Water Under the Bridge—But Water Nonetheless

SHADES OFYOUTH

When | first entered the field of sasquatch researc
1993 | had absolutely no idea of anything to do wi"
sasquatchAll that was in my head was a newspap
report from 1982 showing Rant Mullins (first photo) wit
a pair of wooden feet and claiming he was responsible|, .
making “bigfoot” footprints that brought about th¢#d;
bigfoot mystery Of course, this was impossible. He (arf|;
newspapers) had no idea of the footprints on recq
because very few photographs of prints had be
published Aside from that, m sure | must have notice (&
the unkind cartoon (second photo) in my 1957 hig
school annual.

ENTER DAHINDEN them in 1980, but obviously]
Upon meeting René Dahinden in March 1993 andry little had been done

listening to his accounts of sasquatch | was a littéth them. | dont think Dr. B
surprised that there was so much information. He laf@fover Krantz had seen’

showed me the Patterson/Gimlin (P/G) film with hi§€m because of the "bad i
antique projectqrbut | certainly was not thatimpressed—blOOd" between René anc 'R

. . . . . rover Nevertheless, || {
Jsu;r:dz;:rttle black thing rapidly walking across a creeﬁioubt René would have |

Other than that, he did not show me photographs'oéf’\’id_(:"cfI them to any
anything, but did show me some of his sasquagfentist aithough 1 know
sent a slide of frame 35%

footprint casts. He told me he had good photogra o -
taken from the film but they were in his safe and he hgd & Scientist  (David 3} ==
forgotten the combination. He eventually called in 22€9ing) who later wrote a#l, v . A=
locksmith and showed me what are called t%;tglnd?etéogi;fz?es?sgut?ct)zk A5 INDIAN. SEES SASQUATCH
Cibachrome images (12 very high quality photographs

the best film framges n(wade inyabc?utigaﬂ)is impr?ass%d was published, but had he lived he would have said to i
me, but they were quite small, about 3.5 inches by 4 7§€ What Imean about those #"&* scientists,” and in
inches, although one photo (frame 352) he had gadar ('S case | would certainly have agreed.

He had two sets of the prints so gave me one set to tﬁ&@:ING THE FACTS

home and study used a magnifying glass to look at them
and noticed a few things.

Few accredited scientists have really studied th
sasquatch issue and | believe that, like me at first, they jt
dont know the subject exists or simply domhink it's
STARK REALIZA TIO.N worth looking at because of all the negative informatio
We now had email and what was called the Interr.18 t there.” Had been an anthropologist at the timaét

Virtual Bigfoot Conferenf:e (IVBC).Thinking that René, Ithink | would have given the subject quite a bit of
everyone must have certainly seen the photographs ht

they had been studied to death, | sheepishly reportedof course, as have mentioned previously in other
some of my simple observations. | got a reply asking Whghers several times, professional people prefer to look
| was looking at to make my observations. | then realizgghfessional literature, and images from the P/G film wel
that few people had seen the Cibachrome images. Fiva@f essentially shown with proper analysis in a boo
the same frames had been used in the bdtdolike written by a PhD anthropologist until 2006asquatch:
Monsters on Trial, UBC (1980%. _ Legend Meets Science, by Dr. Jef Meldrum. Idon’t want

| don’t know how long the prints had been lockeg sound like a broken record (if you go back that far) bt
away in a safe, but | believe a very long time. | suppasgoks on subjects of this nature not written by a Ph
René had shown them to some people when he first g9thropologist are not worth much “scientifically



WHAT ABOUT WEBSITES? Books, (Mt Johnson | believe) in the late 199%0sask
The same thing is true for websites, but in this case ABput having the company publish one of my books.
only must the material being presented be gl%;entloned Krants book and MrJohnsors comments
[

