is smart enough to hunt 
with its hands. You came from what the Bible describes as the Sons of God. I can’t think of 
anything more empowering to the individual than to acknowledge one’s true nature. 
  The Sasquatch has taught us that our nature is to control territory, have one spouse, and 
be an absolute expert in your chosen field. It shows us that happiness and fulfillment come from 
bringing security to our families and spouses. Many people today live in fear and anxiety from 
the social pressures put on them. The Sasquatch has taught us that we need only look to 
ourselves to find happiness and fulfillment, that we need not feel pressured to be anything we 
aren’t. 
 
  The Power of a Name 
  Once knowledge of the Sasquatch becomes common, its mythical name is likely to 
change to something more scientific. This will be a lively discussion. The obvious choices, 
Homo erectus Americanum or Homo Primum (the first man), both seem logical. But I boldly 
suggest a more appropriate name for a creature that has defied classification or capture: Homo 
noctem magno venator: “The Great Night Hunter.” I cannot think of a more magnificent, 
appropriate, and rich name for an animal that is truly the strategically smarter ape. 
  Humans have gone to the moon, built skyscrapers, and conquered disease. But an even 
more incredible achievement must go to our great ancestor. Avoiding classification and 
acceptance till now is truly a grander feat. Hopefully one day, when one is brought to the public, 
captured or dead, we will be able to look and marvel at a creature that is truly greater than 
ourselves. Maybe we won’t try to dissect it, cage it, hug it, or teach it to read, but rather let it go 
and restore it to what it wants most:  the maximum distance. 
   
  End of Book One 
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