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Giving attention to the animal 
from which the ivory derived in 
telling the object life history –
biological story important for 
understanding human-animal 

relationships

How does the biological history 
benefit the collection, archive 

and public engagement with the 
object in the museum? 

Are you maximising the 
potential of the sample taken? 

Can you streamline the process 
to extract for multiple analyses 
at the same time (radiocarbon 
dating, stable isotopes, ancient 

DNA + proteins) 

What happens to that extract in 
the long-term? Dissemination of 
results and building databases 
across collections / disciplines, 

conservation of endangered 
species, wildlife forensics 
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