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A colony of White-bellied Swiftlets in the reservolr
overflow tunnel is the fargest i the Kuala Lumpur
drea, a conservative estimate puts their numbers bet-
ween 10000 and 20000, This colony has been the
subject of various research studies over the past two
decades. A record of the Hoopoe is one ol the maost
southerly in the peninsula. No less than six out of
Malaysia’s nine Hornbills can be found at Ampang.
This impressive list continues — amongst the remain-
der are 1 3 Woodpecker. 4 Broadbill, 18 Bulbul, 17 Bab-
bler and 14 Flycatcher species. Two years ago a
Masked Fintfoot appeared there, one of the more my-
sterious birds of the peninsula.

BUTTERFLIES

In preparing this article, one of the biggest surprises
for me was the list of butterflies found at Ampang
by W.A. Fleming. No less than 350 species are there,
equivalent to 35% of the total for the peninsula. Of
these 59 have been described as uncommon, 38 rare
and 23 are very rare insects of which only a few
specimens are known to exist. A recent survey in the
grounds of the Forest Research Institute, Kepong,
yeilded 147 species (Tho & Mahyudin, Malavan Narure
Journal 35 : 77 — 81). They attributed high species
diversity to habitat diversity. Over twice this number
are on record at Ampang. '

THE POTENTIAL OF THE AREA AS A
NATURE RESERVE

These notes on a few major groups are not the full ex-
tent of our knowledge of the Ampang forest. An in-
ventory of the major tree species has been made; the
reservoir was the subject of a limnological study; in-
vestigations of the figs and fig-wasps uncovered earth
figs there. Thus although a formal survey is lacking, a
wealth of knowledge about the site has been built up
over the years. From this data-base a picture emerges
of an arca of tropical lowland forest which, although
slightly disturbed. contains a wide variety of fauna
and flora representative of the region. including
several species listed as rare. very rare or endangered.
The remarkable thing is that this wealth of natural
history is only five miles from the centre of Kuala
Lumpur. Few capital cities in the world can offer a
good example of the country’s prime habitat right on
the doorstep. The Nairobi National Park is similarly
situated and is acclaimed throughout the world,
attracting many tourists due to its easy access. The
tropical rin forest is perhaps the most threatened of
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all the world’s habitats. Thus the Ampang Forest
Reserve 1s a unique site, only a few minutes by road
out of Kuala Lumpur. At the present time the Ampang
torest enjoys the protection afforded to a forest re-
serve and water catchment. However a portion has
already been excised and destroyed; great care must
be taken to ensure the remainder stays intact.

Along with the neighhouring Ulu Gombak Forest
Reserve, the opportunity exists to create a Nature
Reserve of vver 50 square miles, unique in the world
due to its proximity to the amenities of the capital.
If such a reserve could be created a significant slice of
Mataysia’s natural heritage would be effectively con-
served. It could serve as an educational area atfording
young people in schools and colleges the opportunity
to see the forest at first hand. With easy access to air-
port, railway station and hotels, a new stream of tour-
ists with special interest in wildlife could be attracted.
The importance of the site for botanical and zoologi-
cal interest has already been established, with the site
secured for posterity it could easily become one of
the best documented areas of tropical rain forest any-
where in the world.

The protection that Ampang currently receives
means that access to the public is restricted and is
possible only by writing to the Selangor Water Au-
thority. The MNS Selangor Branch organizes regular
excursions to the area and interested members are
advised to look out for those.
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ASIAN RHINOCEROSES:
DOWN BUT NOT OUT

There are probably between 15,000 and 20,000 living
rhinoceroses in this world. This is not very many
when you compare it with over 4 billion human be-
ings, or the same number of rats: and even less when
it is realised that there are five species making up the
number. The two species of Africa, the Black Rhino
(Diceros bicornis) and the White Rhino (Ceratothe-
rium simumy), account for nearly nine-tenths of the
total — although just because they are relatively
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numerous does not mean that thelr future is secure
leaving a mere 2.000 or so to be shared out among
the three species that live in Asia.

