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The most obvious attcmpt in thc fidd of theory to incorporah 
Rome takes pI,~ce ' ~ t  the end of the first century B.C. hb The Ancients' One-Horned ASS: 
His tory  of Arclinic Rome Dionysius turns the Romans into Accuracy ~ ~ l d  Consistency 
GreeksB0 by making the native inhabitants of Latium, 
Aborigines, colonists from Arcadia: O ~ K  2v kthpou rtvbg <irloqu Clzris . L ~ v c ~ s  
hrrot~or yhvou~ fi ro5 ~ahoukikvou vcv  'ApraG~~o5  (Ant.Ron. 
1.11.1-2). Rut this attempt tnkcs place already on a borderline: 111s PAPER cxplores ancient Crcek and Roman accounts of 
the whole Greek world has become pdrt of thc Roman E m p b  the one-horned ass.' Thcsc narratives have been studied 
the "colonial" people have become the masters over the forms.. extensively by literary scholars and historians but have 

which they wrote than hitherto has been assumed. The animals 
voice in philosophical d i s c ~ u r s e . ~ ~  contributing to the descriptions of the one-horned ass by 

Universitht M h c h e n  Ctesias, Pliny, and Aclian can be found in the highlands of 

M.HoseQklassphil.uni-muenchent shared its landscape. 

Ctesias of Cnidus was a Greek physician who spent 
seventeen years ministering at the court of the King of Persia. In 
398 B.C. he returned to Greece and began two reference works, a 
history of Persia in twenty-three volumes, now mostly lost, and 
Indica, a treatise on the region probably roughly coincident with 

80Cf. E. Gabba, Dionysitts and the History of Archaic Rome (Berkeley 1 
Gruen (s~cpro n.39) 7-8. ! I t  will quickly become apparent to regular readers of this journal that the 

author is not a ciassicist. I am greatly indebted to Kent Rigsby, the editorial 81See E. Rawson, Inlell~~ctrral Life in the Lole Ronrctn Republic (Baltim board of GKHS, and an anonymous reviewer for considering a manuscript from 
1905) 3-18. r zoolog~st, and for the~r kind assistance in turning a clulnsy initial submission 

'"Harder (srcpro n.53) 330-353. inlo the present, less clru~nsy version. All opinions and errors are mme. 

Greek, Ronnrn, a ~ l d  Byzanti~re Studies 40 (1999) 327-352 
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one-horncci ass. T h ~ s  pLissage is the prlrnary source of many northern lnd~a  ~ n d  thlb ll~ghlands of Central Asia: The or,ginal 
text of lrt~l~ca has not surv~ved, bit( p x t s  of the work have come I,ter , lcco~~nts of J s ~ m ~ l . l r  ,inlmal '111d represents the earllest 

down to us, possibly in revised form, in twe11 ty . f i~~  abstracts ; 
bopvn description of supposedly corpore~il unicorn in 

compiled in the ninth century bv Photius, then patriarch of 1 European l~terature (Shepard 33, 27). But how tall is this 

Constant~nople, and in excerpts from other authors.3 1 tale? That Ctesias describes a one-horned horse-like 

Earher Greek explorers had not penetrated the Himalayan Jnimal suggests that the whole storv can be Immediately 

escarpment, so I I I ~ ~ C I I  I ~ L I S ~  licive bccn based on tk~c ,1ccounts of i dirounted, as such animals simply do not exist However, a 

travellers, merchants, 'incl itinerant Persian officials (Sllepard I close technical reading of !he text si~ggcsts [.hat CLc-s~.~s's ass is 

27). Indeed, the description of India by Herodotus suggests that explicable in zoological and geographcal terms. It also 

the very cxlstence of thcsc m~unt~t inous  regions may have been S,lggt.sts that Ctesias was   rob ably a better anatomist than 

unknown to the Greeks j~lst a generation before Ctes~a~.q most subsequent wr~tcrs  who cr~t ic~sed him for spinnlng 

In the final abstract of Iridica Ctesins states that he heeded improbc~ble yams. In turn, later accounts of the same animal by 

only credlble witnesses and omitted from his book many more pliny the Elder and Aelian add weight to the argument that 

wonderful tales for fe.ir of being branded a liar.' Unfortunately, Ctesras's orlginal was geograplucallv grounded In real animals, 

this confession did not protect him from being branded a liar by or legends of animals, that he combined humelf or received from 

his contemporaries and many s i~bseqi~ent   scholar^.^ Recent his inforniants already commingled. 

