


exported for likely noncommercial purposes.
The remaining four exports were listed as
teeth.  Two of these exports were commercial
in nature, including 25 teeth exported to a
custom knife-making company in South Africa
and two kilograms of teeth exported to
Indonesia.  The other two appeared to be a
personal effects shipment involving one tooth
by an individual to Greece, and the shipment
of a tooth to a Japanese museum.  Thus, not
only is it apparent that the USA now imports
significantly more hippo ivory than elephant
ivory, it would also appear that the US market
is absorbing virtually all of the hippo ivory
coming in (TRAFFIC analysis of USFWS
LEMIS data, March 2004).

TRAFFIC found several major domestic
channels of trade for various hippo ivory
products.  One is direct retail through physical
stores.  For example, TRAFFIC located a
business in New York City that advertises itself
as a major importer carrying more than 6000
items in stock, including carvings made from
elephant, hippo, and mammoth ivory that range
in price from USD39 to 4000.  LEMIS records
showed that between 1995 and 2002 this
business imported 102 shipments of hippo
ivory carvings and 14 shipments listed as
hippo teeth, all but one of which were from
major exporters in Hong Kong.  Cumulatively,
the imports attributed to this company included
6693 ivory carvings and 618 kg of carvings,
and 1181 teeth plus 3.35 kg of teeth

(TRAFFIC analysis of USFWS LEMIS data,
March 2004).  TRAFFIC found similar records
of other importers of hippo ivory doing
business at the retail level; however, as with
elephant ivory, it was not possible to put
together a nationwide, comprehensive list of
such outlets.

The Internet is another significant outlet for
hippo ivory in the US market.  As with elephant
ivory, TRAFFIC monitored the availability and
prices of hippo ivory available through eBay,
and found that the amount of hippo ivory
available through this major site ranged from 94
to 184 items per week between mid-February
and mid-May.  That is only about 10–20 percent
of the amount found by TRAFFIC in the
comparable evaluation of the average
availability of elephant ivory on eBay weekly.
Table 18 shows the results of periodic eBay
searches during the survey period using the
terms “hippo ivory” and “hippopotamus ivory.”

TRAFFIC noted a couple of interesting things
about this aspect of the trade.  First, much of
the hippo ivory available from domestic
vendors through eBay was attributable to two
virtual “stores”, one based in Maryland and the
other in Pennsylvania.  LEMIS data showed
that the operators of both of these stores had
legally imported carved hippo ivory from Hong
Kong (TRAFFIC analysis of USFWS LEMIS
data, March 2004).  Other hippo ivory
available through eBay for which TRAFFIC
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Date “Hippo Ivory” “Hippopotamus Ivory” Total

2/13/04 90 4 94
2/20/04 97 1 98
2/27/04 142 0 142
3/05/04 106 4 110
3/12/04 161 2 163
3/19/04 170 5 175
3/26/04 182 2 184
4/05/04 158 5 163
4/09/04 176 5 181
4/19/04 139 4 143
4/23/04 159 5 164
4/30/04 147 3 150
5/14/04 142 3 145

Table 18: Search Results for Hippo Ivory Available via eBay, February
13–May14, 2004

Source:  Pers. comm., T. Leonard, TRAFFIC North America, June 4, 2004.



found records of US purchases came from sites
based in Hong Kong, suggesting some level of
retail trade in hippo ivory carvings entering the
USA directly from overseas.  

Second, there was a parallel between these
US–based vendors selling primarily hippo
ivory carvings and the China-based vendors
selling similar elephant ivory items that were
described in the last section.  TRAFFIC found
that the domestic vendors selling carved hippo
ivory and the China-based vendors selling
carved elephant ivory appeared to share a
market niche.  For example, both sets of
vendors offered various items of two-to-three
inch netsuke carvings at prices ranging from
approximately USD25 to 50, with some items
priced above that level.  Various jewelry items
were offered by both sets of vendors in the
range of USD10 to 20.  Thus, on at least one
level it would appear that the domestic vendors
selling hippo ivory and the vendors based in
China selling elephant ivory are competing for
what might be termed the low-end ivory
market, given that ivory carvings imported into
the USA from Europe as antiques are
sometimes valued in LEMIS records in the
thousands of dollars each.  On another level,
however, there is a major difference.  Whereas
TRAFFIC could trace the hippo ivory offered
by the domestic stores on eBay to ivory
shipments cleared by USFWS, TRAFFIC has
serious reservations about the legality of the
ongoing trade in elephant ivory carvings from
the vendors based in China.

