
AMENDMENTS TO APPENDICES I AND II OF THE CONVENTION

A. PROPOSAL

Inclusion of Tayassu spp. in Appendix II.

B. PROPONENT

The Republic of Peru.

C. SUPPORTING STATEMENT

1. Taxonomy

11. Class: Mammalia

12. Order: Artiodactyla

13. Family: Tayassuidae

14. Genus Tayassu (Fischer, 1814)

15. Species: Tayassu tajacu (Linneus, 1758) 14 subspecies
Tayassu pecan (Link, 1795) 4 subspecies

- (See Annex I)

16. Common Names: English: collared peccary (T. tajacu)
white—lipped peccary (T. pecan)
(see Annex I for local names)

French: pecan ~ collier (T. tajacu)
pecan ~ l~vre blanche (T. pecan)

Spanish: Pecar~ de collar (T. tajacu)
Pecan de labio blanco (T. pecan)

17. Code Numbers: T. tajacu : 5301419002001002
T. pecan : 5301419002001001

2. Biological Data

21. Distribution:

211. T. tajacu: From Arizona and the Pacific slopes of Mexico on
the West, and Texas, New Mexico and the Caribbean side of
Mexico on the East, south to Oaxaca and Vera Cruz and
through Central America to South America. West of the
Andes: from Colombia and Northwest Ecuador (Esmeraldas and
Pichincha, see Baker, 1974: 145); East of the Andes: from
Venezuela, Colombia and the Guyanas; South to northern
Paraguay and southernmost Brazil (Rio Grande do Sul)
(Wetzel, 1981).

212. T. pecan: From southern Mexico (isthmus of Telmantepec and
Yucatan peninsula) South through Central America to South
America; West of the Andes from Colombia and Northwest
Venezuela to Northwest Ecuador (Esmeraldas and Pichincha,
Baker, 1974: 145). East of the Andes from Colombia,
Venezuela and the Guyanas; South to the Province of Entre
Rios, Argentina, all of Paraguay and southernmost Brazil
(Rio Grande do Sul) (Wetzel, 1981) (see Annex II).



22. Population:

221. T. tajacu: Probably the least vulnerable of the peccaries,
because of its habitat adaptability, much larger range,
ability to use caves as a refuge and reduced vulnerability
to hunting perhaps because of its lower visibility, smaller
size and, as compared to T. pecan, smaller herds (Wetzel,
1981). T. tajacu has shown it can survive in a great
variety of habitats including cut—over land and regenerated
forest. It demonstrates a wide tolerance for variation in
temperature and rainfall patterns and consumes a wide
variety of foods (Sowls, 1984).

However, T. tajacu is subject to heavy hunting pressure
over much of its range and its numbers have been reduced in
a lot of areas. Some countries report its disappearnce from
regions where it was formerly found.

Moreover, information on population levels is far from
adequate for most areas of its distribution and some
concern has been expressed about its local status in some
areas, particularly in certain countries where it is
entirely unprotected. The currently high levels of trade in
hides of T. tajacu also require monitoring (Oliver, 1981).

222. T. pecan: Its population has been reduced or extirpated
where its habitat has been seriously disturbed. It is
potentially more vulnerable than T. tajacu because of its
more selective feeding requirements, larger herds (Kiltie,
pers. comm.), larger body size lessening its ability to
hide in caves and its smaller range, not penetrating into
temperate areas (Wetzel, 1981). Populations have been
reduced or locally exterminated in areas of severe
deforestation and excessive hunting pressure (Ojeda and
Cajal, 1986; Ojeda and Mares, 1984).

This species, like T. tajacu, is shot on sight for food in
most countries and in many there is a thriving trade in
their hides. However, it is not regarded as seriously
threatened at this time, though concern is felt about its
status in some areas, also due to the fact that T. pecan —

in spite of its wide range and abundance — remains the most
unstudied of the peccary species (Sowls, 1984).

Because of its gregarious habits and its preference for the
forests, human impact on the populations of T. pecan has
been much more evident, also because of its local
migrations that demand a large area of favourable habitat.
Moreover, T. pecan has not been known to thrive in
second—growth timber areas, but only in wilderness areas
(Leopold, 1966). As a consequence, T. pecan disappears
quickly in areas colonised by people (see Annex III).

23. Habitat:

231. T. tajacu: Widely ranging through lowland and montane rain
forests, semi—deciduous forests, forest edge and savannaS
to semi—arid thorn scrub and steppe (even up to the



Caatinga of Brazil and the most arid portions of the Grail
Chac~o). It is the only peccary to penetrate into southern
temperate areas of North America (Wetzel, 1981).

232. T. pecan: Chiefly mesic lowland and montane rainforests,
semi—deciduous forests, forest edge, but also established
in moderately drier to semi—arid habitats (savannas, Carnpos
of Brazil, thorn scrub and palm savannas of the Gran
Chaco). Handley (1976: 61) found 18 specimens in Venezuela
in moister (evergreen forests, 89%) to drier (savannas,
11%) habitats (Wetzel, 1981). Sowls (1984) described its
existence in the thorn forest of the Chaco Boreal of
Northwest Paraguay, a xeric environment.

3. Trade Data

31. National Utilization: At national level both species are
intensively hunted for food. They are an important protein source
for almost all residents of the Amazon region (Grimwood, 1968;
Ayres and Ayres, 1979), the Chaco region and in many other parts
of their range. In some countries they are the most important
game animals. T. tajacu is legally classified as a game animal in
Arizona, Texas and New Mexico (U.S.A.). In many other countries
both species are shot by recreational hunters (Ockenfels et al.,
1986).

The skins, however, are only occasionally used and at a very
limited level. National trade is generally very small and skins
are used for manufacture of drums, bags or belts. The South
American Indians use the teeth, bones, hooves and bristles for
manufacture of knives, tools and ornaments, as well as for
brushes and combs (Donkin, 1985).

32. Legal International Trade: It appears that at present the only
source countries for which legal exports of peccary skins may
continue are Argentina, Bolivia and Peru. But despite
restrictions on their trade and their low value, a reasonably
large number of peccary skins does enter international trade.
However the trade is not closely monitored and statistics of
imports and exports are not easy to obtain. Moreover, the
categories in Customs statistics tend to be rather broad (Broad,
1984).

Peru is probably the main exporter, although very few comparative
data are available. Between 1969 and 1979, Peru is reported to
have exported:

1,492,963 I. tajacu skins and
821,895 T. pecan skins (Mack, 1982).

There is some evidence that these species are being hunted for
their skins alone in certain areas and that this trade should not
therefore — as has been suggested (Broad, 1984) — be considered
as purely a by—product of hunting for meat. This is especially
true for T. pecan whose huge social groups render them
particularly vulnerable to hunting parties with automatic
weapons, or when encountered swimming across rivers (Kiltie,
1981).



Evidence indicates that in recent years trade in these skins has
been increasing.

Griinwood (1968) reports that between 1946 and 1986:

2,000,000 T. tajacu skins and
848,000 T. pecan skins were exported from IquitoS, Peru.

(see figures Annex IV).

Gomez (1983) gives figures of 3,848,837 T. ~j~cu skins and
1,596,014 T. pecan skins being exported from AmaZoflia, Peru
between 1946 and 1985 (see figures Annex IV).

Brazil used to export a large number of skins too; between 1965
and 1967:

841,017 T. tajacu skins and
1,091,452 T. pecan skins were exported (Smith,

1977).

Doughty and Myers (1971) report that between 1960 and 1966
exports of skins from Belém in Brazil increased fivefold to
587,000 kg.

The export of peccary skins from Brazil is now banned, but it is
probable that they are smuggled out.

Argentina: Ojeda and Mares (1982) give a figure of 312,155
peccary hides of the three species being exported from Argentina
between 1972 and 1979.

Bolivia also exports significant numbers and is known to have
sent large shipementS to the U.S.A. in recent years (Duplaix,
1981). Until 1985, it is considered that there was an annual
export of 80,000 T. tajacu skins (Gonzales — PRODENA Bol., in
litt.).

Peccary leather is widely available as shoes, wallets, gloves and
belts. Japanese companies as well as French, Italian and West
German concerns are involved in the trade (Broad, 1984).

The Federal Republic of Germany seems to be the major importing
country and accounted for:

81% of the export of T. tajacu skins and
82% of the export of T. pecan skins from Iquitos,
Peru (Hvidberg_Haflsefl, 1970).

— The Verband der Deutschefl LederlndUStrie has reported that
during the period 1980—1981 approximately 120,000—150,000
peccary skins have been imported to Germany (Fr~dniCh, 1982).

— Paul Fehns GmbH. reported that most peccary skins imported
into the FRG were T. tajacu skins and that T. ~~ri probably
made up only 5 to 10% of the total. This dealer stated (in
litt.) that he imports 36,000 skins every year from Paraguay.
This figure declined in 1986 to 15,000—18,000 skins p.a.
(Niekisch M., pers. comm.).



The other significant importing countries are Japan, France and
the U.S.A.

Japan and France account for 3% each of T. tajacu skins exported
from Iquitos, Peru in 1969 (HvidbergHanien, 1970).

— Pacific Leather Incorporation (Japan) estimated that total
peccary skin imports into Japan were around 20,000—25,000 a
year. This dealer has imported around 14,000 T. tajacu skins
every year for over 25 years.

In 1986, Pacific Leather Inc. reported a montly import of
3,000 to 5,000 peccary skins (Tokunaga, TRAFFIC—Japan, pers.
comm.).

— Besides Pacific Leather Inc., there are still three to four
firms inJapan trading in peccary skins (Tokunaga,
TRAFFIC—Japan)., 21. 4.1986).

It is noteworthy that the Japenese government’s import statistics
have no independent category for peccary skins, but include them
in the catagory “other skins”.

Even EEC trade statistics for all suids only mention “tanned
porcine pelts”.

33. Illegal Trade: As stated above, export of peccary skins has been
forbidden in many South American countries. Still it is not
possible to adequately control the illegal trade. One reason is
the vastness and remoteness of the areas the peccarieS inhabit,
making any policing nearly impossible.

