BLEMMYES GLOBAL PATTERN TRACKING

Updated with Transmission Direction Clarification — July 2026

Direction of Information Flow (Corrected)

The legend did not spread primarily because Europeans were telling Indigenous people about an old African story. The flow was the
opposite: Indigenous people were telling Europeans what they knew or had heard locally. By Raleigh’s time (1595), any direct connection
to the original African Blemmyes from hundreds of years earlier was long gone. What he recorded were local/Indigenous stories that had
already traveled and transformed through oral networks — not Europeans exporting an ancient legend to new places.

Implications

« Stories traveled with displaced or connected people, not because Europeans were carrying old legends around and re-telling them
to new populations.

* By Raleigh’s era, this was already a “warning legacy” stage — heavily filtered and mythologized stories carried by whoever was
left or by networks connected to them.

* The Ewaipanoma reports in South America were functioning as local knowledge (even if distorted) that happened to closely
match an older description. This supports the model that warning stories moved ahead of European expansion through Indigenous or
mixed networks.

« Directionality matters: The legend was not being “re-introduced” by Europeans. It was already present in local oral circulation by the
time Europeans arrived and recorded it.

Pliny vs. Raleigh — Transmission Difference

« Pliny (1st century AD): Closer to original African context. The population was more prominent and intact. Information passed through
fewer layers.

« Raleigh (late 16th century): Far removed in both time and geography. The original population was heavily reduced or gone. Stories
had passed through multiple Indigenous transmission layers before reaching him.

« Result: Pliny presents it more like established knowledge of a known group. Raleigh presents it explicitly as second-hand local
reports. Both still describe the same core physical image.

How This Strengthens the Overall Model

This corrected direction of transmission supports the core hypothesis that the Blemmyes were a real hunted population whose stories
survived as mobile warnings carried by displaced or connected groups — not because Europeans were actively spreading an old African
legend. The legend moved with people as populations fragmented and fled, eventually reaching South America as the Ewaipanoma
reports during early European colonization.
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