. o lied that sale of this book had been poor and the
professionals, or approved by such, but the website 't%ﬁfn’t want to get into doing another book on the

must be sponsored by a universiYe have only one subject. Johnson was quite terse in telling me this.
website that meets these conditions, the Relict Hominoid | did not know what | am stating here as to PhDs an
Inquiry. university presses until fairly recentlin about 2002 |
There are many really great sasquatch/bigfoot websilteasoned that if | wrote a book that contained everythin
and if you have wondered why that with so mudteould lay my hands on as to images, this would “brea
information out there we have not made more progrée ice.” My full-color cofee table book,Meet the
with scientists, well, tha’ the answer—fewif any visit Sasquatch, (2004), was the result. It has full coverage o
non-professional websites. the P/G film and all the most important footprints anc
casts. Only one scientist provided a book review (ver
THE UNIVERSITY PRESS SYNDROME . favorable) on this book. Nothing daunting, | added 8
Now, although what has been said sounds rough, it g&%es and producelnow the Sasquatch: Sequel and

rougher To assure a book ger attlention by scientistsU date (2010). I did not get a review by any PhD on this
needs to be published by a university press. UnfortumatB ok. Producing books of this nature is extremely costl

this creates a bit of a catch-22 situation. For a universé'lwd time consuming. | was lucky to have Hancoc
press to publish a book, then the university must condw&se Publishers undertake the publishing. Sales we

the contents Of_ the _b90k' Pr.esenting a book that Sugg?@é%onable, but other than the professionals in our ranl
the sasquatch is a living entity would be far too much flordoubt the books adorn the bookshelf of any Ph

any universityWe did, howeverget that far in 1977 with
a book edited by DrRoderick Sprague and DGrover

Krantz entitled The Scientist Looks at the Sasquatch WHAT ABOUT SASQUATCH EXHIBITS

(University Press of Idaho); but the book was rather gven my sasquatch exhibits, although very popula
limited in scope as to images (nothing from the P/G filgyve not, to my knowledge, impressed the “scientifi

anthropologists.

and few footprint and cast photos). world.” The exhibits, all held in public museums (7 in

all) for the most part have been very impressive

THE LACK OF SCIENTIFIC KNOWLEDGE generally with considerable resources required t

Dr. Grover Krantz stated in his boBkgfoot/Sasquatch  present them. | received only one comment from a
Evidence (1999, p.235): anthropologist (Museum od¥ancouvey 2004/5). In the

guest book he scolded the Museum for presenting ti

The majority of scientists in these concerned areas subject. There were many pages of complimentar

(primatology, zoology, etc.) if asked today will

express their opinion that no such animal remarks from regular patrons; over 25,000 people sa
[sasquatch] exists. If pressed for details, they will the exhibit.

also admit that they know nothing about the

evidence that has been gathered. THE ABOMINA TION

When the skeptical boolAbominable Science by

If we consider 1967 as the year the most S'gn'f'carﬂéniel Loxton and Donald Prothero came out in 2013,

evidence of sasquatch existence came to light (footprints : :
on Blue Creek Mountain and the P/G film) then 32 yea/ygs astounded to see that this work had been published

had elapsed by the time Krantz uttered these words? ||t|niversity (CO'“mF"a University Press). Prothero is
does not appear that he questioned why this was FHP: Loxton a writer and their book (chapter on
situation. Although he was a PhD anthropologist, measquatch—all that | read) is absolutely not scientific; jus
either was unable to, or chose not to, have both of @@fieral circumstantial stories and speculatioiiben |
books published by a university press—I believe tRgginally got into the sasquatch issue | looked at th
former 1 am sure quite a few professionals read higcumstantial evidence andgaed that it needed to be
books, but Mwill guess much fewer than if his books$aken into consideration with regard to tangible evidenc
were published by a university press. Indeed, | don'was quickly corrected by DMeldrum that it was the
think his first book, Big Footprints, (1992), had tangible or hard evidence only (specifically footprint

significant sales. | telephoned the publish@ohnson photographs and plaster casts) that were the decidi



factors. If they indicated a natural being created the pritss to be about 2,950 in the USsnd about 31 in
everything else is immaterial. He is right, and from then Ganada,** so a total of 3,260 in NortAmerica.