research suggests, however, that it is no longer possible simply The broad objcctivc of this paper is thus to present a re- 

to dismiss Ctesias's clalms without careful cons~dera t io~  of assessment of the passage on the one-horned ass in Ctesias's 

their empirical content.- For example, his account of the 
, 

1fldica from a zoological and geographical perspective. This 

elephant is rather while his parrot cm be equated with reinterpretation will then allow the zoogeographical coherence 

a real specips8 I+ C a n n o b  h,, denie,l, that many of the i 
of later accounts of the same animal, in particular that of 

descriptions in Indica are fabulous indeed, and that such "tall liehan, be assessed. In the process I to 
tales,p and have a large part In colouring clar* some zoological, biomechanical, and anatomical issues 
the opin~ons of scholars towards the work as a whole.9 and offer a wider, more rigorous, and more coherent overview 

one seemingly fabLlloLls story in Itltfjcn a supposedly" than is currently available of the sources that may have influ- 

'0. Shcp.ard, Tlrr Lore of I ~ L .  Utfrcortr (London 1930) 30; page numbers refer sion is that these early writers may have been more aware of the 
to the London 1967 repnnt (hereafter SFIEP~RD) 

'J. Bigwood. "Ctesias' Irldrcn and Photius," Phoerrrx 13 (1989) 302-316. biological coherence and geographical provenance of their in- 

' E. Bunbury, A Hislory o j  Arrcrerrt Geogrnplry I (London 1883) 229. formation than is commonly assumed. 
TGrHist 688 F 45.51; c/ 1 Gotfredscn, 7'11~ Llrricorrr (London 1999) 20 

(hereafter GOT[ 111 DSEN). 

',Sec Bunbury (srrprn n 1) 339-242 . ~ n d  B~grvood (suprn n 3) 302 n 1 
2. Cteslas's ass 

'B~gwwd (rrrprn n.3) and references there~n Ctesias's account of the one-horned ass quoted by Photius 
'J B~gwood. "Ctesias' I'arrot," C Q  N.S. 43 (1993) 321-327. runs as follows: 
' Bigwooil (srrprn n.8) 321-322. 
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There are in India ccrt'lin wlld asses which are .IS large as joLlbtedly that of Odell Shepard (1930, reprinted 1967, 1982, 
horscs, ancl I'lrgcr. l'hcir bodies ,Ire whttc, their heads dark red, 1993, 1996, 1999; see this source for analyses of e len~ents  of 
and their cycs dark blue. They have a horn on the forehead 
which is about a foot and a half in length. 'The base of ulis horn, ctesias's description not dealt with in this paper). 111cleed some 
for some two handsf-breadth above the brow, is pure wkte; the I later writers considered Shrpardts  thesis to be the last word on 
upper part is sharp and of a vivid crimson; and the remainder, or 1 fiis allcl most other matters concerning the legend of the uni- 
middle portion, is black. Those who drink out of these horns, corn.L2 The regularity with which new editions of  his book 
made into drinking vessels, are not sttb~cct, they say, 1.0 convul. 

1 I appear and the accuracy with which his cor~clusions have been sions or the holy disease [epilepsy]. Indeed, they are immune  
cvcrr to poisons if, cithcr bcforc or after swallowtng sl~ch, th 

I frotn one text to another with little rnodificalion over the 
eY 

drink wine, watcr, or anything else from these beakers. Other last seventy years seems to support  this contention.I3 In par- 
asses, both the tame and the wild, and in fact all anin~als with i ticL~lar, Sheparcl's idcas on matters of natural history have been 
solid hooves, are without the ankle-bone and have no gall in the accepted more-or-less uncritically by later writers, despite the 
liver, but thcse have both the ankle-bone and the gall. This 1 
ankle-bone, the most beautiful I have ever seen, is like that of fact that his zoological knowledge was rather weak (see below). 