Moreover, the trade is not closely monitored and statistics are
largely non—existent or difficult to obtain.

PARAGUAY: despite a ban on wildlife trade since 1981, it is a
major exporter of peccary skins. A Paraguayan trader estimated
that as many as 96,000 peccary skins are exported every year. The
bulk of these skins were of T. tajacu, but all three species were
included to some extent (Broad, 1984). Moreover, many of the
skins seems to come from Bolivia (Duplaix, 1981).

BRAZIL: although at present the export of peccary skins from
Brazil is banned, it is probable that they are smuggled Out

(Broad, 1984) and reach the market via French Guiana or find
their way to Bolivia, Paraguay, Peru and Colombia (FBCN Brazil,
in litt.).

Illegal cargoes from Paraguay and addressed to FRG have been
confiscated in Uruguay (see Annex IV), and INDERENAColOmbia
reports illegal trade in Amazonia as well (in litt.).

The export documents of French Guiana Customs reveal two
shipments exported from Cayenne to FRG (Hamburg) via France and
Switzerland:

a) on 27.3.1985: 5,331 skins of T. tajacu and
3,150 skins of T. pecan



b) on 17.8.1985: 4,950 skins of T. tajacu and
428 skins of T. pecan (Le Duc, pers. comm.)

On 24 October 1986, 6,000 peccary skins have been confiscated in
Cayenne, French Guiana. The shipment was transported from Brazil
by boat and addressed to Mr. Paul Fehns, Hamburg (FRG)
(Villalba—Macias, pers. comm.).

In January 1987, the Italian Management Authorities had to refuse
an import permit for 13,000 T. tajacu skins because the
supporting documents, issued by the Ministry of Industry and
Commerce of Paraguay, were illegal (Evrard, pers. coma.) (see
Annex IV).

4. Protection Status

41. National: The legal status of Tayassu spp. varies from country to
country. In most cases subsistence or non—commercial hunting is
allowed, sometimes under licence. Commercial exports of skins are
banned in Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay
and Uruguay. However, the effectiveness of such control is often
poor. Most peccaries are killed in forest areas where law
enforcement is often very difficult. The control of trade across
the borders in these areas is also difficult to enforce (Broad,
1984).

A list of national legislation (1985) is given below (Fuller and
Swift, 1985).

ARGENTINA: Hunting regulated by the Provinces’ legislation.

BELIZE: The Wildlife Protection Act, Statutory Instrument No. 4
of 1981, imposes a seven year moratorium on commercial trade in
wildlife parts and products.

BOLIVIA: Ban for hunting T. tajacu by Decree No. 21312,
Resolution No. 85/84 (2.4.84).

BRAZIL: Lei No. 5197 of IBDF (1967) prohibits all capture of
forest animals for commercialization of skins and regulates sport
hunting.

COLOMBIA: R~so1ution No. 849 (1973) forbids commercial hunting
and trading of T. tajacu and T. pecan and their derivatives.

COSTA RICA: Decreto No. 15895—MAG (1985) protects T. tajacu and
T. pecan during few months. Trade is not allowed.

ECUADOR: Article 47 of the Ley Forestal de Conservacióri de Areas
Naturales y Vida Silvestre of 1981 forbids trade of national
fauna and flora including its derivatives.

EL SALVADOR: In 1985, El Salvador lacked laws to protect its
wildlife.

GUATEMALA: Both species are protected by Decreto 8—70 of the Ley
General de Caza (1970). Moreover, Guatemala has put T. tajacu on
Appendix III of CITES since 1981.



FRENCH GUIANA: French Guiana is a Department of France, subject
to French laws. Thus, trade between France and its departments is
domestic — not international — so that CITES does not apply to
wildlife shipments from French Guiana to France and trade, as a
consequence is subject to EEC Regulation 3626/82.

GUYANA: Apart from its obligations as a CITES Party, Guyana had
few restrictions on animal or plant trade. At present, however,
it has instituted a temporary export ban from February 1987
(McEnroe, in litt.).

MEXICO: On 20 September 1982, the Secretarla de Agricultura y
Recursos Hidraulicos (SARH) issued an order that prohibits the
commercial export and import of live wildlife and products.

NICARAGUA: Since the issuance of Decreto No. 265 in 1977,
Nicaragua has prohibited commercial hunting and export of
wildlife.

PANAMA: Protection and conservation of native fauna by Law No. 23
of 30 January 1967. Resolution No. DIR—002—8O forbids hunting,
purchase, selling and export.

PARAGUAY: Ban on trade of all wildlife by Decreto No. 18796 of
1975.

PERU: Indefinte ban on hunting or capture of wild fauna except
both Tayassu species for subsistence by Decreto No. 934—73—AG of
1973. Usage of skins is permitted to process and to obtain
primary transformation (tanning industry) or secondary (fur and
leather articles) to export. Annual quota for each Forestal
District of the Selva and Ceja de Selva Regions since 1982 by
Decreto Ley No. 21147.

SURINAME: The Game Resolution No. 104 of 1970 regulates import,
export and re—export of wild fauna and flora by issue of permits.

The Game Law of 1954 provides a closed hunting season (1.4 to
31.7), except for natives in the South. During this period the
animals, parts or products may not be transported, sold, given as
a present or exported.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: T. tajacu is legally classified as a
game animal in Arizona, Texas and New Mexico.

URUGUAY: Under Ley No. 9481 of 1935 and its most recent
implementing regulation, Decreto 261 of 1978, Uruguay bans
hunting, transport and commercialization of indigenous wildlife
and wildlife products with the exception of fish.

In Uruguay, the only species found is T. tajacu which is now
considered extinct.

VENEZUELA: The Ley de Protecci6n de la Faune Silvestre of 1970
regulates hunting. Both Tayassu species are included on the
Official List of Game Species by Resolution MAC—RNR5276 which
prohibits commercial exploitation. MARNR issues regulations
annually for hunting or trade.



42. International: Tayassu tajacu is listed in Appendix III of CITES
for Guatemala since 6 June 1981.

43. Additional Protection Needs: Although the present status of
T. tajacu and T. pecan should not give cause for immediate
concern, both species are heavily exploited thoughout their
range. In particular the level of the international skin trade
has become of concern. Appendix II listing of both species would
greatly facilitate the monitoring of this trade and allow the
identification of future trends and conservation needs, without
interfering at all with the national regulations on utilization
of these species.

As already stated, T. pecan is especially vulnerable because of
the large size of its herds, which makes the species easy to
detect, and also because the very large home range a group
requires. For that reason it has been recommended to set aside
areas as large as possible and to restrict or prohibit the use of
firearms for hunting in these areas (Kiltie, in litt.).

5. Information on Similar Species

It is important to mention that although it is possible to distinguish
both Tayassu spp. from the Chacoan peccary (Catagonus wagneri) on
sight, this is certainly not true for the skins, especially when they
have been tanned or reduced to small size articles (Olrog et Cajal,
1982). Therefore, in view of these identification problems, most of
the local scientists and conservationists rightly underline that it
would not make sense to list only the Chacoan peccary (Catagonus
wagneri) in Appendix I without including the two other peccary species
in Appendix II for look—alike reasons.

6. Comments from Countries of Origin

The responses received from the countries of origin are given below.
The majority of the countries who have responded have expressed broad
support for this proposal.

ARGENTINA: support
BELIZE: not responded
BOLIVIA: support (Menghi, pers. comm.)
BRAZIL: support (Villaba—Maclas, pers. comm.)
COLOMBIA: support
COSTA RICA: no advice
ECUADOR: support (Villalba—MacIas, pers. comm.)
FRENCH GUIANA: not responded
GUATEMALA: support
GUYANA: not responded
HONDURAS: support
MEXICO: not responded
NICARAGUA: not responded
PANAMA: support
PARAGUAY: support
PERU: support (Menghi, pers. comm.)
SURINANE: support (Menghi, pers. comm.)
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO: support (Menghi, pers. comm.)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: not responded
URUGUAY: support
VENEZUELA: not responded



Moreover, several non—governmental organizations have pronounced
•themselves in favour of the present proposal. A listing of them is
given below:

ARGENTINA: — Fundación Vida Silvestre Argentina
BRAZIL: — Fundacao Zoobot. do Rio Grande do Sul

— Fundacao Brasileira para la
Conservacao da Natureza

COLOMBIA: — Soc. Col. de Ecologla
— INDERENA

HONDURAS: — Asoc. Hond. de EcologIa
PERU: — PRODENA
VENEZUELA: — Tita Zawisza (pers. comm.)

7. Additional Remarks

The IUCN—SSC Pigs and Peccaries Specialist Group gives its full
support to this proposal. Moreover, Dr. Lyle K. Sowis has pronounced
himself in favour of the amendment (see Annex V).
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ANNEX I:NOMENCLATURE ~ paper by Cohn P. Groves,~~Ustr at.tlniv. 17
Canberra, ACT 2600; presented at .he

IVth mt. Theriological Cori~res~, ~
ThE PRESENT STATE OF PECCARY SYSTD~ATICS

Au~st 1985.

Hussori (1978, Hom.nals of Surinam. E.J.Brill, Leiden) has clarified the

tortured nomenclature of the peccaries. The correct names are as follows:

— For the family: Dicotylidae Turner, 1849 (not Toyassuidae as usually cited).

— Ceneric names uvoilable for the Collared peccary: Tayassu C.Fischer, 1814;

for the White—lipped peccary: Dicotyles C.Cuvicr,

1816 (if it is required to separate them generically, as is sometimes

done).

— Specific names: for the Collared peccary: I.taiacu Linnaeus, 1758.

for the White—lipped peccary: I.(or D.) pecan Link, 1795.

Wetzel (1977, Bull.Carne~ie Kus.fl.I-{., no.3, and other publications) rejects

generic separation for Collared and White—lipped peccanies, noting that

the Chacoan peccary, Cata~onus wagneni, is phenetically the most divergent

of the three extant species. This taxonomic scheme needs to be tested

cladistically.

