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systemonthebus’sleftside,andthe
portion onits right side,each:

(a) Includesat leastonemirror of unit
magnificationwith not lessthan322.60
squarecentimeters(50 squareinches)of
reflectivesurface;and

(b) Includesoneormoremirrors
which togetherprovide,at thedriver’s
eye location,aview of:

(1)For themirror systemonthe right
sideof thebus,theentiretop surfaceof
cylinderN in Figure 2, and thatareaof
thegroundwhichextendsrearward
from cylinder N to apoint not lessthan
60,93meters(200 feet) from the mirror
surface.

(2) For themirror systemon theleft
sideof thebus,theentiretop surfaceof
cylinderM in Figure2, andthatareaof
thegroundwhichextendsrearward
from cylinderM to apoint not lessthan
60.93meters(200 feet) from themirror
surface.
* * * * *

Issuedon July 5, 1994.
Barry Feirice,
AssociateAdministratorfor Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 94—16614Filed 7—8—94; 8:45 arnj
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AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Noticeof petition findings.

SUMMARY: TheU.S. FishandWildlife
Service(Service)announces90-dayand
12-monthfindings for a petition to
amendthe List of Endangeredand
ThreatenedWildlife andPlants.The
Servicefinds thatthepetitionershave
presentedsubstantialinformation
indicating reclassificationof spikedace
andbachminnow from threatenedto
endangeredmaybe warranted.The
Servicehaspreviouslyfoundthat
reclassificationof spikedaceand bach
minnow is warranted,but is precluded
by work on otherpendinglisting actions
of higherpriority on whichexpeditious
progressis beingmade.
DATES: The findingsannouncedin this
documentweremadeonJune30, 1994.
Commentsandmaterialsmaybe
submitteduntil further notice.

ADDRESSEL Information,comments,or
questionsconcerningthepetitioned
actionsmaybesubmittedto theState
Supervisor,ArizonaEcologicalServices
StateOffice, U.S. FishandWildlife
Service,3616WestThomasRoad,Suite
6, Phoenix,Arizona85109.The
petitions, findings,supporting
information,andcommentswill be
availablefor publicinspection,by
appointment,duringnormalbusiness
hoursat theaboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATiON CONTACT:
Sally Stefferudat theaboveaddress
(Telephone6021379—4720).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
Section4(b)(3)(A)of theEndangered

SpeciesAct of 1973,as amended(Act)
(16 U.S.C.1531 et seq.),requiresthe
Serviceto makeafinding on whethera
petition to list, delist, orreclassifya
speciespresentssubstantialscientificor
commercialinformationto indicatethat
thepetitionedactionmaybewarranted.
To themaximumextentpracticable,this
finding is to bemadewithin 90 daysof
receiptof thepetition,andnoticeofthe
finding is to bepublishedpromptly in
theFederalRegister.If the finding is
positive,theServiceis alsorequiredto
promptly commenceastatusreviewof
thespeciesinvolved. Section4(b)(3)(B)
requiresthattheServicemakeafurther
finding asto whetheror not apetition
presentingsubstantialinformation in
supportof listing, delisting,or
reclassificationof aspeciesis (i)
warranted,(ii) not warranted,or (iii)
warrantedbut precludedby work on
otherpendinglisting actionsof higher
priority on whichexpeditiousprogress
is beingmade.This finding is to be
madewithin 12 monthsof receiptof the
petition. Dependinguponthe
conclusionof thefinding, theService
mustpromptlypublish in theFederal
Registereitheranoticeof thefinding or
a proposalon thepetitionedaction.

On September22, 1993,the
Departmentof theInterior receiveda
petition, datedSeptember17, 1993,
from DavidHogan,Silver City, New
Mexico;PeterGalvin, Silver City, New
Mexico; theGreaterGila Biodiversity
Project,SilverCity, New Mexico; the
SouthwestCenterfor Biological
Diversity,Phoenix,Arizona;and the
Biodiversity LegalFoundation,Boulder,
Colorado.The petitionersrequestedthe
Serviceto reclassifythespikedace
(Medafulgida) andbachminnow
(Tiaroga cobitis), from threatenedto
endangered.OnNovember10, 1993, the
Serviceinformedthepetitionersthat
their correspondencehadbeenaccepted
asavalid petition.