an ox in gener,~l appearance and in size, but i t  is as heavy as lend shepard was a dedicated literary scholar, a charmingly self- 
and its colour is that of cinnabar through and through. The deprecating character, and fully aware (220) of the dangers of 
animal is exceedingly swift and powerful, so that no creature, doing zoology in libraries, s o  I have no doubt  that he  would 
neither the horse nor any other, can overtake it. When it starts this deficiency, were he in a position to d o  so. 
to run it goes slowly but i t  gradually increases its speed wonder- 
fully, and the furlhcr it goes, the swifter. This is the only way After lengthy and ingenious arguments, Shepard concludes 

to caphire them: when they take thcir young to pasture you must that the animal dcscribed by Ctesias is a chimera composed of 

surrow~d them with many men and horses They will not desert ! the Indian rhinoceros (Rhinoceros unicornis), the Tibetan "ante- 
their offspring, and fight with horn, teeth, and heels; and they lope" o r  chiru (Pantholops hodgsoni), and  the Persian ass o r  
kill many horses and men. They are themselves brought down by onager (Equirs hmionils onager). A n  explanation and assessment 
arrows and spears. They cannot be caught alive. The flesh of 
this animal is so bitter that it cannot be eaten; it is hunted for its of these claims is set out below. 

horn and a~Me-bone. '~  
3. The Indian rhinoceros and Tibetan chiru 

Much scholarly effort has been expended in the attempt to*  Two elements of the passage convince Shepard that Ctesias is 
identify, o r  a t  least explain, the animal described by  Ctesias."# referring in part to the Indian rhinoceros, namely the phar-  
The classic treatise on  the subject in the English language is un- : macological properties of the horn and the assertion that the 

animal increases its speed as  it runs. O n  the first point h e  is 

lUFCrHist 688 F 45.45. Much of this aper concerns the thesis of She ard, so surely correct. In the time of Ctesias as  before, rhinoceros horn 
1 have used this translation (27-28,3f). She ard's translation of the Past five 
sentences is fragmentary; gaps have been fi&d using Gotfredsen 19, with the for its pharmaceutical uses and 
aid of an anonymous reviewer. An alternative version is offered by Aelian (NA neutralise toxins. Although magical properties have been at- 
4.52). 

"Sec for exonr Ie G Cuvicr, Viscorrrstr 011 !/rc R L W O I U ~ ~ O N I I ~ ~  Up/rarurrls on tlrr 
Srrrjrct: o tlre G ~ O ~ L .  (~Arts 1825; Arnrmt un aginated electronic text under 
"Fossil durdru ells"), Shcp.lrd 2633; R. e r ,  ~niconr: ~ y l l r  and RnMy "W. Ley, Tlre Lrrtrgfislr nnti tlrc Unrcorn (London 1948) 37. 
(New York 1975 11-14; Cotfredsen 19-20. ')For exan~ple Ley (srrpm 11.12); Beer (strpm n.11); Gotfredscn. 
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iontcntion that the legc:nd is probably much oldcr than its first 

associated with them. 

'"1'. Whitfield, erl., lll~istrntei Encyclopcsdin of A ~ ~ i n ~ i l l s  (London 1998) 196. "R. klcNeill Alexnnder, pers. comm. 

"Major Latter, letter to Quart. Rm. 24 (October 1820) 120-121; E. Huc and ' ' R .  Alexander and A. Jayes, "A Dynamic Similarit H othesis for the 
J. Cabet, Travels rn ?hrtnry Tl~rbct nnd Clrin~i 1844-6 (London 1928) 311-314. Gaits of Quadrupedal klarnmals," I. Z w l  Lolld. 201 (1986 l g 1 5 2 .  
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tion within a single gait. large as a horse or larger (the implication being "not much bigger 

tonnes with a 2 m.-long horse weighing perhaps 200400 kg. 
wrlting about, are so fast and sure-footed in the~r  own Lastly, Ctesias's allusion to thc unicorn's great speed does not 

sit co~nfortably with the lndlan rhinoceros. I am not Jware of 
any direct measurements of the runnlng speed of Indian rhlnos 
(weight cn 2100 kg.), but maxlmal speeds of 25 km./h. and 45 
km./h. have been quoted for African white (3000 kg.) and black 

its speed as it runs," thc truth of the matter notwitlislandi 

ass accelerates is just too vague to implicate any animal a horse, therefore, is problematic. In contrast, an ass of some 
sort seems a more appropriate basls for many of Ctesias's 

4. Of asses 
5. The Persicin onager? 

points associated with the cranial location and mcdic The asinine characteristics that Shepard does recognise in 
Ctesias's description compel him to invoke a horse-like animal 
of some kind, and he immediately alights upon the Persian 

type of animal with which hc would have been familiar2' (it 

.OS Turner. .4c~ourrt of art Errtbn.s,y to t h ~ .  Corrrt of the Teshoo Lrrrru rrr T 
(London 1800) 205 "T Garland. "The Relation behvcen tvlax~mal Runrun ~-S$ced and Body 

