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FederalCornmunicationsCommiss
Michael C. Kuger,
Chief,AllocationsBranch,PolicyandRules
Division,MassMediaBureau.
[FR Doe. 93—16980Filed 7—1&—93; 8:45 arnj

•~l~UNGCODE S712-C1--~

47 CFR Part 90

~PRDocket No. 93-61; DA 93—812)

Regulations for Automatic Vehicle
Monitoring Systems

AGENCY: FederalCommunications
Commission.
ACTiON: ProposedRule; extens;c.nof
time.

SUMMARY: On April 9, 1993,the
CommissionreleasedaNotice of
ProposedRule Making, FGC93—141,
concerningregulationsfor autornatic
vehiclemonitoringsystems.

In orderto provideadequatetime for
commentersto submitreply comments.
this Orderextendsthedeadlinesfor
reply comments. -

DATES: Reply commentsmusthefiled
on orbeforeJuly 29, 1993.
ADDRESSES: FederalCommunications
Commission,1919M St., NW..
Washington.DC20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
SteveSharkey,PrivateRadioBureau,
(202) 634—2443.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATiON:
OrderExtendingReply Commeni
Period

Adopted:July 6, 1993.
Released:July 7, 1993.
By theChief, LandMobile ar~d

MicrowaveDivision:
1, Oti March 11, 1993, the

Commi~isionadopteda Noticeof
Propo~odRule Makingin theabove-
captionedproceeding.aThe specified
deadlinesfor commentsandreply
commentswereJune29, 1993and July
14, 1993.respectively.OnJune28,
1993. the Part 15 Coalitionreq~ested
thatwe extendthedatefor filing reply
commentsto August 15, 1993. In
supportoftheir request,the Part15
Coalition indicatesthat the 15 daysnow
providedfor filing reply commentsfrom
thedatecommentsaredue is
inadequateto acquirethe original
comments,preparea responseand
coordinateareply with all of the part
15 Coalitionmembers.

2. In additionto the arguments
presentedby the part 15 Coalition,we

‘Notice ofProposedRule Making.PR Ducke(No.
93—61,58FR 21276,April 20. 1993.8FCCRed
2502 (1993).

note thatwe received85 commentsin
responseto theNoticeapproxir.ate)v30
of which aresubstantialcomments
involving technicalissuesrequiring
time consumingevaluation.We
thereforeagreethat the public interest
would beservedby providing interested
partieswith someadditionaltime to
performtechnicalanalysesand.where
possible,developan industry
consensus.In ourview, however,a
thirty (30) dayextensionon thereply
commentdateis excessive,andwould
causeanunacceptabledelayin our
regulatoryprocesses.

3. Accordingly, it is ordered.puisuant
to Section0.331 ofThe Commission~s
Fules,47 CFR 0.331,the Motion for
Extensionof Timefiled by ther,art 15
Coalition is GRANTEDto the extent
indicatedhereinandotherwisedarned.
andthatthedeadlinefor filing reply
commentsin responseto thesubject
Noticeof ProposedRuleMakingis
extendedto July 29, 1993.
FederalCommunicationsCommtss~on.

EdwardK. Jacobs,
DeputyChief,LandMobileandMicrowuve
Division.PrivateRadi’~9~eau.
[FR Doe 93—1�040FdaCI —16—93, 1c45arni
Bn.u~iGCODE 1712—O1—&t

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; 90-Day Finding for a
Petition to List Four California
Butterflies as Endangered and
Continuation of Status Reviews

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service.
Interior.
ACTiON: Noticeof petition findings.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish andWildlife
Service(Service)announcesa go-day
finding on apendingpetition to add
fourbutterflies to the List of Endangered
andThreatenedWildlife. A petition to
list four specieshas beenreceivedby
the Service.The petitionwasfoundto
presentsubstantial information for one
of thefourbutterflyspecies(Laguna
Mountainsskipper)Indicating thatthe
requestedactionmaybe warranted. The
petition did not provide supporting
informationon threespeciesof
butterflies: Hermescopperbutterfly,
Thorne’shairstreak butterfly, and
Harbison’sdunskipper.However,the
Servicehas found that substantial
informationexist~tosupporta decision
that listing maybewarrantedfor these
threespeciesbasedon available

ir.formatiori. Therefore,through
issuanceof this document,theService
is continuia~alorrnal reviewof the
statusof all four species.
DATES: The finding announcedin this
documentwasmadeon July 12, 1093.
Commentsandmaterialsrelatedto this
petition finding maybesubmittedto the
Field Supervisorattheaddressbelow
until furthernotice.
ADDRESSES:Data,information,
comments,or questionsconcerningthe
statusof thepetitionedspecies
describedbelowshouldbe submittedto
theField Supervisor.CarlsbadField
Office, U.S. Fish andWildlife Service.
2730Lok~rAvenueWest,Carlsbad,
California 92008.The petition, finding.
supportingdata,andcommentsare
availablefor public inspection,by
appointment,during normalbusiness
hoursat the aboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy Gilbert,CarlsbadField Office, at