Two of the three Asian species are rather abke,
and are placed in the sume genus, Rhnoceros. They
have one horn on the nose: all other species ure two-
horned. They have a thick skin. sparsely haired i a
all, thrown into characteristic folds: two on the neck.,
one behind the shoulder. one over cach limb at the
base, one behind the toreleg and one in front of the
hindleg, one in the middle of the haunch, and one on
either side of the tail. They have glands in the tore-
feet. The skull is a characteristic saddie-shape. making
the dorsal outline deeply concave. The snout is wrink-
led and pliable. the upper lip long and prehensile.

The differences between the two species of the
genus are not great, but quite characteristic. The fold
behind the shoulder is different in shape: nearly
always, but according to Laurie (1978) a very few
Indian Rhino (Rhinoceros unicornis) have the shape
that otherwise defines the Javan Rhino (R. sondaicus).
The skin is studded with raised knobs in the Indian
Rhino, but with superficial cracks like a mosaic floor
in the Javan. There are differences in the skull and
teeth: the long, procumbent tusks in the lower jaw
point more forward in the Javan Rhino, and wear
against the upper incisors sharpens them: in the
Indian Rhino the tusks point more to the side, and

Indian Rhinoceros
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hecome blunt with wear.
The Swmatran Rhino (Dicerorinus sinalrensis) s
much smaller than the Indian and Javan: it has two
1
Ul

horns: the skin-folds are poorly developed, und only
‘

the one behind the forelegs is fully formed; rhe skin
is thinner. and sparsely but noiiceably covered with

bristly hair. There are no footgiands. The skull is
flatrer, and in general less specialised: the lower
ruske blunt with wear, like the Indian Rhino, but are
closer together at the base und do not have little
peg-like median incisors between them as do Indian
and Javan Rhinos. The upper lip is shorter, not pre-
hensile, and not as extensible. the snout being heavily
corniticd.

The Indian Rhinoceros in the time of the Mughal
Emperors was found from the Middle Indus valley
of Pakistan via Nepal to the Brahmaputra valley and
somewhat beyond. Its habitat was, and still is, swam-
py flood-plain grasslands. bordering on open forest.
In the western part of the range they were exter
minated by hunting and by habitat degradation:
today they are confined to a few patches in Nepal.
West Bengal, Assam and the Putao district of nor
thern Burma. In only two of these patches is it still
abundant: in the Chitawan National Park, Nepal,
and in the Kaziranga National Park. Assam. In Chin-
wan the numbers were drastically reduced by poach-
ing and by cattle grazing in the 1950s, but since then
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their habitat has been well protected and there are
upwards of 400 in the Park. In the Kasranga wicn
the numbers are thought to have been as low us o
dozen in the early yeurs of the century. but again
protection has hud o dramatic eficet and the Na-
tional Park now hus more than 800 rhinos. Both
Parks are probably overstocked. and there are moves
to reintroduce the species to pluces it formery in-
habited so relieving the pressures. This, of course,
is where politics intervenes: not only international -
imagine the bureaucratic problens in transterring
rhinos from India or Nepal to Pakistan!
between Indian states: tor Assam has a virtual mono-
poly on rhinos at the moment, and will not readily

- but also

relinquish such a wonderful tourist attraction to
another state such as Urtar Pradesh. ’
The Javan Rhinoceros until recently rated as a
kind of “international basket case’” among endan-
gered species. It was formerly abundant in West
Java, and at least patchily in Sumatra. Peninsular
Malaysia, southern Thailand and the Tenasserim
district of Burma; there was a hiatus in the distribu-
tion, and Javan Rhinos occurred agiin in Vietnam
and Laos; and again in Bengal and the borders of
Bhutan. (Why this odd distribution will he discussed
below). The species was solidly hunted out from most
of this range; by about 1960, apart from occasional

