






Rhino Horn Trade Controls in East Asia 

District No. 0( registrants Vol. (kg) 

Changhwa County 40 86.30 
ChiayiCity 14 72.45 
Chiayi County 47 110.51 
Hsinchu City 1 12.30 
Hsinchu County 3 120.11 
Hualien County 1 2.20 
IIan County 17 31.34 
Kaohsiung City 16 195.00 
Kaohsiung County 13 27.72 
Keelung City 10 12.20 
Miaoli County 5 24.01 
Nantou County 3 4.00 
Penghu County 0 
Pingtung County 2 3 horns 
Taichung City· • 
Taichung County 15 63.20 
Tainan City 2 5.40 
Tainan County 6 56.80 
Taipei City 99 439.00 
Taipei County 83 125.65 
Taitung County 0 
Taoyuan County 4 6.75 
Yunlin County 5 20.26 

Total 386 1415.20 + 

Table 5. Registration ofrbino horn In Taiwan, 30 November 1990 
• data pending 
Source: Bureau of Agriculture and Forestry, Taiwan 
Municipal Government Division of Natural Resources, 
Council of Agriculture 

In fact, rhino parts are primarily marketed in un­
processed form through traditional medicine clinics. Do­
mestic trade in rhino horn is technically illegal under the 
Wildlife Conservation Law, but no law enforcement 
action is currently being taken against traders, in antici­
pation of COA's imminent announcement of special 
measures to regulate the domestic market. However, at 
a meeting with Chinese pharmaceutical association rep­
resentatives and conservationists in February 1990, COA 
suggested that all future domestic trade would be banned 
following a period ofthree years and that during this time 
sales ofrhino parts would be limited to registered stocks. 

Despite these positive developments, the smuggling 
of rhino parts has continued throughout 1990. In July, 
Taiwanese Customs confiscated nine rhino horns in a 
contra band shipment of ivory seals and tusks believed to 
have originated in Zambia but shipped via Hong Kong. In 
September, three Taiwanese nationals were arrested in 
South Mrica with a total of 110 rhino horns in their 
possession; an additional 40 horns reportedly had already 
been sent to Taiwan (Anon., 1990). And, in December 
1990, another 28 kg of rhino horn was discovered by 
Customs in a wooden crate shipped from Zambia. The 
COA staged a public burning of recently confiscated 
rhino horn and other wildlife products on 30 January 
1991 (see page 1); similar burnings took place on21 May 
and 27 November 1990. 

20 TRAFFIC Bulletin Vol. 12 Nos. 1/2 (1991) 

At present, it is not clear whether Taiwanese traders 
are purchasing rhino horn primarily for domestic con­
sumption or for smuggling to other Asian markets. Tai­
wanese consumers are certainly pa ying some of the high­
est prices in the world. In April 1990, Martin and Martin 
found Mrican horn selling in Taipei for US$4221 a kg 
and AsianhornforUS$54 040 a kg retail (Table 6). Spot 
checks of African rhino horn prices conducted by K Nowell 
in September 1990 found that the wholesale price varied 
depending on the quantity purchased: US$2519 a kg for 
a whole horn; US$3704 a kg for half a horn; and US$4938 
a kg for the tip cut, widely regarded as "the best part" . 
During further surveys in March 1991 (Nowell, in litt.) 
three Taipei wholesalers quoted a mean price for Asian 
rhino horn of US$60 025 a kg. 

No. 
Year Place pharmacies No.(%) selling Type 0( Average 

visited horn horn US$/kg 

1979 Taipei 9 9(100) AF 1596 
AS 17090 

1985 Taipei 34 26(76) AF 1532 
AS 23929 

1988 Taipei 60 44(73) AF 4660 
AS 40558 

1990 Taipei 79 40(51) AF 4221 
AS 54040 

1985 Kaohsiung 20 18(90) AF 2007 
AS 21365 

1988 Kaohsiung 15 13(87) AF 3347 
AS 42880 

1990 Kaohsiung 14 7(50) AF 3737 
AS 40404 

Table 6. Average retail prices for rhino horn In Taiwan for 
various years (1979-1990) AF=African; AS=Asian 
Source: Martin and Martin, 1991 

SOUTH KOREA 

South Korea, another non-Party to CITES, also re­
mains a major destination forrhino horn in East Asia. A 
late 1988 market survey of Oriental medicine clinics in 
Seoul, the nation's capital, by TRAFFIC Japan research­
ers produced dramatically different results from Martin's 
earlier study on the extent of rhino horn availability. In 
the TRAFFIC survey, 86% of the retail outlets visited 
offered rhino horn or rhino horn products as opposed to 
51 % in Martin's survey 18 months earlier (Table 7) (see 
TRAFFIC Bulletin, 8(2):28). In fact, TRAFFIC's survey 
revealed the highest-ever recorded level of rhino horn 
availability in Seoul. 

At the same time, the price of rhino horn was found to 
have increased by almost three times, to US$441O a kg, 
since 1986 (Table 7). In addition to Chung Shim Won, 
South Korea's most popular rhino horn prescription, 