:'Shepard 31 hiass m Terrestrial Mammals." I Zool. Lond 199 (1983) 15 1 0 
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hunts: Shepard 31). The fundamental flaw in this idea, how. for a semi-nomadic people than to live in a landscape 

influenced Ctcsias's account, n,lmcly the Tibetan k ~ a n g  (Quu off . The males are very jealous and combative at thls season [of 
rut], and somct~mcs go out of thc~r way to seek an a n t . ~ g o n ~ s t . ~ ~  

Tibetan beliefs about the kiang: 

d~stinctly red and white in its summer pelage (see Huc quoted 
IS almost whtte . . .  [Ilts speed is so great that no Th~betan or 
Tartar horseman can overtake i t .  The mode of taku~g tt IS to post 

above, and Schaller 165). 
Curiously, Shepnrd locates the ass-like elements of Ctesias's oneself in ambush near the placcs that lead to the sprlngs where 

"Prclcvalsky (srcprlr n.22) 147. 
"'Beer (supru n.1 l )  

"Huc/Gabet (srrpru n.17) 146-147 '.Shepard 279 and 297, S. Hedin, Crt~lrirI Asra and Tibet (London 1903). 
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donors, as all are perissodactyls w ~ t h  astragali of a very differ- 
,nt krnd (the double-pulley shape of the artiodactyl .~stragalus 

6. The unicorn's ankle and gall 

was a highly ;~ccolnplished an.~tomist. 

face indicating the values one, three, four, or six.:9 dragnostic anatomical features separating these two groups is 

2hShepard 3536;  Cotfredsen 20. 
29F. Wr~ght and M Vldters, "Astrclgalus." OCD' (1996) 195 "T Huxley, Atld~s of Corrlparative Ostcolo~y (I.ondon 1864) pl. 12 
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jL,bscq~~ent writers who criticised him for telling tall tales. 

anklebones, therefore, it seems likely that he is making not ah 

a certain sort with a specific utility." Pigs, sheep, goats, and ~c says that in India ... the fiercest animal is the monoceros, 
cattle have such bones; horses do not. Thus Ctcsins's statement wllich in the rest of thc body resembles a horse, but in the head 

from the middlc of the Corchc.ld (HN 8.76, transl. Rackham). 

distinction as before: horses have neither anklebones nor gall 

admittedly important sense that the one-horned Indian ass 
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thG1t Ihcy roam ~t their own sweet w~l l  in freedom .llld Un. 

conlrolled by any herdsman. Indian historians assert that their 
numbers arc past counting and among thc historians we must 
reckon the Brahmins, for they also agree in telling the same 

 l lot withstanding their sterility and the unfavourable condi- 
beast which they call Cartazorrt~s. It is the size of a full-grown tions of climate, the deserts of Northern Tibct abound with 
horse, has the mane of n horse, reddish hair, and is very swift of animal life. I-lad we not seen with our own eyes i t  wo~llcl have 
foot. Its feet arc, like those Of the elephant, not articulated and been impossible to believe that in thesc regions, left so dcstit~lte 
it has the tail of a pig. Between its eyebrows it has a horn by nature, such immense herds of wild animals should be able to 
growing out; it is not smooth but has [ringsI3= of quite natural exist, and find sufficient nourishment to support life by roaming 
growth, and is black in colour. This horn is also said to be horn phce to place. But though food is scarcc, they have no fear 
exceedingly sharp. And I am told that the creature has the most Of enc6~mtering their worst enemy, man; and far removed from 

his bloodthirsty pursuit, they livc in peace and l i b e r t ~ . ~ "  

prejevalsky travelled witlely around Ccntral Asia but only in 

head, curve slightly back in the distal half, and then terminate 
rnyth of Ctesias. 

"I have followcd Shepdrd (36) and translaled Irrlignros as "rmgs" rather "Prcjevalsky (slrprn n.22) 186. 
than "spirals." This alteration is justified below. I5A.  La~uie, "Behavioural Ecolo y of the Greater One-horned Rhinoceros 

" N A  16.20, transi. A. Schofield (Loeb: London 1959) 289-291. (Wzrnoceros unicornis," j. Zool. LOI~?. 196 (1982) 307-341. 
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with smooth ropier-like t ~ p s  pointing forward. Thc horns are 
laterally cornpressed ant1 hdvc  bout 15-20 ridges along &, 
front for two thirds of their length. 