reports trotin southern Thadand and from the hinter-
famd o Vietnam, 1owas vestricted 1o the Ujung Kulon
penimsula i West Javas Indonesia. This area, already
a reserve mothe Doich colonial times, was placed on
a sound Tooring with an etiicient conservator { Bp.
Widodo) and Swiss finance in 1966, and recently
hecame one  of  Indonesiy’s first National Parks,
According 1o annual censuses conducted by Professor
Rudolt” Schenkel. Dr Lotte Schenkeb-Hullizer, Bp.
Widodo and the staft of the reserve, the numbers
tave risen steeply under protection from 21--28
(minmmur and maximum limies) in 1967 1o 47-57
toduy. The numbers increased very slowly at first,
then at 177 per annum up to 1972 and more slowly
indeed the increase has almost stopped.
suggesting that the population may be at carrying

188

since then

capacity.

The Sumatran Rhinoceros is more numerous than
the Javan. and more widespread, but far less secure.
[ts tormer range extended from Sumatra via the
Maluy peninsula through Burma to Bengal and Assam,
it is unknown how fur into the Indochinese region it
extended. but records seem to suggest it lived in the
Annamite chain. while the Javan rhino was more
coastal in distribution (Rookmuaaker, 1980Y: finally,
it occurred throughout Borneo. Apparently it still
oceurs sporadicaliy over most of this range, but the

Mounted Javan Rhinoceros, British Museum {Natural Historyv) from Tenasserimn, Burma. This is the only fully-

horned female known.
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Mounred Sumatran Rhinoceros, British Museum from S. Nvarg, Perar. {er front horm is exirernely wortl

only populations known to be respectably large and

so viable are in the Leuser Reserve, Aceh, northern

Sumatra, and in the Endau-Rompin region of the

Pahang-Johore border region.

Species with wide distributions are generally
found to vary somewhat over their ranges: and so it
is with Asian Rhinos (and with African ones as well,
in fact). Rhinoceros unicornis is known to have been
larger in the Indus Valley than the still existing re-
presentatives of Nepal and Assam. Rhinoceros sondar-
cus has (or had) at least three weakly distinct sub-
species: one, now extinct. in the Sunderbans ol
Bengal, one in the Indochinese region, and one
the Java-Sumatra-Malaya-Thailand part of its range
(Groves, 1980; Guerin, 1980). The strongest geogra-
phic variation is seen in Dicerorhinus sumatrensis,
which has three highly distinct subspecies:

1) D.s.sumatrensis, the “nominate” subspecies. from
Malaya and Sumatra;

2) D.s.lasiotis, which has larger teeth and a broader
occipital part of the skull, and is tound in the
northern part of the range; it intergrades with the
nominate form in Tenasserim and Pegu: and

3) D.s.harrissoni, distinguished by its small size. con-
fined to Borneo. This is in fact the smallest of all
living rhinos.
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Size and Growth of Asian Rhinos

aboui how arge various rhino species
: wesely bandied about, but actual firm re-
cords are difttealt to find. In the old “sportsmen’s”

Statement:

[EER

s
davs. rhinos thas had fallen to the gun were measured
as they lay. but nethods of measurenent were often
suspect: i leg stretctied out is longer thun one under
compression. supporting a heavy body:and it is dit-
ficult to wer o straightdine fistarce bevveen withers
and sole, The most accurate measurements are those
teken from living animals: ba even these must be
selecied, as there s evidence rhat Founicornis at least
can be somewhat stunted in cuptivity. The data given
ir the table helow show thir the Indicn Rhinoceros

18 strongly sexually dimorpaie, the males niach larger
than the females; the Javan Rhinocsros is sexually
dimorphic, but the femuales - which are not much
smailer than Indian Rhino temales — are much larger
than the male Sumatran Rhino is
as much as in the

che males: and

sowale, but not
[ndian Rhine. (1v should be specified that all the
data for Doswirnacrensis refer to the two larger races:

larger than the =

there are no body measurements available for the
small Dos. harrissoni. )

These findings are not entirely expected. Hooger-
female Tavan

wert (1970) was convinced that the