Tayassu talacu: no modern revision. The described subspecies seem broadly

to assort into three groups:

— grey to buffy forms with clearly marked pale collar and black dorsal

stripe: cajacu Linnaeus, 1758 (Arnazonas), patira Sonnini, 1803 (Guyana),

torvus Bangs, 1898 (Colombia).

— blackish forms with very poorly expressed collar and dorsal stripe:

niger Allen, 1913 (Ecuador), bangsi Goldman, 1917 (Peru).

— Central American forms (prior nate ar~gu1atus Cope. 1889), with

characteristic skull features, small in size, with larger ears.

Tayassu pecan: no modern revision. The described subspecies, with con’~ments, 3.-e:

pecan Link, 1795. Paraguay. (synonym probablybeebei Anthony, 1921, fran

Cuyana). Characteristically small in size.

ningens Merrithn, 1901. Southern Mexico.

spiradens Goldman, 1912. Costa Rica. This could be a synonym of r~noens:

both named forms are remarkable for the amount of white on the face.

aeouatonis LZinnbcrg, 192L Ecuador. Poorly known, but closer to other

South American form(s) than to the Central American ones.

Cata~onus woor~enj: olmort c~rtainly~2a2Pi~..

In accordance ‘~‘ith ~.lnrnma1 Species of the t~7or1d (~982)

by Honacky,et al.



2 An Introduction to PeccarieS
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Do Ia Tour (1949)

Mender (1970)
Mender (1970)
Mender (1970)
Mendcz (1970)
Mender (1970)
Ilennett (1962)

Mender (1970)
Mender (1970)
Aco~IaSOlI5 (1960)
AcoslaSolls (1068)

Hungana
Zaino
Taitetá
Chkharo
La Báquira de collar
Undo

Angro-Mbedl
Queixad.

Queixada-niiva
Tiririca
TaiacutiraR ua
Taiteteu-laiacu
Slino
Guangaro
Senso
Marina
Cehnikax
~arree
Keken
ULeken II Laax
Caluche
Eiidó
Zagino or Zajino
Ya flu
Puerco de monte
Vaqulra
TayasC tanylka-li

Tanicall or Toñlhca-ti

Pecan de quijada biance
El Coche do monte
ilaquira labiada
Panque
Unta pákki
Yawa
Peccary
Pinque

Ecuador. N. Peru
Colombia
Paraguay
Venezuela
Venezuela
Peru (Sharanalsua)

While-lipped Peccary
Brazil (Suya Indians)
Brazil

Brazil
Brazil
Brazil (Thpi)
Brazil (Guarani)
Ecu8dor
Ecuador
Mexico
Mexico
Mexico (Yucatan)
Gua tern ala
Belize
Guatemala. Belize
CoIo;~.bia
Panama (ChocO)
Pan ama
Panama (Cuna)
Panama
Paraguay
Argentina and Paraguay

(Guarani)
Guarani. Argentina.

Paraguay
Argentina
Guatemala
Venezuela
Von e z ucla
Arnazonla (Jivaro)
Peru (Sliaranahua)
Canib root
Surinain

13e Ia Tour (1949)
Borrero (1967)
Weizel and Lovelt (1974)
Rohi (1959)
Rbhl (1959)
Siskind (1973)

Seeger (1981)
Santos (1945): personal

observation: lhenng (1968)
Sanlos (1945)
Sanlos (1945)
Sanlos (1945)
Santos (1945)
Acosia-SoUs (1966)
Acosta-Solis (1966)
Alvarez dcl Toro (1952)
Leopold (1959)
Gaurncr (1917)
Islurie (J935)
Handhy (1950)
l.iunie (1935)
Borrero (1967)
Mender (1970)
Enders (1930)
Bennett (1962)
Mendez (1970)
Seton (1929)
lie Ia Tour (1949)

Hunter (1838): Wetzel
md Loveii (1974)

lie Ia Tour (1049)
ibarra (1959)
ltöhI (1959)
Hóhl (1959)
Karsien (1935)
Stsklnd (11173)
SImpson (1041)
Mittermeler and ltcichcni

(Personal communication
huh): liusson (10711)

SOWLS,1984 :The

pp;2—3;
Local Names (or Peccarles

.

Local Names Locality Aulhority
Collared Peccary

Ois1I-aiye Arizona (Apache lnhan)New Mexico

lavelina Arizona. New Mexico.Texas
Brazil
Brazil (Suya Indians)
Brazil
Brazil
Brazil
Brazil
Brazil
Brazil
Brazii
Brazil (Thpi Indian)
Brazil
Mexico
Mexico
Mexico
I.texico (State of Yucatan)
Mexico (State of Chiapis)

Press,Tucson,Arjzon
(continued)

Local Names Locality Authority



ANNEX II:DISTRIBLJTION

Fig. S.—Appro~imate distribution in South America of:
A) Taycssu iajacIi; B) Tayas.su pecan; C) Cacagonus wagneni.
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MAYER & BRANDT(1979) :Identity,Distribution and Natural History

of the Pecc.SDec.Publ.Pyrnatuning Lab.of Ecol.

[:~IHj White-Upped Peccary

SOWLS(1984) :The Peccaries. p.5
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ANNEX III:POPULATION -

OLIVER(1982) — 6 —

IUCN-SSC ?.n~ Sp.C~.~?ORT.

_Another small form Qf wild pig which is of concern to the Group is Sus scrofa

riukiuanus, the wild boar of the Ryukyu Islands, southern Japan. This anima,l

is the smallest certainlY recognised subspecies of S. scrofa, and is now

threatened by overhunting for food ar~ in reprisal for crop damage. char~e in

land usage ~iing to the expanding human population of the Ryukyu Islands and,

possibly, hybridisation with dcrnestic pigs. The probl~ns relating to this

animal have been previously raised with the Japanese Goverr~nent by IUQ~ (8)

particularly with .r~pect to Iriomote Island, where this pig together with

the Irianote Cat, Feli~ (Prionailurus) iriomotensis represents the cain

target specie~; of conservation concern. H~ever, no effective action has yet

been taken by the Japanese authorities, although the Group is presently

att~npting to assist the developnent ofa conservation strategy for this area

in association with SSC.Consult~’nt~ Professor Hideo Obara. P~ ~t~J—~

With respect to the peccaries, the Group has becane increasingly concerned

about the rapidly declining status of the Chacoan Peccary or ‘Tagua’,

CatagOnUS~~9fleri. This spccies hasby far the most restricted aistribution

of the three living peccary species, being found only in the dryer parts~

of the •Gran Ch~~ of western Paraguay,s~ith eastern Bolivia and r~rth

westernArgentina. It ronains legally unprotected in both Bolivia and

Ar~entina, and although it is technically protected under the umbrella ba~n

c~r~ hunting in Paraguay, this protection is not enforced and is probably

realistically unenforceable. This species is the primary target for food

for a wide range of pecple,includir~ subsistence farmers, ranchers, oil

prospectors ar~d i~ilitary p~nonnel. As a result of this it has disappeared

from many areas where it was still relatively abundant only a fe~ years ago.

One Group M~nber, 0 .Ly1e~ Sowla, even encountered great difficulty in

finding any of these ~ni9als for study purposes when he revisited the

Chaco earlier this ~ear.~Z_J



—7—.

I~ addit.Lon~ thc Chaco is, ~f course, being opened up by the cor ~ruction

of main arterial roads in ordc~r to facilitato devclo~nant for ~ctt1~~nt.

and agriculture. The dcve1o~nent of the Chaco has previously been

centred primarily on the wetter zones in eastern Paraguay but is ncw

extending to include the dryer zones of the west. Most of this area has

now been sold to developers and to sPeculative ~ter~rises. many of there

from outside Paraguay, i.e. Europe and the U.S. Land sold off in this

way includes all of the areas up to and surrounding the two existing

National Parks of Defcnsorcs del Chaco and Tenierite Encj~. l9000ha.

within the Teniente Enc~so Park has also been sold, as has the 80<),000ha.

reserve of La Patria. — adjoining ar~ south and w~st of Teniente.

The species is known to occur in both of th~ National Parks but~~&~ubts
1:.~:—~~

~of policing in these areas and

there is no information available on the actual numbers of these

animals. Tn additions there is a minor radoin their hides, although

~of hu~jng ar~J.s_pot~

~ntr~l_to ~h~.iss~~r j~tjj2gto th j~ervat.jon_of the species.

Nonetheless it has recently bcenr~commended by Prof. Ralph Wetzel, the

discoverer of this animal, t~hat it should be included on 1~ppendix I

of ci~ts, and that its Red Data Book status should be changed from

‘vulnerable’ to .‘endangered’. The Group is currently trying to

develop an action progra~ie for this animal which can be taken to the

field as well as to the funding agencies. It is felt that any such

prograr~e should, ho’..’ever, also address ~he more general aspects

relating to the rational use of Chaco resources, including the

recognition of the AmQrt,thc~r~ deperda~icy on wildlife as a subsistenc(~

resource. The Group would also be ~.nterested in developing its prcposals

in consultation with other Specialist Groups which might have a particular

interest in the Chaco.