These90-dayand12-monthfindings
arebasedon publishedand
unpublishedbiological andcommercial
information,inter- andintra-agency
communications,andcommunications
with experts.All informationusedin
thesefindings is on file in theService’s
ArizonaEcologicalServicesStateOffice
in Phoenix.

Spikedaceandloathminnow aretwo
smallminnowswhich inhabit isolated
stretchesof streamin theupperreaches
of theGila Riverbasinin Arizonaand
NewMexico (Minckley 1973,Propstet
a]. 1986,Propsteta). 1988,Propstand
Bestgen1991,Rinne1991).Their
historic rangeincludedmostof theGila
Riverbasin;however,both specieshave
undergonedramaticdeclinessincethe
late 1800’s.Thesedeclinesweredueto
waterdevelopmentssuchas
impoundment,diversion,
channelization,andgroundwater
pumping;to watersheddegradationand
erosioncausedby activitiesstich as
livestockgrazing,timberharvest,road
building, andrecreation;andto effects
ofthe introductionandspreadof
nonnativefish species.Bothspecieslive
in relativelyfastflowingwaterin
perennialstreamstretches.

Spikedacearepresentlyknownonly
from isolatedstretchesof theGila River,
GrantandCatronCounties,New
Mexico;AravaipaCreek,Grahamand
PinalCounties,Arizona;EagleCreek,
GreenleeCounty,Arizona;andthe
VerdeRiver, YavapaiCounty,Arizona.
Loachminnowarepresentlyknown
only from isolatedstretchesof theGila
River, Grant andCatronCounties,New
Mexico;AravaipaCreek,Grahamand
PinalCounties,Arizona;theEastFork
andmainstemWhiteRivers,Navajoand
Gila Counties,Arizona;theSan
FranciscoandTularosaRiversandDry
Blue Creek,CatronCounty,New
Mexico;and theBlue andSanFrancisco
RiversandCampbellBlue Creek,
GreenleeCounty,Arizona.

Thespikedacewaslistedasa
threatenedspecieson July 1, 1986,and
thebachminnowwaslistedasa
threatenedspecieson October28, 1986.
Critical habitatwasdesignatedfor both
specieson March 8, 1994.A threatened
speciesis definedby theAct asa
species“which is likely to becomean
endangeredspecieswithin the
foreseeablefuturethroughoutall ora
significantportion of its range.”An
endangeredspeciesis definedby the
Actasone“which is in dangerof
extinction throughoutall ora significant
portion of its range.”

In 1991,thestatusof spikedaceand
bachminnowwerereviewedaspart of
the5-yearreviewof thestatusof listed
speciesasrequiredby section4(c)(2)of
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theAct. Thatreviewshowedthatthe
statusof the two specieshadbecome
moreprecariousoverthepreviousfive
yearsdueto substantialincreasesin
threats.Asaresult,theServicefound
thatboth speciesmet therequirements
for endangeredstatus.TheDesertFishes
RecoveryTeamandtheArizonaGame
andFishDepartmenthave
recommendedreclassificationto
endangeredfor bothspecies.

At thesametime thatthreatstO the-
speciesareincreasing,newgenetic
informationsuggestsaneedto preserve
eachof thefragmentedpopulationsof
spikedaceandbachminnow in orderto
maintainasmuchgeneticdiversity in
thespeciesaspossible(Tibbets1992).
Fourof the five remainingbach
minnowpopulationshavebeen
subjectedto geneticanalysesandeach
appearsto be distinctive.Genetic
analyseson thefour remaining
spikedacepopulationsindicatethat
eachof the four populationsis quite
different, with theVerdeRiver
populationbeingmostdistinct.

PetitionFindings

After reviewingthepetitionandall
other pertinentinformation,theService
finds thatthepetitionpresents
substantialinformationto indicatethat
reclassificationto endangeredmaybe
warrantedfor spikedaceand loath
minnow. A positive 90-dayfinding
generallyrequiresthat astatusreview
beconductedon thepetitionedspecies.
However,asprevinuslymentioned,a
statusreviewwasconductedin 1991.
resultingin afinding that endangered
statusis appropriate,butthathigher-
priority listing actionsprecludedthe
rulemakingprocessto reclassifythe
species.