| have ignored all the stories, and ridiculous theories ba§&sherally speaking, only retired PhD anthropolo-

on them as to considering such actual evidence. It regligts are the most likely to ventue into the
surprised me that the authorsAlfominable Science and sasquatch issue and truly study itl can therefore say
Columbia University ignored this basic scientific rule artlat “available” PhD anthropologists are about thre
produced the book. If hearsay and “stories” takienes as rare as sasquatch. Is there any wonder why
precedence over hard evidence, thamlsure we can findare not getting anywhere with the “world of science?”
enough material to prove the moon landing was a hoax. INow, dont get me wrong, but once somebody get
even agued with John Green on this issue when heo his or her senior years he or she automatically los
objected to my use of certain material. | asked him, “Wheedibility. Dr. Daris Swindler who literally wrote the
do you want me to believe, you or the scientists?” Heok on anthropologywvas an avid sasquatch enthusias
thought for a moment and said, 8W | guess the in his retirement years. His involvement did not have
scientists."We never broached the subject again and | wémit of influence. | must admit that | am now in that
forward with what the scientists saikhe point here is thatretirement class myself.

if you disagree with what the scientists say about

something, you must make your point on what they sy MELDRUM'S BOOK

You dont say the evidence is a hoax becguse the PErsonyy jef Meldrum's book Sasquatch: Legend Meets
who found it has a bad reputatiorcdlled this reasoning q.icnce met three conditions—written by a PhD

The Long Shot Factpbased on the book by Greg Long. It . :
is now the LLPFactor | am sure you can sort that out. anthropologist, good P/G film coverage and goo

Whatever the case, the authors did it—and sadly tfﬂcs)tprlnt/cast coverage. In my opinion, howevall of

is the book that now represents the general “scientifFE"e clearest images in the P/G film should have be:
gsented full page and in caldyso, all of the most

opinion on the sasquatch/bigfoot issue. | would say tf4 _
its publication has set us back about 10 years. How coffiortant casts should have been presented in color a

professionals and university administrators prostitl®ach one discussed. From a scientific standpoint, [
themselves in this way? No doubt these authors are ddgldrum did a great job, everything is essentially there
to the group that said it was impossible to have a dutkdst think we need to drive home all of the evidence w
billed mammal that lays eggs, and even when one Viiase in the most impressive way we cahis is done by
put on the table they would have said it was a hoax. printing the entire book in color on semi-gloss pape
The bottom lines is, if you have four (4) PhlXeep in mind that people are people regardless of the
scientists who have (or had) been involved in tReation in life and if they are impressed with somethin
sasquatch/bigfoot issue for over 20 years each, and thgy, they will give it extra attention.
say that sasquatch photographs and artifacts indicaterpe |55t condition, printed by a university press, wa
they came from a natural being, do you believe themfi met. Nevertheless, | believe. Déeldrum's book got
a couple of fly-by-night PhDs and a writer who sgy,ch further into the “scientific establishment” than an:
everything is fake? of my books, or any other book not written by a PhL

A RARE SPECIES—PhDANTHROPOLOGISTS anthropologist. It has been eleven years since the bo
One thing you must keep in mind is that phiyas published, so perhaps it ig now time for. Di

anthropologists are almost as rare as sasquiitere Meldrum or another_ anthropologlst _to write anothe

are 20,326 PhD anthropologists in the USA,* and B§°K and get a university to publish ithere are

my own calculation about 10,000 sasquatch in Noﬁﬁzyrlghtdlssues, but somehow they simply must b

America (USAand Canada)When you consider the2ddr€ssed.

