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Iwould say that about 16 year ago I was
out visiting David Hancock and he

handed me this 1969 issue of Reader’s
Digest. I said, “Thanks, I have read the
article on sasquatch; Dahinden gave me a
photocopy of it.” David said, “Well, hang
on to that; you might need it some day.”

It was a nice clean copy of the
magazine; only tarnished a little by age. I
flipped through it; recalling how
impressed Dahinden was of the article;
although Green would have been
instrumental in the material provided
(Dahinden is not mentioned). Thereafter,
the magazine went into my “library” until
I saw it the other day and read the article
again.

Keeping in mind that this article was
published 49 years ago; may Isuggest
that you give it a read as provided on
pages 2-6 then come back here. 

The first story we hit is Albert
Ostman’s adventure (1924). It was
obtained by John Green in 1957. Over the
years, we have come up with things that
don’t add up. Thomas Steenburg tried to
retrace Albert’s steps, but could not
substantiate anything. The only aspect in
Albert’s favor is that his story appears too
good to be a fabrication, but that is really
not saying much. I suppose the best we
can do here is say that his story is 50/50.

We next see that John Green had a
total of 250 sasquatch-related reports on
record. John stopped counting about 10
years ago at around 4,000 credible
reports. He got quite fed-up with life after
his wife died. I once asked him if he ever
had a heart attack, he replied “No, but I’m
hoping.” He died in 2016. I think at the
present time there would be at least 6,000
very reasonable reports on record. I
believe this would be about 20% of the
POTENTIAL total, so there have been
about 30,000 credible sightings or
incidents. 

We then come to the Jacko story
(1884). It’s intriguing, but cannot be
substantiated. I would rate its credibility
at about 20%.

The story of Fred Beck and the
apemen of Mount St. Helens (1924)
comes next. It is said that there were
many large footprints at the scene, but I
have never seen a photo of one. Photos
were definitely taken of the men, so why
not a footprint? I would give this story
about 30%.

.The Ruby Creek story follows; it
was this incident that got John Green
interested in the sasquatch. I can’t find
anything wrong, so rate it 100%.

William Roe’s story (1955) comes
next, and it’s really a great story. None of
us, however, ever met William. John
Green did everything with him by phone
and ordinary mail. Now long gone, we
finally traced down William’s son and
grandson some years ago. We did manage
to get a photo of William, but that’s about
it. The family was somewhat “reserved,”
but it could be they simply did not know
anything more than what we had.
Nevertheless, Iwould give this story
100%. 

The Patterson/Gimlin film is now
presented. Not a lot was known about the
film in 1969; for sure no one had done a
detailed analysis of the film. European
scientist and Russian hominologists in
1971 were the first to give the film
credibility. The first fully scientific
analysis was undertaken by a forensic
scientist and completed in 1998. The
report is highly positive that the
sasquatch filmed was a natural being.
Anthropologists in general, however,
either don’t agree, don’t understand the
report, or don’t want to bother. The report
did make the rounds, as it were, but never
brought about any significant action. Not
even the RHI features it.

We then have a little blurb about Dr.
John Napier. If he had been really
interested in bigfoot, he would have
obtained an actual copy of the P/G film
and intently studied it frame-by-frame. It
is likely he had limited funding, so we
simply got what he could afford.

Don Abbott (not a PhD) then gets
honorable mention. He essentially took
what we had and left us high and dry as
he did not want to risk his reputation. 

We then come to the statement that
Roger Patterson had $75,000 financing
for further research from the Northwest
Research Association. That was Roger’s
“association,” and I doubt very much it
was worth that amount.

Tom Slick’s expedition (1959 to
1962) although mentioned, as far as we
know was essentially a total failure. Iam
sure if anything significant was found,
John Green would have known about it as
he was an expedition member. Never-
theless, whatever was found was secreted
away by Slick and to this day has never
been revealed.

Whatever the case, if just one
sasquatch sighting or incident can be
verified with indisputable physical
evidence, then it does not matter as to all
the others, but their credibility would get
a tremendous boost (even the marginal
ones). 

For me, reports have become very
tiresome; they are all generally the same,
but that’s actually a good thing.
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