Benefitsto thespikedaceandbach
minnowfrom reclassificationto
endangeredstatuswould include
recognitionof themoreprecarious
statusof thespeciesandincreased
penaltiesfor conductingactivities
prohibitedundersection9 of theAct.
However, thesebenefitswould be
incrementalto theprotectionunderthe
Act alreadyappliedto thesethreatened
species.This incrementalprotective
increaseis of lesserpriority than
providingprotectionto specieswith no
current legalprotectionunderthe Act.

After reviewingall availablescientific
andcommercialinformation onthe
spikedaceandbachminnow andtheir
statusandafterconsiderationof other

- listing actionsandtheir prioriti.es,the
Servicefinds thatthereclassificationof
spikedaceandbachminnowto
endangeredis warranted,but is
precludedby work on pendinglisting

actionsof higherpriority on which

expeditiousprogressis beingmade.
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Author

The primaryauthorofthis document
is Sally Stefferudof theArizona
EcologicalServicesStateOffice,
Phoenix(seeADDRESSESsection).

Authority:Theauthorityfor thisactionis
16 U.S.C.1531—1544.

Dated:June30, 1994.
Mollie H. Beattie,
Director, U.S.FishandWildlife Semce.
[FR Doc. 94—16642Filed 7—8—94; 8:45 am]
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50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; 90-Day Finding and
Commencement of a Status Review for
a Petition To List the Plant Lathyrus
Grimesil (Grimes Vetchling)

AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of petition finding and
statusreview.

SUMMARY: The U.S. FishandWildlife
Service(Service)announcesa90-day
finding on apetition to list theplant
Lathyrusgrimesil (Grimesvetchling)

DATES: The finding announcedin this
noticewasmadeon June27, 1994.
Commentsandinformationconcerning
this finding mustbesubmittedby
August 10, 1994to be consideredin the
12-monthfinding for this petition.

ADDRESSES: Data,information,
comments,or questionsconcerningthis
finding shouldbesentto theField
Supervisor,NevadaFieldOffice, U.S.
FishandWildlife Service,4600Kietzke
Lane, Building C, Room 125,Reno,
Nevada89502.Thepetition, finding,
andsupportingdataareavailablefor
public inspection,by appointment,
during normalbusinesshoursat the
aboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
JanetJ.Bair, Botanist,at the’above
NevadaField Office address(702/784—
5227).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Section4(b)(3)(A) of theAct (16
U.S.C. 1531et seq.),requiresthatthe
Servicemakeafinding onwhethera
petition~to1ist~delist,or reclassifya
speciesp~eseht~substantialscientificor
commercialinformationindicating that
the requestedactionmay bewarranted.
To themaximumextentpracticable,this
finding is to bemadewithin 90 daysof
thereceiptof thepetition,andthe
finding is to bepublishedpromptly in
theFederalRegister.This finding is
basedon information containedin the
petition andotherwiseavailableto the
Serviceat thetime the finding is made.
If thefinding is thatsubstantial
information waspresented,theService
alsois requiredto promptly commence
areviewof thestatusof thespecies
involved, if onehasnotalreadybeen
initiatedundertheService’sinternal
candidateassessmentprocess.

OnMay 19, 1993,theServicereceived
apetition datedMay 10, 1993,from Ms.
Mary PatMatheson,Directorof the
University of Utah’s RedButteGarden
andArboretum,to list Lathyrusgrimesii
asan endangeredspeciesusingthe
emergencyprovisionsof theAct. The
RedButteArboretumis aParticipating
Institution of theMissouri Botanic
Garden’sCenterfor Plant Conservation,
anetworkof 20 botanicalgardensand
arboretadedicatedto theconservation
of rareandendangeredplants in the
United States.

underthö EndangeredSpeciesAct of
1973,asamended(Act). Thepetition
wasfoundto presentsubstantial
informationindicating therequested
actionmaybewarranted.TheService
requestsinformationregardingthe
statusof th.isspecies.