And third, there is an active market for hippo
ivory being sold through the Internet outside
eBay.  TRAFFIC found numerous sites selling
both raw and worked ivory, catering to
different parts of the US market.  Some of
these sites advertised pre-carved netsuke and
other pieces of hippo ivory art similar to those
advertised on eBay, but typically at higher
prices.  Others advertised ivory dolls, figurines,
and other items that had entered the USA as
raw ivory that had been then carved inside the
country.  Still others advertised specialty items
such as custom ivory knife handles and gun
grips.  In one case, TRAFFIC found an
operation that encouraged customers to send
their knives or guns to the dealer who would,
for varying prices, custom carve the handle or
grip and return the finished product.

Yet another segment of the US market for
hippo ivory involves the sale of raw tusks.
TRAFFIC found whole tusks available both on
eBay and through other Internet sites, catering
to those who might want to carve items
themselves for various purposes.  Unlike pre-
carved hippo ivory, which would be priced by
the retailer or those who did the actual carving,
this end of the market was largely priced by
the size and quality of the individual tusks.
For example, TRAFFIC found one business in
Washington State, mentioned earlier, that sold
raw tusks in three varieties: “lower curved,”
“hippo straights,” and “upper curved.” Lower-
curved tusks available ranged from 1 1/4
inches in diameter and 7 1/2 inches in length
to 2 1/2 inches in diameter and 17 inches in
length, and varied in price from USD20 to 130.
Hippo straights ranged from 1 1/8 inches in
diameter and seven inches in length to 1 3/4
inches in diameter and 14 inches in length, and
sold for USD38 to 215.  Upper-curved tusks
ranged in size from 1 1/4 inches in diameter
and six inches in length to 1 1/2 inches in
diameter and 7 1/2 inches in length to 1 1/2
inches in diameter and 11 inches in length, and
ranged in price from USD20 to 65.  TRAFFIC
noted that the business offering these tusks had
imported 36.5 kg of hippo ivory identified as
teeth between 2000 and 2002 (TRAFFIC
analysis of USFWS LEMIS data, March
2004).  Another Internet site, based in
Mississippi and also mentioned earlier, offered
hippo tusks seven to eight inches in length,
with prices ranging from USD65 to 70.  

Illegal Trade
The patterns and routes of illegal trade in
hippo ivory take some of the same forms seen
in the illicit elephant ivory trade.  In both
cases, a percentage of the seizures reported by
USFWS stem from small amounts of illegal
ivory being discovered in the possession of
individuals entering the USA.  As with
seizures of antique elephant ivory between
Europe and the USA, TRAFFIC also found the
occasional seizure of shipments of hippo ivory
from major suppliers in Hong Kong and
elsewhere, destined for regular commercial
importers in the USA.  One difference between
the two trade patterns was the apparent
absence of instances of attempts to smuggle
large quantities of hippo ivory into the country.
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Overall, TRAFFIC found far fewer recorded
seizures of hippo ivory than elephant ivory.
The ratio of seizures to cleared imports was
also far lower.  Whereas between 1995 and
2002 LEMIS showed an overall 21% seizure
rate for elephant ivory (1435 seizures of
elephant ivory compared to 6796 cleared
imports), for hippo ivory the seizure rate was
approximately 4% (93 seizures compared to 2
481 cleared imports) (TRAFFIC analysis of
USFWS LEMIS data, March 2004).  That is
not surprising, given the greater level of
protection afforded to elephants under CITES
and the more elaborate rules governing legal
importation of elephant ivory under US law.

Of the hippo ivory shipments seized,
TRAFFIC determined that that 62 (66%) were
likely noncommercial in nature, while 31
(34%) were commercial; however, the
commercial shipments accounted for the
majority of the ivory confiscated.  For
example, the noncommercial seizures totaled
only 133 pieces, including carvings, teeth, and
jewelry.  These items tended to be seized in
small quantities from individuals entering the
USA from African range states, most
prominently South Africa and Zimbabwe.
Other nations or jurisdictions from which
apparently non-commercial shipments were
confiscated included Belgium, Cameroon,
Canada, Ethiopia, Hong Kong, Kenya, Lao
PDR, Nigeria, Singapore, Tanzania, Viet Nam,
and Zambia (TRAFFIC analysis of USFWS
LEMIS data, March 2004).  