Group is also attenDting to gather further info~ation on the

distribution, status and presr~nt levels of utilisation of the Co1.la.r~d

Peccary, Tayassu ~jacu and the White—lipped Peccary, T. pecan. I~ is

recngnised that bother Chcs~ species remain ~idcly distributed and may
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even be extremely abundant in some areas. Nonetheless, some concerns have been

expressed abcut h_ge n— ,zer~ c.~ ~kins of these animals which have been exported

from South American countries for the leather trade. Information c~btained by

Traffic (USA)~ for instance, has revealed that in t.~e1 ear ~erioc1, 1969 to

1979 (mci.) the hides of 1,492,963 Collared Peccaries and 821,895 ~Thite—

lipped Peccaries were exported from Peru alone. These.nurnbers may well be

exceptiona.1, in that they are certain.ly not representative for most ether

countries, but it is still felt that such numbers give some cause for serious

concern. Moreover, there is some evidence that these species are being hunted

for their skins alone in certain areas and that this trade should not therefore,

as has been repeatedly suggested, be considered as purely a by-product of

hunting for their meat. This is especially true for the White—lipped Peccaries

whose huge social groups (up to 200 individuals in a single herd) m.~y render

them particularly vulnerable for hunting parties with automatic wea;:ons.

pilot study on the peccary skin trade has now been initiated by the Wildlife:

Trade Monitoring Unit in Cambricig~ although some difficulty has been

experienced in obtaining accurate data on trade levels. However, ~.l: is

hoped that sufficient in.forr’~tion will be obtained to pranote the. s~:.ggestioh

that both species should be listed—on Appendix II of CITESif only ~o that

this trade can be better monitored in the future. The possibilitycf

proposing ~y~aszu ~p. for CITES-listing is curre~tlybeinginvestigated bS’

the U.S. Scientific Authority with the assistance of TraficWSA)~ but it is

recognised that populations of these animals in some areas would not be

included (e.g. U.S. populations of T. ta~acu) as these are already considered
—

to be a ‘managed’ game species.

A full written report on the r~cent activities of the Group will be ~;uhaitted

to the SSc E~<ecutive before thc~ ~ric~ r~f t1,r~ ~‘~‘



NATIONAL UTILIZT\TION IN BRAZIL.

~RES and AYRES(1979) MINEX.IV:UTILIZATION & TRADE DATA

s cacadores. pols ostes vendem a carnc Isto não eigniflca qua esteS animalS n~o
local. Os pesos dos animals mc:: ::~, 501am ~tldos, pots durante ~ cU~SO ~ .~• .

~do ~ouve d~vid8 p~ po~e do cacador, fo~ : tudo foram localizadas várias nrmadllhas dcV.’.~.
tornados da literature ‘(Napler & Napter ~onstrucüO recente do ‘gat~lrOB da regl~o I

~ovaeS ~197è~ —1 , ,~ , j - ‘I I
A maneira corn que os~dadO8 forom~C0I0 \ ~LStJLT~OS “ ~

~ provavelmente favoreCe Os anima1s do ~ ‘ ~

or po~e corno a anta ~8?lrUs tcrrcstrls) A poputacão do DordanetOs em matQ de
uelxada (Taya~SU pecan) e o veado ~apocV ~1978 era de 638 habitanteS (F1g 2) dtstrlbUt
(MszBma spi (Tabela 1). Também ha uma ~ ~a em 114 grupOS doméSttCOS corn urna media;’
Vdènciade não apareCerem animals comor- de 5,6 ± 3,2 individuos por famlita. ~ncDn~.
lizados pelo couro como a onça pintacia tromoS nessa popuiac5O 33 pesSODS que ~e
an~hera Onca). ~aguatirlCa (Fells pardalis). dedicam tanto a caça como ~ pesca, 19 pes
gato m~raca1á (Fells wIedil), a lontra (Lu- soas qua somente pescam e 9 quo somente
, spi a a ariranha (pteronur& brasllicfls!S). cacam- . .. V V V

~ido a lein~ 5197 (do 1BDF). quo proibe a Durante ~ més de malo tomamOS uma
animals silvestres para a con~ amost~a de 1 .276 refelcãeS. o equlvalente a12 refeic5eS por i~dlviduo da populacão totali

A8ELA I — ReLac.io dos animals abatld~5 nos vizlnh5flc~~ do Salto de DardaneloS, de janelro a abril de 1975.

~~ouantiZp*oto~~°’

o~etoc.Val : , CiOntlilCO ..

.• .•••• ••.•••...•••~•••~ ~ ..i.;.’HE’~
~e1xada, Por~o • ‘~ a~su 338 6o~.O V ia.oo ‘.~ ~ ‘~ ~‘

~ntS . T;pl~S tetcst~I~ ~90 0 110.00 ii 18
Daltlt3 . ~ e~u tn ~CU ~ 70 12,00 _V~~ ~ ~ :
~eedo ~po&~ ~: Maxam~ sp. 12 V 276.0 ~so - ‘•~‘~‘ 3.12 ~.

McCZ~ ba~l9udO ,~.. . ,.. ~gothrlx Ingothricho 35 V s~o: ~ V

Mut~Jm + Mitu rnltu 40 126.0 3.20 i,45
Ta~ de qulnze qutlos • ~ kopplart 663 930 ? f 075
~acu ~ peneiop~ ~p 66 0 200 ~ 075
Pato do mato + Cal~n* moschrt~ 280 350 ~“ ~ O~2
Onca Pads Sus5Ua~fle • FoIls coc~lot’ ~3 ~3 ~ Q26
C~l~ de N~z b~ncO ‘ Chl~p0t~ CII7InOCUS B 224 260 ~

~cdnga Cujublm + Pipilo cu ubl 192 320 ~22
~~allnha:V;. . V V ‘ ~,~pUS novenC.IflCfl35 7 175 250 V~V :•~ ~..

Cotta • Da~yPr0Cta w 17.5 2,50 d.20
Ara~ + A~ macMO ~ Aro flTfl~*Ufl5 14 14 0 1 00 - d is
Pats Agout1 pC.~ 2 134 670 015
Jacamim + Psephis ~irldIn V 8.0 .. . ~: 2.00 V ô.oa ‘

Trocalá Pod~CnO~ unlillI: 2 8,0 ~ •.: •..

Car~rá V Pho1~ro~~ vnc~~ 4 V 7.2 :: .uo ‘. 0.08 ~: ,‘

Coati Nosus ncs3e 3 0 300 003
cairara -. CebuS 0Ib~tror~ 2.7 .s 2.70 V V 0,03 V

• Zogue zogue . . CalIlCOb~ mo!och 0.7 V~ 0.70 V V

papagato ~ Ame~on~ ~. 0,5 : 0.50 : V V

Jaboti leIá , •• V Ptate~~ p~at~CCPI1OI1 0.5 . 050 ‘0.03
Sau(m. Sagul . CallIth~x ~ V i 0.4 0.40
Socô + Buto~~ ~ V 0,2 o~o

TOTAL — 582 63572 , — •.. . 100 V

A~ect0S da.,. — 289

V ,~ V :~; :V~.
1.’ V



FIGURA 6
Exportac(ôn de Productos de (a Fauna Silvestre (unidades de cucros curtidos y sin curtir)

(Continuaclôn)

.hj

.pj

N.c~pecJes Liebre V .. Plurnas ñand(.
N.~ curopea zorrós zorrinos gatos chicos jaguar puma guanaco pecarfes comadreja sin elaborar_

Año (1) (kg)

V 1976 1.062.380 993.791 69.495 44.099 426 22.397 26.963 82.483 280

1977 4.033.924 695.991 250.819 141.106 —— 160 42.894 56.031 V 219.772 V 309

1978 4.035.322 986.525 225.711 153.403 1.258 86.062 58.993 211.068 515

1979 ——V 1.251.647 288.901 101.609 650 86.324 35.005 879.606 760

1980 3.249.000 279.663 91.312 68.599 36 200 35.256 8.239 844.069 2.744

1981 2.995.559 295.076 87.466 7.365 12 73.875 - 4.900 V 37.492 230 V

• 1982 106.000 423.981 122.002 4.724 —--— 12 30.978 7.360 V 17.896 1.308

1983 290.010 235.339 10.220 13.157 39.191 1.884 1.030V~

1984 —544.185 66.254 V__ 3~544 V~~•_ ~ ——— 10.250 918 569 V

16.316.380 5.228.267 .1.149.470 520.905 36 2.718 401.193 290.258 2.295.188 7.745



Peccary Skins Seized !~ /Paraguayi

6000 peccary skins from Asunci~n, Paraguay were seized
on L~Qctober l9~5 at Carrasco Airport, Uruguay, on
their way to Hamburg, F.lL Germany.

The aried skins, all believed to be from thc.Collared
f~çearv Th~a .L.taiaCU~ w~r~e packed in twenty-six
bundles and weighed 4700 k~.

The consignment from Paraguay was addres5cd to
PpuI ~thns, Vogelweide 0. and had been despatched by a
Garios Ordiera who had arrangee the re-export permit. It
was this permit which came to the attention of the
Customs authorities. Paraguay banned all tracio in
wilolife and wildlife products in 1975, and although trade
may be permitted in exceptional circumstances, it
appears that no such permits have ever been issucd.

The skins, with an estimated value of Us$35 000, are
currently beir~ kept at an auction mart.

P.R. Germany appears to be thc major importer of
peccary skins and the importer, P~tiI l~hns,claims to
import 36 000~skins Jrom Paraguay every year (in litt.)
(see Traffic bulletin, 6(2)).

The only peccary species included in the CITES
Appendices is the White-lippec Peccary Taya.ssu tnjae~
which is in Appendix IU ~or Guatemala.

,‘rce3: TP.AFFIC (South America)
CI2~ZS Secretariat

Traff.Bull. (1986) :8(1)

p.2

o Peccary
Peccary leather was wicely available as shoes, wallets,
gloves and belts. Japanese companies as well as French~
Italian, and West German concerns were involves in tnt
trade. Peccary gloves are highly prizec oy Japanese
equestrians. Gloves of West German origin were pricr.o
Iron, $ 100—140 a pair. Italian peccary shoes pricea at S 3~)
~ ~ iuemttmfied tht leather as earning Ira L eu~r f.~ar ~k
Lorsbach, West Germany. Top of the market shoes ~o~a tar
$365 a pair, while tho Framrm cump~fly y~_n~atierea
shoes for as little as $175. A paccary belt by ~eocar Ot
Italy sola fur $1 50. Wallets by the Dap~nese tints ol ~
d~gqftt_ana 1~l~tar.weru pnicea in the 555-~5 range.

Peccary leather scents to be popular unO
increasingly so all thc time.

