ABOM: A Bigfoot Online Museum
Roger Knights

(A shorter version appeared in Track Record, Feb. 2007, pp. 7-8)

Chris MurphyObook, Meet the Sasquatch, indicated howimpressive an attractive
package of visud evidence can beto the public. A Bigfoot Online Museum, containing
more material liketha in MurphyO&o0k, would besmilarly impressive and popuiar.
(Assuming the owners of artifacts would agree to dlow phobs of them to betaken and
used onine by anonprofit organization.)

Popular bookslike MurphyOsanOtndude aredlly large volume of evidence, sncethe
ordinary reader isnOtnterested in more than adozen or © casts, har samples, tree twists,
dermal patterns etc. Even booksand articles amed at specialists are subject to 5ze
congraints and can®indudethe less impressive pieces of evidence. But those, viewed
collectively, may actudly bemore authenticating than a few individudly impressive
artifacts.

ABOM Could Present:

A large volume of evidence;

In animated or gide-show format (e.g.; to illugrate foot flexion),
With many opionsas to gpeed; repeats; breadth; depth; etc.;

In multiple-angle views,

In variousmagnifications

With supeaimposed measurement grids

In printable format, andin color;

With poken accompaniment;

With gppended text commentary by a multitude of experts.

Downsides of Physical Museums and Repositories—They Are:

e Hard to gd to forthose notnearbyN i.e., 0% of he pubic;

* Awkward to ge acquainted with, snce familiarity cannotbe obtained in
convenient dribsand diabs of free time;

e QuUnfriendly,Oin that itOsard get a close view of certain items (in light of the

museums worry aboutthe dange of ther getting degraded, damaged, or $olen);

Expensve to st up (neterials mug be acquired, notjug phdogrgphed);

Expensgve to maintain (aderk and office space is needed);

Subject to ace congraintsN so mog items mugt be QuarehousdQ

Unable to offer a multitude of printable views;

Unable to accept and dsplay acondant stream of commentary onther items.

Because of these flaws, current meat-space evidence repostories are nearly useless.
Meldrum has been quded as saying tha his Qasts are [merely] taking up draver space.O
JRon] Westrum thinks E e vidence will continueto be ignorel [because] as far as
scientists are concerned, the evidence has never been recorded.O



Meldrum has gated, however, that when colleagues DO visit his office, they are anazed
and impressed & his large quantity of his evidence, which theyOd ben unavare of until
then. ABOM would combat their unavareness by enabling ientists to make virtua
office-visitsN i.e., in cyberspace.

ABOM would dso bemore vauable than a sightingssite like BFRO. Sghtingsdon®
impress scientistsN they want something they can g their teeth intoN evidence, in other
words As Dahinden said, dressing theimportance of evidence over sghtings @ donOt
want to read another sighting report Take a camera ora gun. You donQtdongin the
woodswithoutthem.O

Suggested Categories of Evidence for ABOM

1. Hair. ABOM should borrowas many har samples as posible from ther cugodians
(starting pehapswith Dr. Fahrenbach), plotogrgph them unde various
magnifications and pos the pictures so skepticsO rperts can have a crack at
matching them to known animals, and where dl can have a gande at them. ThereOd
be notes bd ow each sample describing its characteristics. Following these, thereOd &
entries by har experts givingther opnions on exch sasmple, and exchanges of
opinion anongthe experts.

The repostory could contain pictures of several hairs fromall North American
animals, and uktimately from dl animals everywhere, shown in various
magnifications with noes on heir salient characteristics attached.

Hairs should betaken from every portion of thar variegated pelts. Skeptics often
assert that a har expert who was unale to match a har to anything hal an
incomplete collection, or didn®have hairs from enough bodydcations Any keptic
who daimed ABOM was ill incomplete could bechallenged to solve the problem
by submitting pctures of the missing items to it. Eventudly the collection should
become satisfactory to all.

Bigfoot-skeptic Michael Denrett has said, O sugpect tha are-examination of dl har
samples would show them to be identifi able material.O(Sasquatch Report #10.) |
hopeon the contrary tha a collective andysis of har samples would congderably
strengthen the case for Bigfoot.

Dennet has dso complained that beievers havenOplayed fair when having hair
evidence analyzed, buthave either shoppel aound for afriendy analyst or have
found ®meonewith sientific credentids, butwho isnOt har expet. If we (played
fairOthis objection would no bnger beraised. Therefore we should make our
evidence accessible to dl in an organized fashion, hereby ptiting our housin orde
and geting on he path to being sientifically respectable.