By contrast, the 31 commercial hippo ivory
shipments seized accounted for 1067 ivory
pieces, including 677 carvings, 254 teeth, and
18 jewelry items.  The majority of these items
(737, or 69%) entered the USA from Hong
Kong, often destined for companies that
appeared in LEMIS records as regular
importers of hippo ivory.  Other countries from
which apparent commercial shipments of
illegal hippo ivory were confiscated included
Belgium, China, Ghana, Malaysia, Morocco,
South Africa, the UK, and Zimbabwe
(TRAFFIC analysis of USFWS LEMIS data,
March 2004).  

This seizure pattern suggests that individuals—
perhaps tourists—account for the majority of
total seizures by shipment.  However, because
such seizures involve only individual pieces or

small lots of ivory, the majority of the overall
hippo ivory seized comes from commercial
sources.  The fact that the importers and
exporters from which the ivory was seized
were often the same as those that reported
regular legal shipments of hippo ivory suggests
the need for continued vigilance of this aspect
of the trade.

The Impact on Hippo
Populations
Because it is difficult to calculate with any
precision how many hippos the US trade data
represent, it is similarly difficult to determine
the possible impact that the US trade in hippo
ivory may be having on the species in the
wild.  In 1995, TRAFFIC’s statement in
support of the CITES Appendix II listing for
the species noted estimates by Eltringham
(1993) that the total hippo population in
Africa was conservatively estimated at
approximately 157 000 animals (TRAFFIC
and IUCN/SSC, 1994).  

In 1999, the CITES Animals Committee
initiated a Significant Trade Review for the
species, to determine the potential impacts of
trade and other activities on hippo populations
in Africa.  That report found that, among the
primary countries of origin for hippo ivory
entering the world market—and by implication
the US market—hippo populations were
considered stable in South Africa, Tanzania
and Zimbabwe, and increasing in Zambia.  The
only country that has appears regularly in
recent hippo ivory trade data for which the
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Upper and lower canines and incisors are the most
common sources for hippo ivory, which may be used in
carvings, scrimshaw, and knife handles.
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Significant Trade Review found a decreasing
population was Uganda; however, the
document noted that much of the poaching had
taken place in earlier decades during a period
of civil strife (CITES, 1999).  

The Animals Committee issued
recommendations for Botswana, the
Democratic Republic of Congo, Malawi,
Mozambique, Rwanda, South Africa, Tanzania,
Zambia, and Zimbabwe (TRAFFIC and
IUCN/SSC, 2004).  Most significant among
those recommendations was the imposition of
a CITES export quota for exports of hippo
teeth from Tanzania, which as seen above was
by far the largest source of supply for the
world hippo ivory market between 1995 and
2002.  Consequently, CITES established an

export quota for Tanzania beginning in 2001 of
10 598 kg of teeth per year, composed of the
teeth and hunting trophies of 1200 animals
(UNEP/WCMC, 2004b). 

Recent concerns have also been expressed
regarding population declines in Burundi and
in parts of the Democratic Republic of Congo
(TRAFFIC and IUCN/SSC, 2004).  However,
beyond concerns for declines in specific
populations, which may involve both hunting
for hippo ivory and other concerns in strife-
torn countries, TRAFFIC detected no
indications that trade levels during the period
1995 to 2002 had a significant impact on
overall hippo populations.  Both trade and
population levels deserve continued monitoring
and regulation.
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Based on the above information, TRAFFIC
drew several conclusions regarding the status
of the US trade in elephant and hippo ivory.

• The USA remains an active player in the
international ivory trade.  Between 1995
and 2002, the USA legally imported more
than 5400 shipments of worked ivory in
various forms, involving more than 
32 500 ivory items in the form of
carvings, worked tusks, jewelry, piano
keys, and other items.   During the same
period, the USA exported 1055 shipments
of elephant ivory involving some 8600
carvings as well as smaller amounts of
items in the form of tusks, jewelry, and
piano keys.

