The Holy Blood Ostensorium and the Mutability of Legends
[bookmark: _GoBack]The small rock-crystal ampoule with the Holy Blood is one of two blood relics demonstrably present in Saint Mark’s since the late Middle Ages whose origin in Constantinople is either asserted in the sources or suggested by their visual appearance.[footnoteRef:1] Together with a relic of the True Cross and the Baptist’s skull, the crystal vial with the Blood of Christ is first mentioned in Ranieri Zen’s miracle account, in which it is explicitly identified as part of the spoils of 1204. In spring 1265, as argued above, this claim had clear political implications. But how important was it to the doges to continue to uphold this honorable provenance for the relic later on?  [1:  On additional blood relics whose presence in Saint Mark’s is only demonstrable at a later date, see Polacco 2002.] 

In fact, the case of this blood relic reveals that the reference to Constantinople did not have the unqualified importance in Venice that researchers have been inclined to suppose. I have already argued above that the doge’s diplomatic campaign seeking papal goodwill in spring 1265 was aimed primarily at obtaining official recognition of the relic and its cult from Rome, along with the formal grant of indulgences in a papal bull. Where the authenticity and consequent worthiness for veneration of the relics involved in the miraculous ‘trial by fire’ is concerned, Ranieri’s reference to the relics’ initial origin in Jerusalem is as least as important, it seems to me, as his mention of their plundering in Constantinople—and especially so when the Holy Blood is considered.