II.. l’nci:ary Itidits ;iwnilin~ sltlprntml to a lnrt~n c:ily
mntirkof. (I’ll Intripli by I.vli~ K. Sowis)

MILLIK~N,T.:Traff..Bu11.3(3—4) . -,

(19°-i) - . -
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The Peccary Skin Trade

~‘w Steven Ero.ad

Distribution

01 the three known species of peccary, the Chacoan
Peccary (Catagonus wagneri) is the largest and has by far
the most limited range, occurring only within the Cran
Chaco of South America (south-east Bolivia, western
Paraguay and north-west Argentina). The White-lippcd
Peccary (Tayassu pecan) and the Collared Peccary
(Tayassu tajacu), are both widely distributed throughout
most of Central and South America. I. pecan occurs
from northern Argentina to southern Mexico in large
herds of up to 100 animals. I~ tajacu occurs in smaller
herds, of up to about 20 individuals, over a larger range
from northern Argentina to the southern states of the
USA.

rhre.ats

The peccaries are widely utilised as a source of food
_~iroughait their range, and a large number of peccary

ins are exported for the manufacture of gloves, shoes
‘~—~nd b~s. Catagonus wagneni is best considered

separately from the two Tayassu species: it is classified
as ‘Vulnerable’ in the IUCN Mammal Red Data ~
being threatened mainly by. habitat destruction, as forest
areas are cleared for cattle ranching, but also because
roads are being opened into the Chaco area for military
use and for oil exploration (Thornback and ~cnkins, 1982).
This species is also threatened to some extent by hu~~i~g
for meat and skins. To what extent the skin trade
contributes to hunting pressure is not clear; certainly
C. wagneri is ~s popular source of meat in much of. its
range. One report states that one small, four-room hotel
in the Chaco uses more than 1000 C. wagneni each year,
and that military outposts regularly use these animals for
food (Oliver, 1931).

Both Tayassu species, like C. wagneni, are popular
food items and make up a large part of the diet of people
in remote areas. A number of studies have found that the.
Tayassu species, together with th~ Brazilian Tapir.
(Taoirus terrestris), are by far the most important large
game species in the Amazon Basin. In some districts of
Suniriam Tayassu species ‘can account for as much as 50%
of the forest-based protein diet’ (Mirtermcicr, 1977), and
they may provide 16% of all the meat eaten in the
Ucayali Valley in Peru (Criinwood, 19(8). Human
encroachment into forest arels exerts consIderable

pre~ure on the populations of these animals, but the
Tayassu spec~s arc not generally thought to be
threatened because they occur over a much greater range
~V~n C. wacneni and in greater numbers.

The legal status of the Tavassu species varies from
country to country. In most cases su~ister~e or
non-commercial hunting is allowed, sometimes under
licence. Commercial exports of peccary skins are banned
in Brazil, Colombia,~ Mexico,
Panama, Paraguaj, Urug~y~ and possibly y~nezi~ela;
however the effectiveness of such control is often poor.
Most peccaries are killed in forest areas where law
enforcement is often very difficult. The control of trade
across borders in these inaccessible areas is also difficult
to enforce. None of the peccary species is included on
CITES Apper~ices cxcept I. tajacu which is listed on
CITES Appendix III by C~La.~__

Ahe only protection that C. wagneri enjoys is in
Paraguay_where there is a hllnket ban on all wjldii!~
hun~j~g, however this is reported to.be only sporadically
enforced. It also occurs in Iwo national oarks in Paraguay
where its protection is reported to be effective (My~s,
1977).

Skin trade

There is little documentation of the hunting o~
peccaries and trade in their skins. Probably the most
detailed study was that carried out in 1970 by
~i~r2z~n_on peccary utiiisation in ~ This
illustrated many of the features of the trade, supporting
the ~various less detailed accounts from other sources and
other countries. We did however manage to obtain some
information through correspondence with skin dealers and
merchants in May 1984. The most valuable hide is that of
Tayassu tajacu, reported to be about four times as
valuable as I. pecan skins In 1968. (Crimwood, 1968). The
hide of c. wagneri is said to be thlmer than that of the
other peccaries and is the least valuable; however it is
often included in batches of skins that are exported from
paraguay and that used to be exported from Brazil
(Thornback and jenkins. 19X21._..

An important influence on the skin trade in source
countries appears to be the low prices paid by South
AmerIcan skin dealers for the peccary skins. It s~ms
that generally skins are only kept If the kill was close to
an exporting location, as the transport of the skins over
long distances would be uneconomic. Thus any purely
commercial hunting for skins that does exist is locat
near exporting locations (Sowls, 1981). In Peru, I

• example, most of the skins from the Selva zone s~m to
leave the country from Iquitos via the Amazon
(Hvidberg—Hansen, 1970). It soems that in the majority of
cases the skin trade is purely a by-product of the hunting
of peccaries for meat. Certainly in the case of C.
wagneri most reports state that this is true and that the
majority of hides never reach the market. On the other
hand it has b~n suggested that in Bolivia some
C. wagneri are hunted exclusively for their skins
t~ejarano, 1981).
~i Despite restrictIons on their trade and their low
value, a reasonably large number of peccary skins does
enter international trade. However, the trade in peccary

.~ skins is not closely monitored and statistics of exports or
imports are not easy to obtain. Moreover there are no
CITES records of any skin trade.

The categories in Customs statistic~ ter~ to be
broad; ‘pigskins’ for instance includes hides of other
specizs of wild pig as well as of domestic swine. Some
leather described as ‘Peccary’ is in fact from the
Capybara (Hydrochaenis hydrochoenis), which is used as a
substitute when stocks are low.

The main exporting countries soom to be ~
.S).~ljy.ia,. ~c~uador, Paraguay, and perhaps .~i~guay. and
.~rgwtina. 3razil used to export a large number of skins;
betwoen 1965 and 1967, for example, 841 017 skins of

~raffjc 5ulletin.. Vol. VI 7!’~. 2



as
T. tajacu arid 1 091 452 skins of T. pec~ri were exported
t~mith, 1977). The export of ~any wiidlif& products,
including peccary skins, from ~1r~zi1 is now banneil but it
is probable that they aresmuggled out and that a number
of skins from Brazil leave South America via other
coun~nies where t~~: ~. a; e no restrictions on their export
or where restrictions are less tight.

The total volu.ne of peccary skin exports from South
and Central America is not known. Two dealers, one
3apanese and the other West German, jtated that they
had been importing reasonably constant numbers of skins
from South America over the past 25 years (~aci!ic
Leather Inc. 1984, in litt; Paul Fchns GmbH. 1984, in
litt.). The Gernr,an dealer reported that therc had been a
small decline in German imports recently and that he
expected this to continue. ~ is probably the major
e~orter although very few comparative data are
available., between 1969 and 1979 Peru is reported to
have exported 1 492 963 I. tajacu skins and 821 895 I.
pecan skins (Mack, 1932). my., despite a ban on
commercial wildlife trade since 1981, is another major
e~orter. A Paraguayan trader estimated that as many as
96 000 Peccary skins are exported from the country every
year. The bulk of these were from I• tajacu but all three
species were included to some extent. •t~plivia also

_e~orts significant numbers and is known to have sent
~srge shipments to the USA in recent years (Duplaix,
‘~8 I). There are no reports of peccary skin exports from

.~tral America.
The Federal Renublic of Gerrriany. seems to be the

major importingcountry and in 1969.accounted for 81% of
I. tajacu e~orts. and 82% of I~ pecan exports from
Iquitos, ~~~(Hvidberg_Hanscn, 1970). The Verband der -

Deutschen L.eder—lndustrie, is reported as stating that
d~iring the period 198041 approximately 120 000 —

150 000 peccary skins had been imported (Frädrich,
1982). Paul Fehns GmbH. reported that most peccary
skins imported into the P.R. Germany were of t. tajacu,
and that I. pecan probably only rtiade up 5-10% of total
imports. This dealer states (in litt.) that he imports
36 000 skins every year from Para~jiay.

The other significant importing countries are Japan,
~ France and the USA. In 1969 Japan and France

~ accounted for 3% each of I~ tajacu skin exports from
Iquitos, Peru (Hvidberg-Hansen, 1970). Pacific Leather
Inc. estimated that total imports of peccary skins into
Japan were around 20 000 — 25 000 a year. This dealer
has imported around 1 4 000 skins of I. tajacu every year
for over 25 years. The United States imports raw peccary

and finished peccary skin products and in 1969
~ccounted for 13% of exports of I. tajacu skins arid 18%

T. pecan skins from Iquitos, Peru CRvidberg-Hansen,
S~7’~). jj~.~imports a number of peccary skins, and has

been known to import from Bolivia and re-export finished
goods to the USA.

Conclusions

It appears that, at present, the only source countries
from which legal exports of peccary skins may continue
are Argentina, Bolivia, Peru and possibly Venezuela. It is
certain that a large number of peccary skins are traded,
and it is believed that peccary populatiohs are decreasing
in some areas, especially ç~~jzonus ~var~neni, which is
rapi~Ly iosin~ its restricted habitat. However there Is
little evidence that the skin trade is a major contributory
factor to population decline on any more than a local
scale near exporting locations and human population
centres. The low prices which are reported to be paid to
hunters for the skins seem to be a strong restriction on
the development of commercial hunting. The threat of
the skin trade could be better assessed if the trade were
doci.,i,ented more fully to provide a better picture of
trends in volume arid source countrhts.
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Namibia Abides by Convention

South West Africa is not a Party to CITES. However, its
Department of Agriculture & Nature Conservatx~n has
stated In a letter aa~.ed 20 January 1984 to the CITES
Secretariat, that Namibia will abide by the decision of the
Convention not to allow any commercial trade in, or
export of, rhino products until such trade is again
permitted.

Exceptions will be made, however, in cases where
persons who are in legal possession of rhino products
emigrate to other countries or in cases where animaLs
have been bred in captivity and were hunted by trophy
hunters.