• This trade is dominated by a fairly
limited number of primary importers and
exporters, and involves both commercial
and non-commercial activity.  Europe—
the UK in particular—is the principal
source of worked elephant ivory entering
the USA legally.  The UK and other
European nations are also the primary
destination for ivory exports from the
USA.  The USA engages in far more
limited legal ivory trade with nations in
Asia, Africa, and other regions around
the world.  

• The USA also continues to import raw or
unprocessed ivory in the form of sport-
hunted African elephant tusks.  Between
1995 and 2002, the USA reported 1328
such trophy imports.  However, the exact
number of tusks actually imported could
not be determined, because USFWS
import data did not specify whether each
such trophy import represented elephant
tusks, and if so whether the shipment
included one tusk or two.  If each trophy
shipment included two tusks, these
imports would represent as many as 2656
raw tusks entering the USA during the
eight year period analyzed.

• The full extent of the US domestic ivory
market remains difficult to quantify.
Because the US federal government has
only limited authority to regulate or
prohibit intrastate trade, and individual
US states have not assessed or quantified

ivory markets in their jurisdictions, there
is no reliable information about how
much ivory is actually being traded in US
markets.  TRAFFIC’s research indicated
that the domestic trade appears to be
diffuse, with ivory products available at
the retail level from shops and galleries,
auction houses, estate sales, and other
outlets.  Elephant ivory in various forms
is also readily accessible over the Internet
through eBay and specialty sites.   

• In addition to the sale of worked
elephant ivory in the form of antique
carvings and other objects, TRAFFIC
found evidence of a limited domestic
carving industry for raw ivory.  Items in
the trade include ivory components for
pool cues, knife and gun grips, and other
commercially available items.  As with
the antique trade, the full scope of the
domestic trade in raw ivory among
hobbyists and those buying and selling
the commodity for commercial purposes
is not known.  Further investigation will
be required to determine the extent and
possible significance of this aspect of the
US market.

• Along with legal trade, there is ample
evidence of continuing illegal trade in
ivory into the USA for both commercial
and non-commercial purposes.  USFWS
and other agencies that monitor wildlife
trade at the nation’s borders recorded the
seizure of more than 1400 ivory
shipments between 1995 and 2002 from
some 80 different nations.  Many of these
seizures were individual ivory pieces
taken from individuals, and likely
represented curios or souvenirs being
brought into the USA by tourists or other
US citizens for non-commercial
purposes.  Other seized ivory came from
commercial shipments between antique
dealers, auction houses, and others
involved primarily in the ongoing trans-
Atlantic ivory trade.  In addition, in
recent years there have been cases
involving the smuggling of commercial
volumes of ivory concealed in various
ways into the USA.
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• TRAFFIC also found a disturbing pattern
of Internet trade in apparently illegal
worked ivory in the form of carvings,
jewelry, and other items entering the USA
from China.  The ready availability of
such ivory to US customers represents a
potentially significant gap in efforts to
monitor and regulate the ivory trade.

• The contemporary US trade in hippo
ivory is larger by volume than is the
current trade in elephant ivory.  Imports
of this commodity in the form of items
recorded as ivory carvings, tusks, and
teeth enter the USA primarily through
Hong Kong, with a secondary pipeline of
hippo ivory imports directly from African
range states.

• The primary source countries for hippo
ivory entering the USA were Tanzania,
South Africa, Zambia, and Zimbabwe.
Although some imports came directly
from these nations and others in the form
of trophies, the majority of the trade
represented commercial shipments of
likely pre-worked ivory.

• As with the trade in elephant ivory, the
trade in hippo ivory is dominated by a
limited number of export and import
companies.  However, unlike elephant
ivory, hippo ivory tends to be imported into
the USA in bulk shipments of sometimes
hundreds of pieces.  The ivory is then
distributed and sold within the USA
through both retail and Internet outlets.  

• The trade in hippo ivory also differs from
that of elephant ivory in that raw ivory in
the form of tusks and teeth can be legally
imported and sold.  Although USFWS
import records do not specify what
percentage of hippo ivory is imported into
the USA in raw form, TRAFFIC found
companies importing hippo tusks and then
selling them domestically to customers
interested in converting the ivory into
figurines, knife and gun grips, and other
items.

