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Ilive in a condo on the 9th floor. Not very
many insects go up that high, but certainly

some. I have a large standard light right by big
glass doors that go out to a balcony. At night,
insects are attracted by the light (particularly
moths) and settle on the glass. This would be
good for getting photos (underside) of insects if
one were so inclined. 

One evening I looked over and saw that a
spider (seen here) had built a web outside right
in the corner by the bright light. I thought to
myself, “What a smart spider,” and wondered if
this was intelligence or just chance. I let it stay
there to see how it would make out. It hid
during the day and came out at night. I took this
photo and looked-up spiders on the Internet.
This one is called a “cross spider” (Araneus
diadematus) and appears to be a female. 

If it was intelligence that resulted in the
spider making its web at that spot, then we
really have to think about intelligence in
animals that are much higher in the hierarchy. 

Dr. Bindernagel mentions homins using
tools, but intelligence goes much farther than
that. It appears the sasquatch has sorted out
ways to “out smart” us. If the spider was smart
enough to build its web by a light, then a
sasquatch would comprehend things infinitely
more complex than that.

As to the spider’s movements, it has a
disappearing act that absolutely astounds me;
look away and its gone sort of thing. It seems I
have heard that sort of thing before.

I have watched it move around and saw it
drop a couple of inches and swing. That is
likely what it does when in a hurry (like
Spiderman).
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Before the age of the common avail-
ability of digital cameras, I took

many (100?) enlarged film images
(retakes) from the Cibachrome prints.
Nobody had done this before to my
knowledge because few researchers knew
the Cibachromes existed. Anyway, as I
have mentioned before, film photos are
not comprised of pixels; they are made up
of chemicals that reacted to light. When
you look at such photos, what you see are
chemical molecules; but they are too
small to see individually without an
electronic microscope. Images of this
nature when scanned (as seen here) are
slightly better than a first generation
digital image (i.e., using a digital camera
rather than a film camera for the
enlargement). This is because the scanner
has a bit more to “work with.” All of this
is aside from the points I want to make;
Let’s just say that the image here appears
to be quite good.

It is important to note that you cannot
assign credibility to small details in the
image; it is far beyond the threshold for
such observations. I will guess that
anything in real life smaller than about 2
inches square cannot be identified as
something. Nevertheless, when the image
is taken in TOTALITY you can make
valid observations.

The image is
from Frame 323 of
the P/G film. The en-
tire subject is seen
on the right. It shows
a homin of some sort
walking on two legs.
In the opening im-
age, we do appear to
see an ear; although this might be below
the credibility level. Ears have not been
observed in sighting reports; they are
usually covered in head hair or the homin
was not seen from the side.

What we see is obviously hair as
opposed to fur as seen on a bear in the
following illustration.

Fur is much thicker and does not have
patchy thin spots. We can even see the
“spine line” on the P/G subject; not likely
so visible if the hair was fur. 

Having hair rather than fur does
present a bit of a dilemma when it comes
to extremely cold temperatures. Dr.
Bindernagel mentions this:

…these hominoids appear to be
well-adapted to cool, even cold,
environments. As such, they—like
aboriginal people of the northwest
coast of North America?—maybe
more comfortable with cold con-
ditions than are other humans who
tend to avoid cold.

The comparison here with aboriginal
people was a little odd for Dr. Binder-
nagel who was quite adamant that
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sasquatch were not human. Nevertheless,
I recently learned in talking with one of
his close friends that John had started to
reconsider his position. John lived in
British Columbia so obviously knew how
cold it can be in this province 500 miles
north of the US border

I have discussed this subject (cold
temperatures) in a previous paper and
referenced Australian aboriginals who are
thought to have a special gene that
provides them with significant resistance
to cold. Perhaps our aboriginal people
and sasquatch are the same. 

Whatever the case, the P/G film
subject does give us a good indication of
what sasquatch body hair looks like.  Bill
Munns has studied the film in minute
detail and states most emphatically that
what we see is not someone in a costume
or with “glued-on” hair.

If the film had been taken with a
standard video camera in this day and
age, there would have been much less to
work with. My enlargement would not be
possible—all you would see is blurry
pixels.

I will expand a little on the situation
with the Cibachrome prints (high
resolution professionally made photo-
graphs on very stiff photo-paper).

Researcher Bruce Bonney worked
with René Dahinden in the 1970s and
1980s. He and René borrowed the
original P/G film (1980) and had the
Cibachromes made. René owned 51% of
the film rights, so was able to obtain it.
They went through the film with a viewer
or some other process andidentified what
they considered to be the best twelve (12)
film frames. René (and probably Bruce)
then took the film to a photo processing
facility and (I believe) had three sets of
Cibachrome prints made.  René kept two
sets and gave the other to Bruce.  

Bruce did a detailed analysis of the film,
providing (in addition to other information) a
description of each film frame (200? sheets of
paper in a binder). I had this for a couple of
years and read it. I had to return it to René so it
is now unavailable or lost. I am sure Bruce has
a copy.

I would think Bruce had the original film
for a considerable time to do his analysis. We
assume the film was returned to the storage
facility; however. when the film location in that
facility was checked (the record showed “Film
of a gorilla”) in the mid 1990s, the film wasnot
there.

I believe several Cibachrome prints
were loaned to the University of British
Columbia for the book Manlike Monsters
on Trial published in 1980; that is all I
know in this connection.

The prints René had were put in a
safe at some point and remained there
until 1993 when I started working with
him. I have explained in a previous paper
that the safe was locked and René had
lost the combination. I asked him to bring
in a locksmith, which he did. He there-
upon loaned me a set of the prints.