The descriptions of Schaller and  Aelian are almost interchange, 
able. Assuming Aelian really was writing about  somewhere i, 
Eurasia as  he  claimed, this horn can ordy be that of the cI1iru.% 

It is quite possible that a traveller in the gencral vicinity of the 
chiru's domain could have seen or acquired one of these horns, 
because they were valued by local people and  pilgrims to Tibet ' 

and often transported to other regions. For example, Prejeval. 
--. 

The blood [of the cllirul is said to possess medicinal virtues, and 
the horns are used in chi~rlatanism: Mongols tell fortunes and 
predict h h ~ r e  events by the rings . . . these horns are carried away 
in large numbers by pilgrims returning from Tibet, and are sold at '2 1 
high prices.3' - or 

l 

As expensive items the horns were probably most often bought 
singly and possibly sold overtly as  the horn  of a unicornedd 

9 
animal. I can think of few more effective ways  b y  which a - 
legend might increase its geographic range. S 

Tlus confusior~ between the horns of chiru a n d  those of the% 
supposed Tibetan unicorn persisted for much  of the next two* - 

$G 

"Prejevalsky (strpru n.22) 207. 
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t h o ~ ~ s L i t ~ ~  YewS. For cx.lmple, Huc and Gabct, writing of 
in 'rartary. Tibet, and China in 184446, state: 

a Thibetan manuscripl . . . calls the unicorn the one-horned 
~so'po.  A horn of this animal was sent to Calcutta: it was fifty 
,-entirnetres in length and twelve centimetres in circumference 
from the root; it grew smallcr and smaller and terminated in a 
point. It was Lilmost slraight, b l ~ k ,  and sorncwhat flat at the 
siclc~ I t  h ~ d  fiflccn rings, but they wcrc only pro~ninent on one 
side.38 

Given the correspondence of this description in all particulars 
with that o f  Schnller dbove, it cornes as no surprise when Huc  
reveals an alternative name for the unicom of Tibet: the tchirorr. 

To rcturn to writers of antiquity, Pliny and Aelian both 
mention the unicorn's voice--deep and the most powerful and 
d i scord~l t  of any animal. Indian rhinos utter about ten distinct 
vocalisations but all are relatively deep  in pitch and some may 
indeed be considercd ~ i i s c o r d a n t . ~ ~ i i t  Aelian's description will 
certainly strike a chord with anyone who has heard the extra- 
ordinary vocalisations of the Tibetan chiru. For example, after 
describing the chiru's ugly nostrils, the Tibetan explorer Captain 
Rawling observes: 

During the rutting season ... at which date the bucks are in a 
constant state of war," thcse nostrils are used for bellowing 
challenges to all and sundry. It is a deep-toned roar of rage or 
defiance, and seems to have a dispiriting effect on the courage of 
the younger or more timid bucks near by. The bellow is more 
what one would expect from a savage ,~nd  carnivorous beast of 
the jungle than from an antelope.4' 

In other words, this mighty deep-toned roar, emanating a s  it 
does from the mouth of a small "antelope" (really a goat), is 

'"I-i~~c/G,~bct (:;i,prcr 11.17) 312. 
"Lnurie (sirpro n.35). 
"'An exaggeration: see Schaller 297. 
''C. Rawling, The Grat  Ploteoti (London 1905) 311-312 



I I IE ANCII:NTS' 0NI :~ t IOKNED ASS CtIIiIS I AVI:RS 3.17 

inference is tempting, to say the least. 

22). Shepard thought that "lord of the desert" was perfectly 
consistent with the habitat of the lndian rhinoceros, a pose enough to dispel it: 

sibility if by desert Aelian just meant "remote place," but I have seen ihe males jump from heights of hvenly or Llurty feet, 
certainly not if he meant "remote place where nothing much , always alighting on their feet ... but the stories told of argali 

grOWST~ or closer to our modcrn conception of a throwing themselves down stccp precipices, and alighting on 
their horns, arc pure fiction..'6 desert. (The Indian rhino once roamed widcly across alluvial 

~ l n i n  grasslands but also frequented adjacent swamps and The testimony of Cosmas Indicopleustes has troubled scholars, 
forests; its range has shrunk dramatically in recent centuries and not least because i t  is by no means clear where he travelled, 
it now also uses cultivated areas, pastures, and modified wood- what hc saw, and thus which legends he m,ly h,lve picked up 

follows has no bearing on the development of ancient literature 
and he escapes unharlned:I3 