• TRAFFIC found that carved hippo ivory
serves a market niche similar in form and
price to the carved elephant ivory being
imported into the USA from China.  This
hippo ivory, which is carved primarily in

Hong Kong, is available from both US
and foreign sources.

• Along with legal trade, TRAFFIC found a
degree of illegal trade in hippo ivory
entering the USA.  As with elephant
ivory, this trade involved both small
amounts of ivory seized from individuals
at US points of entry, and bulk
commercial shipments occasionally
confiscated by authorities.  However,
TRAFFIC did not find evidence of
commercial smuggling of hippo ivory
similar to that seen in recent years
involving elephant ivory.

Based upon these conclusions, TRAFFIC
makes the following recommendations:

• USFWS, in cooperation with state
wildlife authorities, should undertake an
initiative to determine the nature and
scope of the US domestic ivory carving
industry.  Although TRAFFIC found no
evidence of a significant domestic carving
industry, the scattered examples
discovered in the research for this report
indicate that there continue to be
companies and individuals carving raw
ivory for commercial purposes within the
USA.  This raises obvious questions about
the source of the tusks, the volume of the
trade, and whether the activity is being
carried out in compliance with relevant
federal and state laws and regulations.
Even if this aspect of the US ivory market
is very limited as is likely, understanding
its extent and dynamics would assist not
only in efforts to monitor and regulate the
US trade in raw ivory, but would also
enhance US compliance with the
provisions of CITES Resolution Conf.
10.10 (Rev. CoP12).

• Funding for the USFWS wildlife
inspection program and related activities
by US Customs and Border Protection
needs to increase.  USFWS has noted that
the USA’s focus on monitoring and
policing the ivory trade concentrates on
federal efforts at the border.  Furthermore,
to the extent that continuing illegal trade
in ivory is driven by tourists who are
knowingly or unknowingly breaking the
law by trying to import elephant ivory
souvenirs or curios into the USA, the
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most effective line of defense remains
border inspections.  Although the USA
has perhaps the most effective law
enforcement system in place today to
handle this problem, the fact that in recent
years USFWS has not had a full
complement of trained wildlife inspectors
may be undercutting this vital element of
the US response to illegal ivory trade.  

• Enhanced funding is also needed to expand
special operations and undercover
investigations to identify and eliminate
markets for illegal ivory within the USA
and abroad.  Although infrequent, the
continuing phenomenon of cases of ivory
being smuggled into the USA in
commercial quantities suggests the
continuing presence of an underground
market.   The presence of operations in
nations such as China sending a steady
stream of elephant ivory into the USA via
Internet sales would also suggest the need
to enhance cooperative international
investigations to address the illegal trade in
source nations as well as within the USA.  

• At the same time, USFWS,
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs),
and others should work with companies
such as eBay to better police the sale of
elephant ivory across international
boundaries via the Internet.  Eliminating
the ready access to Internet “stores” such
as those doing business from China would
help to enhance overall US enforcement
of its CITES obligations.  If effective
means cannot be found to ensure that
such trade is carried out in compliance
with CITES and domestic US wildlife
laws, major sites such as eBay should
consider prohibiting international ivory
sales through their services.  

• Public agencies such as USFWS should
increase efforts to heighten awareness
among consumers (tourists, etc.) and
potential vendors (Internet sites, antique
dealers, auction houses, retail operators,
etc.) within the USA and abroad about
what is legal and illegal with regard to
trade in ivory.  NGOs can assist these
efforts by disseminating information
through membership and public
information bulletins or other media,

publishing accurate and impartial updates
on ivory trade issues, and conducting
education and public awareness programs
to inform the public about the ongoing
problem of illegal ivory trade.

• To help accomplish this, the USA should
consider the feasibility and efficacy of
increasing the penalties for those caught
bringing illegal ivory or other illicit
wildlife products into the country, and
then placing those funds into a dedicated
account to enhance public awareness
regarding illegal wildlife trade.  Under
such a scenario, those caught illegally
importing wildlife or wildlife products
would not only face substantially
increased monetary penalties for each
item seized as a deterrent, but the
proceeds from those violations would go
directly to financing programs to better
educate US tourists and others about the
illegal wildlife trade.  USFWS and others
should study whether such an approach
might generate sufficient resources to
have a tangible effect on public education
and enforcement efforts.