theaboveaddreos(619/431—9440).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Section4(b)13)(A) of theEndangered
SpeciesAct of 1973, asamended(16
U.S.C.1533)(Act), requiresthatthe
Servicemakeafinding on whethera
petitionto list, delist,orreclassifya
speciespresentssubstantialscientificor
commercialinformationindicatingthat
thepetitionedactionmay be warranted.
To themaximumextentpracticable,this
findingis to be madewithin 90 days of
thereceiptof thepetition, andthe
finding is to be publishedpromptly in
theFederal Register. If the Servicefinds
that apetition presentssubstantial
informationindicating thata requested
actionmaybewarranted,thenthe
Serviceinitiatesa statusreview on that
species.A statusreview may alsobe
independently initiated by theService
(16 U.S.C. section 1533(b)(3)(A)).

OnJune 4, 1991.the Servicereceived
apetition datedMay 27, 1991,from
David Hogan ofthe SanDiego
Biodi~ersitvProjectto list the Laguna
Mountains skipper (Pyrgusruralis
logonae), Hermescopper butterfly
(Lycaenahermes), Harbison’sdun
skipper(Euphyesvestris harbi.conI), and
Thameshairstreakbutterfly (Mitoura
ihornei) asendangeredspecies.Mr.
Hogan’spetition to list four butterfly
speciespresentedsubstantial
informationindicating thatlisting may
be warrantedfor theLagunaMountains
skipper.This documentannouncesa
positive90-dayfinding for the Laguna
Mountains skipper(Pyrgusruralis
lagunoe).

Mr. Hogan’spetition failed to provide
supportingdatafor threeof thefour
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petitionedtaxa:Hermescopper
butterfly, Herbison’sdunskipper,and
Thorne’shairstreakbutterfly. The
petition statedthat additional
information on thesefourspecieswould
beforwardedto theService.No
additional informationwasreceived.
Thus,thepetition did not present
substantialinformation indicating that
thepetitionedactionfor theHermes
copperbutterfly, Harbison’sdun
skipper,andThomne’shairatreak
butterflymaybe warranted.The Service
announcesa negative90-dayfinding for
thepetitionto list thesethreetaxaas
endangered.However,the Service
currently considersthesethree
butterfliesto be category2 candidates
for listing (category2 candidatescre
taxafor which information now in
possessionby theServiceindicatesthat
proposingto list as endangeredor
threatenedis possiblyappropriate,but
for whichconclusivedateon biological
vulnerability andthreatarenot
currentlyavailableto supporta
proposedrule).

TheService,therefore,will continue
to conductstatusreviewson all four
butterflies.Section4(b)(3)(B) of the Act
requirestheServiceto makea finding
as to whetheror not thepetitioned
actionsarewarrantedwithin 1 yearof
thereceiptof apetition thatpresents
substantialinformation.

In his petition,Mr. Hoganstatedthat
theLagunaMountainsskipper(Pyrgus
ruralis lagunae)is imperiledby the
destructionof this insect’shostplant
(Horkeliabolanderissp.clevelandi)by
overgrazingandtramplingwithin the
ClevelandNationalForest.Mr. Hogan
requestedthattheServiceconsider
emergencylisting proceduresfor the
LagunaMountainsskipper.

Pyrgusruralis rangesfrom western
Canadasouthto southernCalifornia in
montanehabitats.TheLaguna
Mountainsskipper(Pyrgusruralis
lagunae)(Scott1981)is a
morphologicallydistinct and
geographicallyisolatedsubspecies
restrictedto theLagunaMountainsand
Mount Palomarof SanDiegoCounty,
California(Scott1981). ThenearestP.
ruralis populationsoccurseveral
hundredmilesto thenorthin the
extremesouthernSierraNevada
Mountains(Brown 1991).

TheLagunaMountainsskipper
subspeciesis restricted to a few open
meadowsin yellow pineforestbetween
5,000 and6,000feet(1,524 and1,829
meters),in thevicinity of Mount Laguna
andPalomarMountain (Brown 1991).
Six separatepopulations are believed to
have occurredin the 1950sand1960s
(Murphy 1990).The LagunaMountains
skipperis presentlyonly known from

two or threelocations(Brown 199.1).
Theknown distributionof this butterfly
noarMount Lagunalies within a 5 mile
(8kilometer (km)) radius.Themajority
of specimenshavebeencollectedfrom
asinglelocationin the Laguna
Mountains.TheMount Palomar
populationis very small; only five
specimenshavebeenreportedfrom over
thepastcentury,andthemostrecant
recordsarefrom 1991 (Brown 1991).
Old specimeninformationindicatesthat
theLagunaMountainsskipperformerly
mayhaveoccurredin themountain
meadowsthroughoutSanDiegoCounty
(Wright 1930, Scott1981). No records
for thebutterflyareknown to occur
from other southernCaliforniacounties
(Murphy 1990). -

