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Volume 4 — The Scatter Pattern and the Call for Re-Examination

1. The Geographic and Temporal Pattern

The longest and strongest presence is in the Eastern Desert and Lower Nubia. Classical writers attach the anatomical description
to the name. Medieval Europe spreads the mythical version through maps and drawings that repeatedly show the same
chest-faced configuration. Two independent early-modern accounts appear far away in the Guianas. The pattern is consistent
with either a real vulnerable population that originated in warm African environments and left scattered late remnants, or a
persistent myth that traveled with European exploration and was reapplied to new Indigenous testimony. Both explanations
require further work.

2. Multi-Directional Scattering

The model does not require a single linear migration. Pressure (conflict, environmental change, competition) can produce
concurrent multi-directional movement of small groups over long periods. Guiana appears as a very late recorded point in the
overall pattern. Whether it represents actual late remnants or the myth traveling is an open question that can only be resolved by
further evidence.

3. What Has Not Been Done

« Systematic re-examination of high-cervical trauma series for alternative developmental markers rather than assuming all
cases are post-mortem or perimortem decapitation.

» Targeted search for clavicular / supraclavicular remodeling or cartilage-related changes in relevant skeletal collections.

» Genetic screening of appropriate remains for extreme developmental pathway variants (beyond standard relatedness
testing).

« Independent forensic review of the Lourenszoon and Raleigh accounts against the classical descriptions (including Pliny)
without assuming literary dependence.

« Systematic comparison of the medieval map drawings that repeatedly line up on the same anatomical configuration.
4. Why This Packet Exists

The material is released so that others can examine the independent accounts, the anatomical constraints, the geographic
pattern, the consistent map drawings, and the open skeletal questions. The claim is not that the anatomical description is proven.
The claim is that the pattern of independent testimony + long African historical presence + environmental logic + repeated visual
tradition + unanswered skeletal questions is sufficient to justify professional re-examination of existing collections and sources.

If the description is pure myth, the independent Guiana accounts and the consistent map drawings still require an explanation. If
the description reflects a real developmental variant, the evidence is currently being interpreted under a single assumption
(decapitation) that has not been tested against the alternative.

5. Final Note

This is a research drop, not a conclusion. The volumes are designed to be checked, challenged, and extended. The only
requirement is that the independent accounts, the environmental constraints, the map tradition that lines up, and the skeletal
questions be taken seriously enough to be examined rather than dismissed.
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