Rhino Horn Imports into Korea

Rhino horn imported into the Republic of Korea dm.ring
1983 was valued at US$162 000, an increase on the 1982
figure of 26 000 for a quantity ‘of 2.36 kg of horn (see
Traffic Bulletin V!(l):3—4). The quantity imported in 1983,
however, was not available.

National Eureau of Stati.stics, £conoraic Planning
aoard, Republic of Xorea.
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ive been examined by 1)a. Koepcke, ol the Musco “iavlef Piad~”, and by
Paul V. Pierret.

~omy.—T°P1’~’ p~ncha~e is kn~’n only in the nominate.botm.
~s.—Tbe meantaifl tap~ doas not appear to be ~~~pe(secUted.bY hunters, but
he species Is said to be intolerant of disturbunce and to be di~oppearIng horn ~ TAYASSu,oAe -

zca~ whelO it wos formerly common. Ii is lore t~ouqhout the remainder of Its ~ ~ /
:onqe 1n Ecuodor al Colombia, and Is incluled in the iiJ.G.N. List of Endan
gered Species. The Peruvian populotia~ cannot number more then 1(X) to 200 -i-
Individuals. Total ~oteclIOfl and the creation ~ some form of sanctuary ore
therefore recommende4.

- —~ Lalit Tiiplt ,~

.,~ ••t•_~i~ .

• .: .~ :: ~- ‘—

• . t~3
Lf~ ~

B.Iow P.ccatl ________

fWhIi..COliGt1’~)

1946....70,876. 1953 60,644
1947 65,084 1954.... 85731
7940 45,455 . 1955.... 114644
l949....~69,35S ‘: l’956 106,744
1950 02,540 1957 107 352
195) 60,830 1958 74)59

40.8)2 7959 708:605

. ~ ~ ~ II these ~gures r~prcscnt b~it 60% of all animals kill d thi I

- • of on annual othakc of ~c ~ccoiy for each 16 sq km (64sqmik)oi

: Geaus Toyassu G. Fischer — Peccories
The two species of this genus that occur In Peru ore treated separately below.

~iooctdi.inn.) — Collared Pc’ccory
Local Names.—Sajino, ltuchl, Quetoysequl (Campa), Klromaa (Cixtyhuila), Yanqui

pik~ (,kchual). ••~.. . •

Distribution.—Thfs species occurs in the Amazon region and the northern port o
the coastal reglon. In the Amazon legion it Is found throughout the law selv
;one frçm the nocthto the south of the.country, in some areas of which it I:
subiect,toccxisIderableSe~SoflGl movements occasioned by the annual inunda
lien of yost trocb of lard:it also occurs In the la.ver levels of the high se~v
zone, where Its nolrrn[upper limit appears to be 803 to 9(X)rn. It has. howe’~e
been repc ted at over 1,5(X)m. in the Oxapampa Province of the Department
Posco. ln~~thecoastaI~regfonit Is known throughout the Zarumlilo Province
the Department ofTumbes,at elevotlonsof from 500 to l,500m., and in the Ayi
boca and Iluancobamixi Provinces of the Deportment of Piura, where it occri
In dty, decklubwwôodland, very dilfcrcnt (rain its habitat in the Amazon rcqic•
ft may also occur further south

.Toxonomy.—Theriomlnatetace is probably the form Inmost of the Amazon re~h
with the race t i. bangsi (Goldman) occwrlng In the extreme north.

Statgs.—The collaçed peccary is an Irnprxtant source of toni (or almost all re~
dents of the Amazon region, providing 16.6% and 12.6% respectively ci all mc
eaten in the licayali and Pochliea valleys, according to the surveys ol Pier~
and Deurojeanni. It Is also Intensively hunted for Its hide by comrnerc
hunters (whose wastelul methods often entail thrawii~q away the c~oi). desp
the fact thot each hide is worth no more then 5/25 to Sf30 (7 to 8 shiilinç
Over 2,003.000 hides of this species were exported from lquitos during
period 1946-1966,690,(X)0..ot them in the last 5 years. The actual export
hides by years was as under: ___________________

— 1960 125.245
1961 109,500

.1962 128.763
196) 120,735
1964 129,920
7965 129,600
1966 181,201



trot of hunting and of the trade in sxins is incr~,.a~~~ ~ •u.,,,,,~

species Is to be ccn~crvcd. Tnya.rxu ta/ucu is rcpre~cnteçi In the Manu Nalicnui
Pork. :

~yauoll~irossr;s(lifiger) — White-lipped Peccary
t~çx~l Npmo,.— 1-fuangona, Sacha-cuchi, Shinicre (Canips), Namoo (Chayhuito),

Poki (Achual).
(Dii iribuiion.—Thi~ species occws alongside 7’. la/acu throughout most of the

latter’s range in the Amazon region, although in sc*i~è localities only one ci
the other may be present. A great deal of work awaits doing to separate the
ecological requirements of the two species. Tayasxu albirostris is not known
from the west of the Andes.

Taxonc~my~_ The ncxninate race occurs throughout.
Storus.—T. aibiros:s-jx shover-all less numerous than T tajacu although it oc~urs

In larger bonds, which often number up to 100 Individuals, compared with lOor
20 In the case of the latter species. Ills also tncrc ncxnadic in habits, It is
subject to the same hunting pressures, despite its bide being of even less value
and fetching nomore than S/B to 5/10 (2 shillings to 2/6) each. Over 848,000
hides were exported between’ 1946 and 1966, and the overage off-take Ict the
last 5 years was the e~uivalent of one animal per 4.5 sq. kms. (1.8 sq. mites)
of the whole Amazon region, at the same basis of calculation as was used in
the case of 7’. ~ajtz~u.’ Control of hunting and of the trade in skins is necessary.
Annual exports of hides were as under: -

1946 46,274 .~1953 24,669 1960 50,119
1947 30,056 -! 1954 37,876 ‘‘ 1961 31,000

1918..;. 23,253 •‘:‘ 1955 50,783 1962 55,454
1949....29,532 1956 52,432 1963 58,975
I$50 30,281 1957 51,954 1964 48,840
1951 21,825 1958 51,925. 1965 35,400
1952 16 413 1959 60500 1966 40 801

The species is represented in the Manu National Park.

CAMELIOAE

Genus Vic~na Gray — Vicunas
Local Hom~.~VIc-una.
Disfrlior,._T’)’~ single species of this genus is ccntined to the puna country

gf the Andean region, where It appears never to have occurred north of 9.30’S.
Between 9.30’S. and 13.30’S., the vicurrs is now almost extinct, the only known
survivors being some 9 or 10 widely separated groups totaling less than ISO
indivIduals in all. These groups appear doomed, and II Is lmprthoble that any

~of them con persist for ma-c than a few mae years.

vincc, of th~ b~sijmcnt of Ayacucho, where a carerus cuuii,

there to be some 1,200 to i,3(;0 animals in on örco of 800 ::q. kins. Ekc’~il
the vicrina exists in widely seporatcd populations of a few groups each,
ally one at those populations is known to exceed lOG individuals in oil. ~
5(X) to 600 onliiials arc also kept in a state of cenil-domest icily on Hd~~ C
Cola, in the Azangaro Province of the Department of Ptjno, about a ti1,
which arc hybrids resulting train crossing with llama or alpaca. The kr
position, by Departments, is as under: .

Ancosh._. Six ci seven small groups, totaling perhaps 35 animals ir
exist in the•Yungoy and Bolognest Provinces. Elsewhere the species is ext

Junin.— A small group Is rumored still to exist to the west of Lake .1
elsewhere the species Is apparently extinct.

Limo.— Only three groups, of less than 20 each, are known; they are lix
near Matixana and Canto. . . -

Hijoncavalica._A’ group of less than.20 is reported to exist near the Ca
virrenyo lakes, and two other small herds are known in the’cxtrcrne’sout:
Cordova and Huac-huas.’

•~. Ayacucio....... Besides”the large populatjon of the Pampas Galeras r~
vicunas are known (rain the Ne’granayo lake area, where there may be cs
as )50’lo 200 anImals, although the greatest number ever seen in a single
was 55. ‘They also probably occur further north, near Andarnarco. The spi
was formerly common In the Pa~Inacccho Province; but poachers have beer
ticularly active In that regith, and no animals were seen between Puqui
Coroccra or between Coraccra and Lake’ Porfnacocha when those areas
Investigated, na- could reports of their present existence be obtained.

Apurimac...... This Department still holds fair numbers of victncs.’ The
absent fran thost,’if not oil, of Andahuilas and Aboncay Provinces; but se
small groups ~are reported to occur in the Antabamba Ptovince, to the e~
the fib Pachachoca near Circa, [~ainbrabomlxa, and Antabcmba. A fairly
prehensive survey of the western port of the ‘Department, between Ardcl
and the Puquio-Cbalh~~0 road, resulted in a tct: ci 84 cai~r.ais L~iu’;
of which 55 were concentrated In 6 groups on Pamps Chuquiiximtxi. Two
ate herds, one of 7, the other of 18, have also been seen cx’i sevcrcl oocc
near where the Puquio-Chalhusnccj rood drops down into the PccScchcca~

Cuzco._ Vicunas hove appaently not bceii known for liany years
highlands of the Quispicanchfs, Poucortombo, Calco, and Uruhemba Pray
If indeed they ever existed there; and they have now disoppxired from the
9ate area, where they are reported to have occurred until recently. Small
ore, however, fairly frequently seen In the Li flaya area of the Vilconota
and the species probably occurs in other parts of Conciris and Conos Pro’
and in the Chumbivilcon and Espinar Provlncesio the sooth, about whic~
is known.
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., ASSOC1AZ~ONE ~TALIA~1A PER ‘L WORLD WILDLIFE FUND ITAUA
WWF VV~~~L; FONDO MOND~ALE PER LA NATURA

Via Sainna. 290
00199 Roma

ii, Vi Telelono: (06) 852492454892

Rome, 1st April 1986

M. Jean—Pierre dHuart

Directeur

TRAFFIC (Belgium)