2. Casts. Photos of footprint and handprint casts (and the SkookumCast), eventually in
rotatable 3-D views, with grid-lines. (The Skeptic’s Dictionary complainsthat Gew
footprints [are] available for examinationin plaster casts.Q

3. Dermal ridges. These should show the unqueness and onsstency of the Bigfoot
patern, as shown on p. 142 oMeet the Sasquatch.



. Twists, etc. Similarly, Ste-pog phados of twisted-off tree limbs (high up n trees) &
twisted trunks o arborists and oher experts can comment on what might have made
them. Also pog phobsof other items Bigfoot has suppo®dly twisted or cushed, like
camp equipment, gae-pods, ec.

. Nests. Similar to those shown on . 156-59 of Meet the Sasquatch.

. Poop. Itsgigantic size would be impressive, as would its nonresemblance to the
poop of oher animals. (I hopeits phobgrapher laid adollar bill alongsdethe poopto
provide a QyardgickO(6 18 inches), butl doubtit.)

. Witness testimony. Videotapes (or audiotapes with gill phobs) of credible witnesses
would effectively countr the scofticsO barge tha they are blood brahers of Elvis-
sighters. For indance, Rolert Guennette, in The Mysterious Monsters, pp. B2, tells
how the impressive low-key testimony of sheriff Oliver Potter made him a bdiever. A
dozen such witnesses, ideally induding sveral cops would bea good sart.

If there were a good onine micro-payments system, this could be conveniently and
panlessy charged for, o reimburse thecost of tranamitting lots of video-bits to
vigitors If and when Bigfootis confirmed, these video clipswill bein hgh demand
by TV stations which would pay six-figure amounts for amonthOsvorth of broaicast
rights. (To preserve themarket value of these clips they should beremoved from the
ABOM dgteright after B-Day.)

. Expert testimony. Videotapes (or audiotapes with gill phaos) of scientists like
Swindler, Gooddl, Meldrum, Shdler, Fahrenbach, @c. (And dso of topic-area non
credentialed gecialists Ted Seth Jacobs expert on the structure of organic bengs
who wrote a letter endorsng RattyOseality that was pubished in the Nov. 2003 ssue
of Fate.)

. Official reports. Photocopies of police-file sghting reports by officers. Skeptics will
give mog credence to images of the original doauments. (Alas, recordsretention
policies now ensure tha mog minor records are purgel within a few years.)

10. Text. |.e., text rdated to evidence that canObe shown on sreen. Eg., a description of

cases where potential BF bones have been found, buthave goneastray. Also copies of
evidence-analysis doauments tha haven®been printed On the literatureO(peer-
reviewed journals), like the Glickman report, the Grieve repott, the Donkoy report,
etc.

11.Sound files. Purpored BF vocalizations

12.Native artwork. As shown on pp. 1823 of Meet the Sasquatch.

13. Photos of Bigfoot himself. E.g., g¢ permission © pog an onine copy of Mike

QuastOdook, Big Footage Owhich contains QuastOsiravingsof purpored Bigfoot
phobs to avoid copyrght/permission prdlems. Other visuds could bephdos of
Qhe uaud suspectsOthat Bigfootis suppogdly confused with, from p. 123 ofMeet
the Sasquatch.



14. Patterson-Gimlin Film, containing items such as the following:

A. Stabilized and clarified versions like those of M.K. Davis & Jm Zenor,
which bring outmore clearly than prior ve'sionsmany reslistic details, and
make it easier to noice certain of theintangibles described in DonkoyOs
report

B. Re-creation attempts, shown for compaison in asplit screen, auch as:

. TheBBCOs

. HeironimusOgif itOsver released),

. Jeff M eldrumOstudentsO Herioudy inept efforts, and,

. Daegling and ShmittOssompliant-gait walker.

C. Computerized animations of “Patty.” E.g., those doneby the Hajicek crew,
as described on paes 90E93 of Meet the Sasquatch.

D. Murphy’s filmsite model (or adigitized version thereof, extended to cover
thewhole film gte) of the PGF dte. (See pp. 5863 of Meet the Sasquatch.) It
should beviewable from many andles, rotatable, and aso could indlude a
second-by-second gquence of where the creatures involved were during and
after the encounter.