• The USA should consult with nations
identified as major sources of ivory
entering the country about ways to better
coordinate and standardize rules regarding
ongoing legal trade in ivory.  For
example, while the USA considers
“antique” ivory to be ivory that is at least
100 years old, the European Union (EU)
sets the standard for antique ivory at 50
years.  Such differing definitions and
rules have created potential confusion and
conflict regarding what ivory is allowed
in the marketplace.  To the extent that
legal international trade in elephant ivory
is to be allowed to continue, the
international community should work to
create a single set of standards.

• Finally, USFWS should improve the way
that it records imports and exports of both
elephant and hippo ivory into and out of
the USA.  Specifically, LEMIS data
available for this report did not enable
TRAFFIC to determine the precise
number of elephant tusks entering the
country annually as trophies, which is an
important measure because such trophies
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represent the only raw elephant ivory
entering the USA legally at present.
Some elephant trophy shipments were
reported as a single unit, while other
records showed a single shipment of
multiple “trophies.” USFWS should
change the way it records such shipments
to specify the number of raw or
unprocessed elephant tusks being
imported.  USFWS should make the same
distinction regarding the number of hippo

teeth being imported in trophy shipments.
Also regarding the hippo ivory trade,
TRAFFIC could not always distinguish
whether imports of “teeth” represented
raw or worked ivory, making it impossible
to calculate the amount of raw hippo
ivory entering the USA on an annual
basis.  USFWS should clarify its method
of recording hippo tooth imports to
clearly distinguish between raw and
worked ivory.

52 TACKLING THE IVORIES: The Status of the US Trade in Elephant and Hippo Ivory



CITES (1999).  Trade in Wild-caught Animal Specimens: A Review of Selected Animal Species.
Draft Report to CITES Animals Committee prepared by WCMC, IUCN/SSC and TRAFFIC
International.  AC15.14.4.

CITES (2003a).  How CITES works?  http://www.cites.org.

CITES (2003b).  The CITES species. http://www.cites.org.

CITES (2004a).  What is CITES?  http://www.cites.org.

CITES (2004b). CITES Resolution Conf. 10.10.  Trade in elephant specimens.
http://www.cites.org/eng/resols/10/10_10.shtml.

CITES (2004c).  CITES Decisions 12.36–12.39.  Elephants—control of internal ivory trade.
http://www.cites.org/eng/decis/valid12/12-36_39.shtml.

CITES (2004d).  Control of internal ivory trade.  Report prepared for the Fiftieth meeting of the
Standing Committee, Geneva, Switzerland. SC50 Doc. 21.1 (Rev. 1).  

Courouble, M. Hurst, F., and Milliken, T. (2003).  More Ivory than Elephants: Domestic Ivory
Markets in Three West African Countries.  Traffic International, Cambridge, UK.

EBay (September 2004).  EBay policy on ivory.  http://www.eBay.com.

Eltringham, K. S.  (1993).  The common hippopotamus (Hippopotamus amphibius).  In: Olivier, W.
L. R., Status Survey and Conservation Action Plan Pigs, Peccaries and Hippos.  IUCN/SSC
Pigs and Peccaries Specialist Group/Hippo Specialist Group.  IUCN, Gland, Switzerland.

Hoover, C. and Tarr, T.  (1997).  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Division of Law Enforcement: A
review of the program primarily responsible for enforcing CITES.  TRAFFIC USA and
World Wildlife Fund, Washington, D.C.  34 pp.

HSUS  (2002).  An Investigation of Ivory Markets in the United States.  The Humane Society of the
United States, Washington, D.C.  20 pp.

Hunter, N., Martin, E., and Milliken, T.  (2004).  Determining the number of elephants required to
supply current unregulated ivory markets in Africa and Asia.  Pachyderm 26 (January–June
2004): 116–128.

IFAW  (2004).  Elephants on the High Street: An Investigation into Ivory Trade in the UK.
International Fund for Animal Welfare, London, U.K.  41 pp.

Martin, E. B. and Stiles, D. (2000).  The Ivory Markets of Africa.  Save the Elephants, Nairobi and
London.

