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WOOD FRAGMENT

oneClones now has a skeleton of a
bonobo (Pan paniscus). I checked
the head size to body height, and came
out at 7:1, as you can see by the red ovals.
This surprised me because I believe a
sasquatch is not more than 6:1, and this is
the same as a gorilla and a regular
chimpanzee (Pan troglodytes).
Does it mean anything? I really don’t
know, but think that anthropologists
would be pouring over this as I write.
I suppose if head ratio has anything to
do with the “evolutionary march” of
primates to human status, then the
bonobo is ahead (no pun) of the
sasquatch.
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n Meet the Sasquatch I pointed out that
what might be footprint impressions
seen in Frame 323 (top image, right; impressions circled) of the P/G film seem to
line-line up to the prints filmed on the
second film roll (footprint registration) as
shown.
The third print has plaster, which was
poured by Roger Patterson, and we have
a cast copy of that print.

What might be important here is the
second impression in relation to the wood
fragment that we know the subject stepped on, as identified and seen in the adjacent image.
It appears the fragment did not get
pushed into the ground, but spun out to
the subject’s right (closer to the camera).
For certain, it would have affected the
footprint impression—would have been
messed-up; not a good print to cast.
We can’t see the fragment in the
photo registration, but I think it was
nearby; beyond what was filmed.
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n the fall of 2009, Alex
Solunac and Dave Hill
found large footprints on a
logging road that led
down to the Stamp River,
near Port Alberni, Vancouver Island, BC. The
footprint are identified
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(outlined) in the first photo and redcircled. The second image shows a closeup of the lower footprint. They are directly in line as with most sasquatch prints.
The two researchers had gone to the
area as a result of a sighting report—two
adults and two children say they heard
something strange and then saw a
sasquatch. The researchers found these
prints about one third mile (half a kilometer) from where the sighting took
place.
—00—
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his article from Science in
1988 provides some insights
into the time and state of sasquatch research. There is a date
error and historical error, but
that’s generally accepted with
journalists. Please give it a
read…
That the P/G film sasquatch
was squatting by the creek when
first spotted by Patterson and
Gimlin, is likely and supports
the contention that it was preoccupied in what it was doing.
As to “clear color footage”
in the film, I would say that
about half of the 353 film frames
are clear enough to see anything,
and many of those frames show
the subject too far away to see
any details.
That the film is the “closest
thing yet to scientific proof”—
well, films/videos and photographs are simply pictorial testimony. Footprint casts are the
only scientific proof we have.
Dr. Grover Krantz’s idea to
look for “a decaying sasquatch
carcass” with an infra-red scanner using a gyro-copter was actually very good, but long before
its time. He did build the craft as
seen here.
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From what I understand, the
craft was too dangerous for him
to fly, so the idea was abandoned.
Nevertheless, perhaps the
concept should be revisited. We
now have drones that could do
the job with no safety issues. I
am sure if Grover was still with us he would
again be actively pursuing the idea.
The point that Krantz was going to start
his research in the Blue Mountains,
Washington, would have been based on his
confidence in the findings provided by Paul
Freeman. Dr. Jeff Meldrum has the same
confidence. I agree, and continue to be
baffled by why more research is not done in

this area by amateurs.
Krantz tells us of his problems with
superiors because he chose to look into
the sasquatch issue. That should not have
been then, nor now. Really it’s a blight on
the entire scientific establishment.
As to René Dahinden’s unkind remarks at the close of the article, I actually
blame the article author, David Philip, for

including that sort of thing. It’s not
amusing or funny; it’s stupid.
Krantz and Dahinden were at odds at
this time and had been for many years.
Dahinden disliked scientists (putting it
mildly), despite the fact that Krantz was
convinced that the sasquatch existed; they
just disagreed on many things.
—00—

hown on the right, is a scan
of the letter from the
Nisga’a Lismis people to the Museum of Vancouver in connection
with my sasquatch exhibit in
2004/5. The mask referred to is the
following:
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I certainly did not expect this
response and was quite elated to
receive it. It all came about after
Lynn Maranda, the curator of
anthropology, and I found the
Chehalis mask in the Museum of
Vancouver’s storage area. I was
astounded with that find and Lynn
said she would check to see what the
Royal Museum had.
Apparently the mask was on
permanent loan to the Royal with
the condition that permission must
be sought to display it in other
museums (i.e., non-Royal exhibits).
Lynn was a great person and
remarkable curator. She did
absolutely everything she could to
get artifacts for my exhibit.
Although this particular mask
was unknown to me, as I recall John
Green knew about it. He had
considered it one of the three “classical” masks definitely depicting an
actual sasquatch (as opposed to the
many masks that are mythological
in nature). I have sort of drawn a
line here; natural masks (no bright
colors) are likely true depictions; the
others reflect mythology.
There are two other mask of this
nature I later discovered at the
Museum of Anthropology (MOA),
UBC, Vancouver. They are featured
in Sasquatch in British Columbia. It
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does not appear Lynn asked this museum for artifacts; but
if she did, I am sure she would have been refused. The
MOA will not consider the sasquatch in non-Native culture. If this were the other way around, there would be
major protests.
One thing that is somewhat singular in the Nisga mask
presented is the nice even teeth. Gorillas, regular
chimpanzees and bonobos (seen here in that order) have
“fangs.” I do note, however, that from what I could see, the
bonobo’s fangs are much smaller and less severe.

North American Native art is generally somewhat
abstract. Nevertheless, if the sasquatch were seen to have
fangs, then they would be depicted. I have never seen a
Native sasquatch mask that shows fangs. If the “evolutionary march” of primates to human status included the
final deletion of fangs, then the sasquatch appears to be a
step ahead of these great apes.
In playing with my eldest son’s little dog, I always
noticed how important his fangs (canines) were. If he
could not get them into something in a “tug of war” his
little front teeth were essentially useless. Of course, fangs
are primarily needed to rip things apart to either kill or eat.
All teeth are considered a part of one’s digestive system.
Nature works on the principle that “if you don’t use it, you
loose it.” Obviously, somewhere down the line fangs were
deemed unnecessary in whatever “branch” of evolution
resulted in humans. Perhaps the sasquatch is on that same
branch, but father back, so to speak.
Whatever the case, the Nisga Native people are very
firm in their belief of sasquatch existence. The term
“naxnok” provided in the letter in referring to the entity is
a generic term that refers to a host of supernatural beings.
The term “sasquatch” and “hairy man” appear to be the
current common names. We can certainly see that what the
Nisga describe of the being is essentially the same as what
other Native people describe.
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his photo shows (left to right) Dr.
Grover Krantz, John Green, and Dr.
John Bindernagel examining the
Skookum Casts (cast showing various
body prints) in 2000. Later, the cast was
examined by Dr. Daris Swindler, Dr. Jeff
Meldrum, Dr. George Schaller and Dr.
Esteban Sarmiento. I would say that more
scientists officially looked at this
assumed sasquatch-related artifact than
any other in history.
The general consensus on the prints
was that they were not made by a known
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animal species. The prints appeared to have
been made by a primate of some sort, so a
sasquatch is considered the only candidate.
Whether or not a sasquatch was
involved nobody can categorically state;
nevertheless, with so many scientists being
of the same opinion one would think many
(hundreds?) of anthropologists and other
professionals would take notice. It has now
been nearly 18 years, and the three individuals seen in the photo have passed on, together with Dr. Swindler. Sasquatch research carries on with little change.
—00—.