E. Stop-action animation of a costumed mannequin. JohnGreen has made a
mog remarkable observation about Paity@ IM Index being dearly nonhuman
and beng impossible to fake (given its elbow bend and finge flexion). lagree
with him that analysis of thefilm aimed & proving these points would bevery
strong evidence. So there should beroomfor material onthis aspect of the
PGF, usng ophisticated phob analysis. E.g., it coud contain thousands
phobos of an adjugable Bigfoat-cogumed mannejuin, nd necessarily life-
sized, hotwith:

. Its four adjudable limb-segments, its shoulder breadth, andits torso

heght varioudy st;

Its joints set & avariety of angles;

Ilts overall headingOset a variousangles;

Each walking ssquence shot from variouselevations

Each successive step in awalking ssquence shot from greater

distances,

. The camera set a variousdistances from the sart of each walking
sequence.

These sequences would beused to test online whether estimators coud come
close to propely evaluaing the figureD$M Index and heéght (assuming afoot
of whose length rdative to other body £gmentsisin proporion © PattyO} If
they could, it would deébunk Deeglingdslaim that the proportonsin such
pictures canObe estimated with ufficient accuracy. (1tOsn empty statement
to Smply say that estimates would be@naccuraeQif tha meansonly
Omprecise.Q



15. Feedback forums where high-level critiques and munter-critiques can bemade.
Some of these would beopen only to sientists and afew qudified laymen, by
invitation onl.

16. Cream of the commentary. Selected pods from webstes like bigfootforums.com
(with the permission of s$tesO webmasters, nach).

Some Desiderata for ABOM

1. Directorsshould recogrize at the start tha they can® pre-plan how ABOM will
develop vey exactly, so they should avoid committing themselves to any Mission
Statements or thelike that could paint them into acorne. They might have to change
their mindson many things <o they should befairly tentative abou ABOM@ grand
architecture, oveall vision, etc.

2. Here nevertheess are my views on certain directionsthe site should ultimately take. |
hopethe site@initial architecture will beflexible enough b eventually permit
relatively painless incorpordion of these features:

A. A largevolume of evidence should bedlowed for, posibly induding vdeo feeds
ABOM shouldnObethoughtof as beginning and ending with an oniine
presentation of hematerial in Meet the Sasquatch. It should beenvisaged as
growing 1o ten imes that book® sizeN maybeto 100 imes.

B. ABOM should befairly GtructuredO(e.g., into the categories in the Categories-
of-Evidence section &owe).

C. Textud material also should besoughtout, sarting with obgurities like defunct
Bigfoot newdletters and outof-print or privately printed books like WassonOs
Sasquatch Apparitions.

D. There are two audiences to beamed atN the genera public and maingtream
scientistsN and ther requirements are very different. Hence, there should be
alternative ways to traverse the museum. The publc should begiven the option
take Guided Toursin which they would punch abuton onthe home page and
then beshown adide show of aporion ofthe evidence, slected bythem from a
menu, dong with aspoken commentary. The quantity of the evidence should
allow several such Toursto be offered, each presenting a different dice of the
museum@ contents. During such shows, viewers would beable to hit butonsto
speed upthe presentation, replay the last episode or Kip ahead to the next topic.

E. Thetwo audiences should becatered to in another way: certain visud evidence,
like pictures of casts and prtures of har samples, should bekept in two image
formats, JPG and me highe-dengty format that retains more detail and
accuracy. Scientists would have the option to download thelatter for their Sudies,
even though t might take twice as longto tranamit and ocupy twice the space on
thar disks.



F. Registered and officially OK@ users should bealowed to pos comments on the
evidence presented. Idedlly, there would be several levels of expertise and
QesponsbilityOthat coud becertified (including aspecial Roomfor Skeptics
perhaps), and each level of certification might apply to only a specific category of
evidence. There should dso bea Bozo Fliter o individuds can block out
comments from pasonswho ge onther nerves. Thisisto avoid driving away
maingream scientists with jeers from the peanut gdlery, andto allow them to talk
freely to ore another.

(There might be other features that would enhance such frank interchanges, such
as variousprivacy shields so tha only selected pasonscould read a pog, and ©
tha text poded is protected from bangeasily forwarded to ousiders by beng
Qunaopy-ableGand unpritable, in the way that Amazon ha made the text
presented with its Search Ingde the Bookfeature)

Funding

ABOM is aredlistic progect because only alittle fundng is required. | hopethere® a
potential sugar-daddy lurking outthere reading tis, because ABOM would provide lots
of bang for hebudk. And it would bea sure thing, unlke Gwinging forthe seatsOby
Seeking Confrmation.

Might the NSF (or ome other govQtagency) fund ABOM? Surdly not, butit would be
worth asking, © postion ourglves to mock them, after B-Day, for their refusal.