" C .  Gould, Mytllicnl Motlsters (London 1886) 112. 
'2Latrrie (strprrl n 35) "Hedin (strpra 11.27) 1 62. 
"Top.Cltr. 11.7; quoted in Cotfredsen 24. "Prejevalsky ( supm 11.22) 142. 
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,,lethod of cutting (rt~crsa) and tw~stlng (torq~rrantur)." 
It is little known fact th'lt the horns of an~mals  can be 1 am not aware of any exnrnplcs of pedicling performed by 

example, J .  G. Wood states: 

Tibet. S~ccirnens even reached Br~t'lin as part of large col- 

tvere produced, exarninat~on of their skulls revealed that the 
forehead until the points meet. They are then manipulated so as horns were not trained around the head from their original 
to ~n~tkc thcrn coc~lcscc, and so sht)ot upw.ird from Ihc. rn~ddlc of ) stLlrt lng posil.ions and Iln,te, to lol.,,, single tlorn, bu t  
the forehead, like thc horn of thc t~bled ~n ico rn . "~  manipulated in such a way t h ~ t  they grew from the centre of the 

Wood even provides an engraving showing Kaffir cattle with I skull. TWO bony horn cores were evident post mortern, but the 
rnult~ple horns, others with horns split and trained into spirals outer horn sheath united these Into a s~ngle structure in l ~ f e . ~ '  
or c~rcles, and one wherc the horns have indeed been trained The only way that this could have been achieved, ~t sccms, 1s 
together to produce a bok ine unlcom. through the teduuque of ped~cllng. 

Another way in which artificial unicorns can be produced is Unfortilnately, these are the only references I can find to this 

This technique may have been known to ancient Grccks and Some clarifications of Odell Shepard's thesis on thc one- 

"J. G Wood. Tlre Natrrn~l H~atory oj .VIail I (London 1868) 66-67 

431-136 
" Berr~tlge (srrpni n.50) -19 
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the te~lin~.~"cnnt consideration is given to thc Z O O ~ O ~ ; ~ ~ ~ \  de- The Byzantine Component of the 
tails and even less to the possible geographical lutderpinnings of 

I Relic-hoard of Constantinople the literary tradition. of course one would not want to grant tw, 
much geographical competence to these ancient authors, but one I John Wortley 
is tempted by the clues and coincidences in their writings to 1 

take seriously the idea that they may have been more aware Many of  Our may say, went to visit Constantino~lc, to gaze 
. ~ t  ils many splendid palaces and tall churches and view all thc 

the geographical sources of their infc>rm'ltion and less ignormt I m ~ ~ r v c l l o ~ t s  wealth of a c ~ t y  richer than any other since the bc- 
of the "facts" than is commo[lly assumed, at least where the of tlrnc., for the relics, these were beyond description, 
mvsterious, mountainous lands of India were concerned. for there were as many at that time in Constantinople as in all 

the rest of the world.' 
/trrre, 2001 School of Geograpliy 

University Park ~t the time in question (A.D. 1203) that city may well have 
Notttnghani NG7 2RD 11ouscd even more relics than the phlegmatic M,lrshall of Cham- 

pagne allows, for relics were then the greatest treasure of the 

been the wonder of thc world, drawing people to reverence them 
from the four corners of Christendom. They provided the city 
which owned and cherished them with an attraction surpassing 
that of Jerusalem itself. It has been argued, not implausibly, that 
i t  was because of this sacred opulence that Geoffrey de  Ville- 
hardouin and his companions came to be sitting over against 
(and visiting) the City of Constantine at the time of this Fourth 
Crusade, rather than fighting in the Holy Land. The relics (it is 
alleged), having as it were consecrated Byzantium as a New 
Jerusalem, deflected the Crusade in their direction like some 

both the city and her riches were doomed. Within a few months, 

A. Frolow, "La dc(vi,ition de la 1.' Croisade vcrs Constantino le robleme 
d'histotrc cl dc doctrinc," RHR 115 (1954) 168-187, 146 (195.17 67%9, 194- 
219, cspectally the last part. 

Greek, Rotilnn, nlrd Byznnlirre Studies 40 ((999) 353-378 
O 2001 GRBS 

3'Sl~epard; Bccr (sriprrr n. l I ) :  Gotfrcdsen. 


