The Holy Blood ostensorium and changing legends

[bookmark: _gjdgxs]The small quartz vial holding the Holy Blood is one of two blood relics that records show to have been in St Mark's Basilica since the late Middle Ages and whose origin in Constantinople has either been claimed in the sources or is suggested by their appearance[footnoteRef:0]. The crystal vial with the Blood of Christ was first mentioned in Ranieri Zen’s record of a miracle together with the relic of the Cross and the skull of John the Baptist. It also explicitly presented as part of the loot from 1204. The political implications of this statement in spring 1265 are clear, as argued above. Yet how important was it for the Doges to uphold the sacred origins of the relic in the period that followed? [0:  For more blood relics in San Marco from later times see Polacco 2002.] 

The case of the blood relic in particular illustrates that the allusion to Constantinople in Venice was by no means of such absolute relevance as scholars often like to think. I have already argued above that the Doge’s diplomatic campaign of spring 1265 aimed above all to secure the good will of the Pope, to gain official recognition for the relic and its following from the head of the Roman church and to institutionalise indulgences in a papal bull. In terms of the authenticity and venerability of the relics involved in the miraculous “trial by fire”, Ranieri’s allusion to the origin of the relics as Jerusalem seems to be at least as important as his reference to their having been looted in Constantinople - especially with regard to the Holy Blood.