Milliken, T., Burn, R. W., and Sangalakula, L.  (2002).  Illegal trade in ivory and other elephant
specimens: Summary report on the Elephant Trade Information System (ETIS).  Report
prepared for the Twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties, Santiago, Chile,
November 2002.  CoP12 Doc. 34.1.  

Milliken, T., Burn, R. W., Underwood, F. M., and Sangalakula, L.  (2004).  The Elephant Trade
Information System (ETIS) and the illicit trade in ivory: A report to the 13th Meeting of the
Parties to CITES.  TRAFFIC East/Southern Africa, August 2004.  COP 13 Doc. 29.2.

O’Connell-Rodwell, C. and Parry-Jones, R.  (2002).  An Assessment of China’s Management of
Trade in Elephants and Elephant Products.  TRAFFIC International, Cambridge, U.K.

Stiles, D. and Martin, E. B. (2001).  Status and trends of the ivory trade in Africa, 1989–1999.
Pachyderm 30: 24–36.

Stiles, D. and Martin, E. B.  (2003).  The trade in African and Asian ivory in East Asia.  Pachyderm
35 (July–December 2003): 82–99.

TACKLING THE IVORIES: The Status of the US Trade in Elephant and Hippo Ivory   53

REFERENCES



TRAFFIC and IUCN/SSC (1994).  Analyses of Proposals to Amend the Appendices.  Submitted to
the Ninth Meeting of the Conference of the Parties, Fort Lauderdale, Florida, 7–18
November, pp. 88–92.

TRAFFIC and IUCN/SSC (2004).  Taxa Identified as Possible Candidates for Inclusion in the
Review of Significant Trade in Specimens of Appendix-II Species.  Paper prepared by
TRAFFIC and the IUCN/SSC Wildlife Trade Programme for the Twentieth Meeting of the
CITES Animals Committee, Johannesburg, South Africa, 29 March–2 April 2004.  AC 20,
Doc. Inf. 12.

UNEP/WCMC (2004a).  Loxodonta africana.  CITES-listed species database.   http://www.sea.unep-
wcmc.org/isdb/CITES/Taxonomy.

UNEP/WCMC (2004b).  Hippopotamus amphibius.  UNEP-WCMC Species Database.
http://www.sea.unep-wcmc.org/isdb/Taxonomy.

USFWS (1989).  Moratorium on importation of raw and worked ivory from all ivory producing and
intermediary nations.  Federal Register, Vol. 54, No. 110.  Friday, June 9, 1989, pp.
24758–24761.

USFWS (1999).  African Elephant ivory fact sheet.  US Fish and Wildlife Service Division of
Management Authority, Arlington, VA, November.

USFWS (2001).  Ivory Coast citizen convicted in New York federal court.  USFWS Press Release,
August 1.

USFWS (2002).  ESA basics fact sheet.  US Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered Species Program,
Arlington, VA, October.

USFWS (2003a).  Importing your leopard or African Elephant trophy fact sheet.  US Fish and
Wildlife Service Division of Management Authority, Arlington, VA, Summer.

USFWS (2003b).  Asian Elephant ivory fact sheet.  US Fish and Wildlife Service Division of
Management Authority, Arlington, VA, Summer.

USFWS.  (2003c).  FY 2004 law enforcement budget request.  US Fish and Wildlife Service,
Washington, D.C.

USFWS.  (2004a).  Wildlife ports of entry and exit.
http://www.le.fws.gov/Info_Importers_Exporters.htm. 

USFWS.  (2004b).  West African art dealer indicted on ivory smuggling charges.  USFWS Press
Release, March 3.

54 TACKLING THE IVORIES: The Status of the US Trade in Elephant and Hippo Ivory



TRAFFIC, the wildlife trade 
monitoring network, works to
ensure that trade in wild plants and
animals is not a threat to the
conservation of nature. It has
offices covering most parts of the
world and works in close co-
operation with the Secretariat of the
Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna
and Flora (CITES).

For further information contact:

The Director
TRAFFIC North America

c/o World Wildlife Fund-US
1250 24th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037
Telephone: 202-293-4800

Fax: 202-775-8287
Email: tna@wwfus.org

Web Site: www.traffic.org