Chaussée de Waterloo 608

b—1060 BRUXELL.ES

• Dear ~ionsieur d’Huart,

further to m~j 1etter~ of :21 March, please find hereinafter

the available information about the import of Peccary skins

in Italy. Peccary is1 not included in the Washington Conventioh

and therefore no CITES import permit is required from the Ministry

of Agriculture. Furthermore, in the Italian Customs regulations

there is no specific item for Peccary skin: it~ goes under the

general item “skins of Suidae”, which includes wild boars,

domestic pig and peccary. We can assume that the skins coming
from Centrale and South America are: of peccary, those from
other countries should be boar or pig. The data for the various
years are the following:

1980: countries of origin France, China, Japan, Taiwan (total
63.9 torines);

1981: countries of origin China, Japan, Taiwan

1982: countries of origin China, Japan, Taiwan, Yougoslavia, V

Bolivia (8.4 tonnes), Argentina (6.4 tonnes)

V 1983: countries of origin China, Japan, Taiwan, Germany, Argentina
(4.6 tonnes) V V V

1984: countries of origin China, Japan, Argentina (10.1 tonnes) V

1985 (January—May): countries of origin China, Taiwan, Germany,
Hungary. V V

•/• V

Enie ~ r~nos~~o c~n ~ecro~ Oc( Prc~~nIp ~iIa Re~b~~a taiiano n.493 ~ A apn~ 1974 V Nostm c~~o fi~e 8~7~30588



V : V fogllon.2

V V

There couj.d be s~rne peccary from Germany throuch Hambura V

free port1 b~_..flp tnctionjsossible. According to the
Trade Association, anumbero finjshed~ecca~~skL~ is importe~

~but, as this country is not listed
among the exporters, probably go under the item “other skins”
and the quantity cannot be identified.

I regret not to be able to tell you more than what is
reported above. Kindest regards.

V V Ing. Pier Lorenzo Florio V

Member of WWF—Italy’s Board of Directors

PLFfdm V V

V V
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COMtRCIO D~ CUEFIIS D~ SADINO V 1IJN8~?JA ENTRE ‘1966 A 1985

LoflCTr-.PCRU

T; taj acu

S ~ ji no

1E34,201

136,900

145,326

155, 180

149 ,4 90

95,600

149,500

80,250

109,583

120,48

131,392

142,29

64,31~’

78,414

109,688

~55,146

22,648

26 ,~2

19,940

26,046

~

1966

1967

1963

1969

19~’0

19.;1

1972 V

1973

1974 V

19~ ‘V

19’G

1 9 1’?

19r’O

1979 V~ V

1980

1901

1982 V

~963 V

1904

1965

20 A?1r’~

T.peqari
~

Htkh g~na

42,881 V

V V 63,000 V V V V

60,5

68,300

71,200

36,700 V

• 74,700 V V V V

V 34,600

V V 86,261

• 42,606 V V

2!3,79~

18,29 V V V

V V 22,916 V V V V

40,036

52,496

17,083

5, 205

‘fl” fl’
•-, ‘-~

. 16,562

16,329

81 3~530

~
n
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CUADRQ N~ 1: V0LU~~N DE CUEROS DE E5PECI~5 DE FAUNA SILVES——
TRE DE LA Ar1AZONIA PERUANA EXPORTADO5 DE 1946 a
19.73.

—r.e.
AF~0 ~5AJIN0 KUANt~A/ VENADO RONSOC/ L.BLAN. L/NEGRO

1946

1947

1948

1949

1950

1951

1952

1953

1954

1955

1956

1.957

1958

1959

1960

1962.

1962

1963

1964

1965

1966

2.967

1968

1969

1970

3.973.

3.972

1973

70,876

65,884

45,455

69,355

82,548

60,830

40, 82.2

60,844

85,731

114,644

106,744

101,352

74,359

108, 60e

125,245

109,500

129,094

122,032

134,920

136,379

184, 201

136,900

145,326

155,100

149,490

95,600

149,500

8U,250

46, 274

30, 056

23,253

29,532

30, 281

21,825

16,413

24,669

37,876

50,783

52,432

51,954

51,925

60,500

50,119

31,000

55,436

59,529

48 ~;840

36,837

42,801

63, 000

60,544

68,400

71,200

36, 7u0

74,700

34, SoD

22,099

20, 082

15,820

27,029

34,188

22,669

19,767

18,711

32,866

41,429

37,558

39,940

24,747

43,554

25,492

34,204

30,140

7,070

42,164

35,550

54,852

28,833

19, 507

27,083

3.8,209

7,505

14,916

18,219

999

7,999

6,7u5

7,259

8, 201

7,243

12,072

8,494

12,668

1U,466

16,993

7,822

6,48u

5, 737.

4, 3u2

4, 8u0

2,300

5,389

500

32, 46u

28, 341

2u,650

2u, 5u6

16,629

14, 628

19,788

17, 6u1

10,696

18,495

28, 8u9

23, 257

.16,206

.lu, 845

8,225

4, uDO

4,947

3,363

3,171

6, 78u

4,364

6,542

4,405

11, 4 23.

TOTAL 2’941,579 1’261,3.7.9 764,203 136,429 251,86U 84,269
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I~TODUCTIO1t

This study is a part of a gencr’l rurvc~y an v~ild animals ir~port~nt

for hide and skin production in Peru. It includes a ~urv~y of their hunting

nnd the prepnr~tion and cor~ncrcialization of their skins.

The.- study has bc.~n c~rriod out as ~ survcy. Stnti~tico (ron the.

Peruvian Forest ~rvjce h~vc bcen cxaiiincd. Exporters ‘nd ~kin dc.ilcrs in

Iquitos, Fuc~llpa, P.Ml~.ona1o ~nd Leticia (~olor~biri) havc bcc~n visitod.Picld

trips hr_vc becri r:~ade, huntc.rs have bcc.n intcrvi~wcd ‘nd :‘ucstionnnircs hccn

filled in. Hunters of thc. Az~rLzon r~gion (the c.clva) wc..re intc.rvic~vcd durint

field trips to the follo’”in~ areas:

a. P.L~rildori~dc and a journey ‘long the ~aJrc d~ ~io~ rivc:r 1rr,~

the Bolivian border (P.Pardo) up-strenn~ t~ the outlct of thc

Manu river into ~dre dc ~)io~ ~ivcr.

b. Pucallpa, and journey on the A~wiytia riv~..r ‘~hcre huntcrs

were interviewed from 7~Iueva ~Uau~n.~ upstrc:~ until th~ n~uth

of the San ~lrjandro liver; the San Alc.,jrndro !ZivLr upsirean

until thc. villngt of thu srme nar~e.

c. Ar.iazon rivcr, downstrcan (ron Iquitos. !~untcrs ~er’~ int~.rVicw

(ron Chochiquinas downward, until the boundary of Peru.

All field work was carried out bctwç~n 13/3 — 15/7 1970. ithout

the assistance (ron th. Peruvian Forest Service those studics coull not havu

been conp].eted. The “Institutodc Oesnrrollo dc los~ecursos Natur~’les flcno

vablcs~ (Ir.I.~A) Officc in I.cticia, Co1ocibi.~, h~s also been very hcl~fu1.

The rccor~i~ndations deal only with protective ~rects; reconr:cndatiDns on

control of trade and other aspects h~.vc bc:n ~iven olscv,horG.
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Tho col1s’.r~ peccary occurs in the .~ri~zon re~ior~ and, ~ccordin~

to Grimwood (1968), oi~o in the northern rart of the Coastal region.

P1u~s:~TT L~ CAL ?~OT~ CTIO!~

According to “T~.cso1uci6n Supr~z~ N° 236”,this species is protcctE.d

by a closed season in the Selva region during th~ period 1/12 - 31/3.

SKIN TflADE V

Face 3 shows the nain skin trade channels. The majority of skins

~o to Iquitos, from where they ~rc shipped via the Amazon “iver.

!~xports from Peru since 1962 are sho~cn bclow: V

1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969
Ex~orters _____________ ___________

Exporters Iquitos 128,736 120,735 129,920 129,600 181,201 136,900 145,326 155,100

“Curtiembre Cocodri
lo ~ Industrial Co—
codrilo” Conpanies
Lir~a 358 1,297 5~0C0 6~779 3,000 0 0 0

TOTAL 129,094 122,032 134,920 136,379 1~,2Ol 136,900 145,326 155,100

Skins exported in 1969 were shipped to t~.c: fol1ovin~ locttions:

TOTAL Gt!~ AYY F1~ICE USA _____

Hamburg Mar~i11e Nc~ ‘for1~ Yakoiiam~’.

155,100 125,100 5,000 20,000 V 5,000

RelativEly f~w skins •;o to Liria bought by the joint con-~~ni~s

“Curtiembre Cocodzjlo ~ Industrial Cocodrilo”. These corip~nies have rr~,vic~us1

cxrorted dryed skins, but are now buying skins which are tanned for usc iTt

factories in Lima mainly for footwep.r and ~1ovE.s. Trade statistics shov:

that about 1000 - 1500 skins arc used locally every year. Two tanr~crics in

(Cent. pa~e 5)
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/
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~~r~qui~ , “~.ich in t~. ~:1y l96D’ic~ us. d a~i:t ~ — 10c~c) ~kin.s ~‘cr y~:

~ *~ ~p.ct~c fly stoT~ t:n4jrir (only 70 ~k in 1969).

~: i~ ç~LITY

3kir~ nrc. ~rr~dc~ in ~ quz’,lity claoroc. ~kin~ arc c~ncr~11y ‘f a

~ an1 uniforn qua1it:~, ar~i ~a~in~rr~in is ~:ai;~1~; h~s~ on ~~‘11 siz~ ~nI

pc.rt or ‘.ior~ occ-.si~n.~’. ~:r r~ots.

Or. ~atiori ~f l9~ ~. ~‘r:s is sho~n b~ 1o~”:

T0LAL 1st Class 2n~. Clnss 3rd Cln~

153,100 140,770 12,340 1,990

100;~ 9].~ 8~

‘l.Ifl ~;izr.s
The distribution accordiri~ to 1cn~th classes of a mcr~surcd r~ 1 of ~kir

is shown on pagt 4. Th€. avcr~ze wei~’;ht of 100 skins was 655 ~ra;~me~.