René and Bruce had a “parting of the
ways” at some point prior to 1993. I tried
to contact Bruce but he just hung up the
phone when I mentioned René. Subse-
quent information I received was that
Bruce does not want anything to do with
the P/G film or, I believe, sasquatch
research in general. I have a photo of him.
but will respect his wishes and not
publish it.

I had the Cibachrome prints from
1993 to 1998 and during that time did my
own research on them using film
photography as I have explained. I did
share some images with a few research-
ers. When I was made aware that the film
resolution did not support the credibility
of small details, I ceased this work.  

PLEASE KEEPIN MIND that you
can only draw a possible conclusion by
looking at the image provided in totality.
I think the hair would appear as shown;
but could even get arguments on this. The
image of the subject in the film is only
about 1.2mm high, so you can appreciate
the enlargement necessary to  provide the
enlarged images seen here.

In the 1980s a researcher, Erik Jon
Beckjord (d. 2008), who had acquired a
copy of the P/G film, did an analysis and
concluded the film subject was carrying a
baby. He was just seeing lights and
shadows (pareidolia), but was firmly
convinced the baby was there. He went
public with his finding (published in the
Bigfoot Co-op newsletter, June 1981) and
caused a lot of controversy. He sent me
images (1990s), but I could not see what
he was seeing. He then did more
“research” and concluded that there were
a number of sasquatch hidden in the
forest/bushes seen in Frame 352. He said
that a “monkey” could be seen hanging
from a tree. I examined this and proved to
him that the object was simply, branches,

leaves and shadows forming a “monkey-
like image.” The same sort of thing
applied to all of his “discoveries.” Never-
theless, he even convinced two prominent
professionals that the baby and other
“creatures” were there. Erik went on to
find “strange beings” in other photos
taken in the forest when he went cam-
ping.  

Bruce Bonney received the Bigfoot
Co-op newsletter (June 1981) and wrote a
paper on the baby issue, which I have
provided on pages 4, 5, and 6. I think the
paper was published in the Bigfoot Co-op
newsletter (thus the page numbers
shown). Although Bruce’s paper specif-
ically addresses the “baby” issue, he
covers any details that may be seen in the
film; pointing out that small details do not
have any credibility. You can see that he
apparently knew a lot about photography.

I was last informed about three years
ago that Bruce is still alive and doing
fine.  As I recall he was living in Arizona.
Some people have tried to see him but to
no avail. I think I would have been infor-
med if he has passed on; but there are no
guarantees here.

If by chance Bruce sees this material,
I would greatly appreciate him contacting
me. There are questions that only he can
answer. He must know that René has been
gone for 17 years.  From what I have
seen, Bruce is a very meticulous and
thorough researcher so I think he has very
high credibility on any subject.

CLOSING COMMENT :
Just why much of everything associa-

ted with the P/G film and other sas-
quatch/bigfoot information ends up in a
convoluted mess is discouraging. We
can’t find the original P/G film and the
second roll taken at the film site has
disappeared. All we have of this roll is
images of the footprints in a series; there
were definitely other images. Further-
more, the Internet with its unverified
information has resulted in a quagmire of
misinformation; people just make up
stories. Also, instant communications
(email) results in things being said
without proper consideration, thus there
are numerous divisions within the
sasquatch/bigfoot arena.
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Subject bent over likely looking for
something on the ground.

Subject in the process of standing
up; appears over halfway.

Subject standing erect with left
arm somewhat forward.

These (above and right) images are from a video provided by
Mountain Beast Mysteries. I received it on November 6, 2018;

I can’t find a date for the actual sighting.
We see in the first image what appears to be a bear; however it

stands up on two legs and when erect appears like a homin—
assumed to be a sasquatch. Later it goes down again and gets very
close to the ground. As you watch the subject stand up, you can see
it sort of “unfolding itself.” The image resolution is very low so no
details can be seen. Nevertheless, the head does look like a homin;
definitely not a bear. 

The adjacent image (center) shows a view of the sighting
location. There is a grassy section and a road between the camera
and the subject, which is in very tall grass. The video commentator
makes reference to the “grassman,” which is a name for
sasquatch/bigfoot in Ohio. I wrote about this homin with Joedy
Cook and George Clappison in Bigfoot Encounters in Ohio: Quest
for the Grassman (2006). The name goes back to the late 1800s. The
homin had apparently been seen in tall grass and there were reports
of young “sasquatch” (children) running through such grass. On a
different note, old-timers said the name was used to frighten
children to stay out of certain areas.

The Saskatchewan sighting occurred near the village of
Lestock; Wikipedia states the following.

Lestock is a village within the Rural Municipality of in the
province of Saskatchewan, Canada. Lestock had a
population of 95 in the 2016 Canada Census. The village
was named after John Lestock Reid, a surveyor for the
railway. 

Lestock is about 89 miles north/east of Regina, a city of about
237,000 people. The map on the right shows the sighting location in
relation to Lestock; near the Moskowekwan First Nations Band
Office. I believe the video was taken by a First Nations man.

There are very few sasquatch sighting reports in Saskatchewan;
only seven incidents on record. However, there are only 1.164
million people in a province of 251,700 square miles. In driving
rural Saskatchewan, one is lucky to see a person, let alone a
sasquatch. While driving to Cumberland House (way up north) I
had not even seen a car for a very long time. I finally saw one—an
RCMPcar and I was stopped for speeding.

Just for the record, the name “Saskatchewan” has nothing to do
with the word “sasquatch.” The province is named after the
Saskatchewan River. The name is a Cree language word
“kisiskaciwani-sipiy,” meaning “swiftly flowing river.” The last
part of the word (sipiy) is cognate (having the same linguistic
derivation) with the “sippi” in the name Mississippi. It appears that
the river name was really Saskatchewansippi.
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