size of the USA,_ and that of bot_h the USAd anad_a, POOR OLD DR. KRANTZ

you will get an idea of the “rarity Let me put it this

_ o In retrospect, the unavailability of the P/G film
way, if all anthropologists in the US#vere to wear a images (need for payment) and proper photographs of
red hat, you would have a tough time sighting o g pay Properp grap |

e - . .
unless you haunted a university campus. | temnk r’t]hedlmpqlrte;:t foot.rl)rlzrz)toiasltsf (simply not photogrha}phe
my figure includes retired individuals, and | estimafd’d available unt ) left our gument very thin,

*Unable to find a figure for Canada. **Calculated using percentages of general population.



right up to 2006 when DrMeldrum’s book was STICKING OUT MY NECK

published, which certainly cleaned things up and Most (by far) of the best evidence, notwithstanding the P/
straightened things out, from a scientific standpoififm was collected by Canadian researchersn(is, Green,
although | think more could have been done as | hdyahinden, Bindernagel and tegnbug). The 406
stated. If DrKrantz could have used all the clearest PAtghting/incident reports collected for British Columbia

film images and all the cast photographs back in 199&jsauatch in British Columbia, 2012) and additional reports
think this might have made a tifence. provided on the Sasquatch Canada website, were not

susceptible to hoaxing as in the USA. Hoaxes in BC are ra
A LITTLE LIGHT AT THE END OF THE TUNNEL with only one of any significance (Mission, 1977). Certainly
On the positive side, there is absolutely nothing Wroﬁéeen, Dahinden aridtmus collected prints in California, but

with carrying on with what we are doing, despite the Iack"?f'lIh a diference—the mes'credibility was very highThat

professional involvement. | ddnthink that anything other“B Esggs’—tr}chizcaSt:eorg r?ifnt:tl]_roer? gtiat barT]?)hguBejrt:]Osr)]a;
than tangible evidence will “turn the tide,” but if we could g ‘ﬁ , SErep g story by '

. _ , . L _“Albert Ostman, should not be used as a reason to discoun
Hominology” accepted as a valid scientific discipline thlng& the other reportslso, keep in mind that the P/G film was
would move in the right direction. Dmitri Bayanov hagyiginally screened at the University of British Columbia an
justified this concept and his work will soon be made availalfeen and Dahinden were the major proponents of
If accepted, the way would be cleared for scientists to purgughenticity (having personally known Patterson and Gimlit
sasquatch/bigfoot studies without fear of reprimafis and being among the first to see the film).

process has happened before in history with other subjects anéerhaps, just for the sake of the benefit of the doubt, | ¢

the result was that proof was found to turn supposition iB@K that the next fly-by-night scientist concentrate on just tf
fact. material researched by Canadians (notwithstanding the F

film) and sightings/incidents in BC. Come up this way an

the hands of professionals who can do something. Sengfﬁéuss things witithomas §eenbug and John Bindernagel

: o . g others mentioned have passed on), and look around a
emails and pdfs is virtually free, but getting such individual , e
look at them and read about 100 pages of text is borderins\ﬁgu wont find & McDonalds every haif-mile, so pack

) : : _ wich and a thermos.
the impossible. | can tell you from experience that if youtdon hope | have not éénded USAbigfoot enthusiasts: &

have a PhD you wonget anywhere with any university on thgst that | think things have gotten out-of-hand a little as 1
planet. Even then, all a PhD does is “get you in the.dogjpaxes in the USAThe Geagia Bigfoot fiasco was beyond
There is no guarantee that you will not simply get lost in thelief andYouTube videos are giving us a very bad nam
“halloed halls.” (although | cart’say all the ridiculous ones originated in the
What about printed books? Do they get looked at? Flgs). Am | upset with Loxton, Prothereo, and Daegling—yot
off, this is expensive because you must provide the books freé
of chage. If the book was written by a PhD anthropologist it Anyway, all | can say is, “Here we are,” and hopefully
will likely get on someone’desk; but if it was not publishedearn a little from the water that has passed under t
by a universityyou are likely left “dead in the water bridge.

The problem, of course, is getting Bayasawaterial into