~T~I1~ ~IC~S

The j~eccary is huntcd mainly for its n~c~t. Okinc hav~ littlc v’luc,

but the lo~: incom~ level of the. p.to~le in th~ ~olv~ ~arantks that pr~ct~c~1l.y

~1l skins reach the ~inrkct. I only ~et on~ hunter ~‘ho die. not uti1i;:~. ~ ‘~kinr

Stories about huntc~rs “s1aui:~htctin~” pLcc~~i~~c just for the. use ~‘f skins ~r

g~n~rnl1y, untruc.

Fric~s vary accordin.; to the distance frorn Iquitos, because th ~‘s~t

of frei,~ht inf1u~nces U~c prices of cheap skins consi.~erab1y.

Friccs ~.t different trade lcvcls arc ~ho~i: bc1~’:

PflICF3 01* 1st CLAS~ ~ IN~ OF COLLARFJ P~CCAT~Y — 1970
EQtJIV L~ ~tT

~~0LES v~i~uF bs~ K

Price paid by travelling dealers in
Madro de Dios area 15 — 25 0.3 - .0.6

Price paid by established dealers
in P.Maldonado 25 — 30 0.6 - 0.7

Price paid by travcllin~ d~a1ers
Pucallra area 30 — 45 0.7 — 1.0

Price paid by travellin~ dealers
Iquitos area 45 — 50 1.0 - 1.2

Price paid by established dealers
in Pucailpa 50 — 55 1.2 — 1.3

K
Exchange rate 1US$ — Soles 43.3



—

v.iu~

Price ~f s~le ~‘f e~t~bli~ed ienl-rr
~c11in~- .iiecly t’) ex1.~r~r 60 — 7~ l., —

Price ie~1~~ by e:<. rt~rs in I;?~itOs

Purcn~e Trice 25 — .i.~ — 1.0

~c~1lin.r rrice 1.20— l.2~D

Th’_ inL~or~tion obt~.ined shows th~..’.t ;rice~ dcclariJ by ~x:’orter~

~re unr~liotjc.

v~r.u~ OF SIC!!T ~ OY~?S

The invoiced value of 1969 exports is in~ic.-~ted below. Besides

that, a more re~listic v~lue hns been c.~lcu1~ted b’sed on the ~ver~e tr~ie

purch.~.se I’rice of the exporters,of Soles 68, plus a l5~/ pr~fit, ~hich cor~e~

to ~1es 78 ~ 1.81). ~tj~ted v~-lue has been b~sed on the ;‘iT~v€

c1.~ssific~tion.

Invoiced v~1ue;

155,100 skins U~ l78,065.~0

Tstim~ted v.-ilue:

l55,].’O skins US~ 26~,86Q. —

I believe the exrorters invoice a 1Dv; v~1ue for the fo11c”in~

reasons:
~‘.. It reduces t:xcs, s~hich are p.-~id •~s ~ ~ercent’~e of the exrort

v~.lue.

b. Itallows the b~1ance to he 1-~1id into forei:~ri b~’nk acc~unto.

~1.~TIy(~ ~Tr!~DS

The co11nr~pecc~ry is the r:~o~t_i~:T:ort~nt of the wild ~nin~1s hunted

for food; nu~~n~t wei~ht~.theye~r1y kill 0c’ other sreci.5.

It is ki] ed—b .1l-.cate~orjes—ofhUttêr~~fThj~ prcfes~ior.~ls t~ •~11-~ca1e

f~rmers, who supply their household by huntin.~ç now ~.nd then.

Sixty one hunters were intervicwed; of these, 16 were professional

hunters, others semi-professionr~1 ~nd sone only hunted occazion~11y. They
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obt.-~ined thc fo11o~irL.: nur’~ers ~,f ;‘.nj~ 1.~ ~t~: ye r:’

1 hui. ter r~—1.~ :er ye~r

2 huntors 10

1 hunt1.r 11

1 “ 1.: I,

1 H

i hunter~ 20 II

1 :~u!~ter 25 H

6 hunt~’rs 3Q H

1 hunter 36

2 hunters 45 11

3 H It H

4 II 50 H

4 11 60 II

L hunter 80 ‘~ II

1 90 II

4 hunters 100 “ I’

4 I? 12D H

1 hunter 130 1~ H

1 150 II

3 hunters 180 H

1 hunter 192 7’

2 hunters 200 I’

6 “ 240 H II

1 hunter 250

2 hunters 300 1~ II

1 hunter 360 “ 11

1 440 H II

1 600 ________________

61 hunters

Aver~e: 118 animals per hunter, I~er year

All the hunters owned shot~ins (Ca1.16, one barrel). i~hthu~’.L~r~

used also C~1.’22 rifles, and three also used bow aM arrow. Exaninaticn



of 60 ¶kir~ ~r~1 ~ fl7~:; ~ rerf~r- ti:rs derivin~z frr.t. rE’ ~

Th€ co11-’.re~ ~ecc’ry is 1nint~ci ~ri::.

pr~fei ~ c~ ~‘j,, ;~or:~i~~- f~r t~ejr ~ct jvi t, r:~i~ ti~’~n’ ~ l.’~, ~‘e t~r~

l.tir,~~ t~e 1~’ t..~ fter:.o:ri ‘s •~ :c fc-r.’1 ii~c I • ~

hunters uz~,1 ;~ . ~ ~ hu~-ter~ ‘r~c~.rre - t~c. ‘~-j~• t, t.i::~. .~ t:~ r (Ju!~E’

J~1.v, ~u. u~t, ~ t~ .:ber), ~‘hich c.-r: he ~ ~‘e1.~;:, ~h:re t:~1- rr~1cr~c~ i~

shc..n fcr ~.-ch :.~r.th.

M0:’TH. J F A J J A 0 N

~fl~Th ~ 21 21 24 24 25 30 42 41 33 21 20 ~0

iort hu:~ters c~rr~ thc ~nti:-’~ -;-i~1 to t~ir ~u~c or ,

~hi. ~in~ ‘n. ~re’r~ i~ of th~ —ca’ ‘-ii okin~ t.!~c~ l:~c’~. Only i i”c ni’

t:’e .€~~ti~e ~unt~rs ~ ~in t~e r~i~.~—l ~.t th’ ~ ir~ ~i t~. ThC

;~ver~e tine spent to carry the c~rcc~cc to the houoe/c—t.~j: ~ ~ 3 Io~r~ -.

20 r~iiutes, ~;hich .~:jves -n i.iea. of th~ •iist~ce t”e hunt~:r~ ~-~ve t,~ se’zc~.

for the- ~r~i~-.1s

~kin~ ‘.r~ tr-~e f~irj’; s~o:t1~r ~fta~ ~cin. r~ri€~ -~ in,ic~’ t

l~ hu.~ter~ st~re~. ti~e~z s1zin~ u~. to 10 iy~

9 hui’ter~ tor~d their ~Lins ‘zo~.t 1- •~:is

11 ~‘ H 20 I?

l~ H H H It 3Q It

,t 60 ‘‘

2 II I, I: H 7Q

1 hur~ter H his 120 “

HTJ!~~I:c ~

Expc~rt fi≤~-ur~s sinc€ l~.2 ~to~’ -ri incr~—sii: tr’~.J -hic~ i~ ncI

doii~’t cnu~: .1. by hunters ~en~tr~ t . n into ~er~ which were prevfcu~ ly r1o t

hunte~. Th€ hi.~h level of export fi:curcs, ~ th~ 3Ver~Ze ki1l~ us
-r~in~.1G er hunter, ;er ye-r, sh’-ws ~h~t th~.s s~~ccies i~ coi~:-on. }‘~r~ver,

i17 hur.ters ~ th~~t huntjn~ no~ ~‘ns ~ore ~iffi ~u1~ :han five ~

“~:i1e 12 hurtterg found t~;~t ~he :itu-tion 1:r~ not c: n~:t.d. Fifty ~untE•r~
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~ ‘• ~ ~ :—~ ~ ~ i:. -. ..._•c ‘-~‘:: ~

:~ t~.ir~ 1.c ~ ~er :.f~ :~i ~ ~ i~. ~ ~~a;;t~. 1:: ~

~ e r~t’ . ~• ~ vs...—, th~ f~.c-: ~.:‘t . .~ r’~r~ ‘~t:i1n.~~

~ ~i.~:r?f::.:.-j1 ~€‘r, ::~:~ ~.

~f ~ ~ ~ z~ecis ~ ~ lir.i.c.i ~::e.

•• r;Q:~ ~4’ .

~i’~ ~‘re~c~nt c1o~:~ s~sr~n h’.~ no ~i. ifir~k-e ~ ‘-~ 1. j9

he . ~i’;r’ -.rc t~’ ~e~L~nt on t~ .t~f tLis £1e:ies ~ ~

ye”~ r.

L.~ te-.~. ~f c:u.rbin;: thc ha •tin:; by ~1osed se ~on it ~‘~iL ~‘;~

rec~cni. :le t~ e~t~lizh a ~ystei~ of suictu~rie~ ~he.:o -1 ~ hug~.tii. ~m1 ~

~ ~.~o~ii-•i ted. Hu~n ro.u1.~ ti.n is r~id1y incre~si n~r in tie !~e 1v~ ~a

s.,’ste: of s~’.nctu.i:ie~ ‘7ou1~ ~.1rc~ ‘res~r’ic thir~ :.t~tur~]. re~ourcr j~j

c~1~se to ~‘~ri setLienc~:.

(rir~:ood, I.P. Apren:~1x I.~I to ~eco;’r~-. t2.vns c:. t.h~ ,‘~s~rv’ ~

1968 of • i1~i1ifo -‘nd ~e ~ 1i~he?~nz of ~.io I ~rks

~nd i~es~rv~ in Peru”

HJ~H/c r

29.].O.7C