TheLagunaMountainsskipperis
found in associationwith open
meadowswithin pineforests(Emmel
andErnmel1973, Murphy 1990).Life
history information for this butterflyhas
not beendocumented;however,it is
believedthattheeggsarelaid on the
leavesof Horkeliabolanderi ssp.
clevelandiandthat the larvaefeedon
theleavesandoverwinteron this host
plant.Oviposition andrearinghave
beenobservedon this plant (Brown
1991). H. bolanderissp.clevelandiis a
smallherbaceousperennialplant in the
rosefamily (Rosaceae)(Munz1974).
This plant occursin mesicplacesin
yellow pine forestsat 4,000 to 7,500 feet
(1,219 to 2,286 meters)from theSan
JacintoMountainsto northernBaja
California,Mexico, In SanDiego
County,this plant is recordedas
occurringinfrequentlyin moist areas
beneathmontaneconiferousforests
from Mount PalomarandtheLaguna
Mountains(Beauchamp1986).
Additionally, this plant is fairly
commonin theSierrade Juarezof
northernBajaCalifornia, Mexico (Brown
1991).

Prior to a 1983rediscovery,the
LagunaMountainsskipperhadnot been
observedsince1972.This subspecies
hasbecomeincreasinglylesscommon
andhasrarelybeencollectedoverthe
last2 decades.Fewextantcolonies
exist,and, based on the collectiondata,
the population numbers areestimatedto
besmall (Brown 1991,Murphy 1990).
Becauseof its restricted rangeand its
continueddeclinein numbers,the
LagunaMountainsskipperis “probably
themostsensitiveandvulnerable
butterflyspeciesin SanDiegoCounty”
andis believed to be “a strongcandidate
for immediateinclusionon the
endangeredspecieslist” (Brown 1991,
Murphy 1990).

Overgrazingis4houghtto be an
importantthreat to theLaguna
Mountains skipper (Murphy 1990).

Cattlemay grazeon thehostplant and!
or trampletheplants,eggs,andlarvae.
All of thelocationswherethe
subspeciespresentlyoccursarewithin
actively usedgrazingallotments.Six
separatepopulationsin theMount
Lagunaareahavebeendocumented,
including Big Laguna,Little Laguna.
EastLaguna.LagunaLake, Boiling
Springs,andHorseHeavenSprings.
Currently,only a few meadowlocalities
areknownto beoccupied.These
locationsoccurwithin theCleveland
NationalForestandencompass
approximately700acresof meadow
habitatwithin theknownrangeof this
species.

TheHermescopperbutterfly jLcnena
hermes)(Edward,1870)is knownonly
from westernSanDiegoCounty anda
portion of adjacentnorthwesternBaja
Caiifomnia,Mexico (Brown 1991). Its
presentknownrangeis quite restricted,
extendingfrom approximately50 miles
(80km) northof theInternational
Borderandeast45 miles (72 km) inland
from thecoastto GuatayandPine
Valley. It occurssouthof theborderfor
almost 100miles(160 km) andhasbeen
found 18 miles (29km) southof Santa
Tomasin BajaCaliforniaNorte,Mexico
(Murphy 1990).Documentedlocalities
for Hermescopperbutterfly areknown
to exist includingEl Cajon,Santee,
Flynn Springs,BlossomValley, Tecate,
Suncrest,Mission Gorge,Duizura,Pine
Valley, Guatay,andOld Viejas Grade
(Brown 1991).

TheHermescopperbutterflyoccurs
throughoutthechaparralbeltandinto
thetransitionalzoneat thewesternedge
of theLagunaMountains(Brown 1991).
Thespeciesis restrictedto southern
mixedchaparralandcoastalsagescrub
communitieswhereits larval hostplant,
Rhamnuscrocea(redberry)(Brown
1991),occurs.Thesehabitat types range
from nearsealevel alongthecoastto
about1,250 feet (381meters)in
elevationat thewesternedgeof the
LagunaMountains.Coloniesof Hermes
copperbutterfliesarefoundin close
associationwith the larval hostplant.
However,thehost plant extendswell
beyond the rangeof the Hermescopper
butterfly. No explanationfor the
restricteddistribution ofthis butterfly is
presently known.

The coloniesof Hermescopper
butterflies were consideredto be quite
stableandnumerousin SanDiego
County in 1963 (Thorne1963).
However, a history of extirpation of
colonieshas occurred,due to the
location of coloniesnearthe expanding
City of SanDiego. The Hermescopper
butterfly haslostasignificantportion of
its known range; presentlyit is
estimatedto occupy lessthanhalf of its
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formerrange.Continueddevelopmeni
in SanDiegoCountythreatensthis
species(Brown 1991).Additionally, fire
playsan integral rolein thechaparral
andcoastalsagescrubcommunitiesof
southernCalifornia. Fire has been
documentedas eliminating largestands
of Rhamnuscrocea.The largestcolony
of Hermescopperbutterflies was
destroyedby fire in 1982 (Murphy
1990).Thesmall degreeof flight activity
of this butterfly is believedto make
naturalrecolonizationa veryslow
process(Murphy 1990,Brown 1991).

The Hermescopperbutterfly hasbeen
collectedat 35 localitiesin theUnited
Statesand4 localitiesin Mexico.
Coloniesareisolatedfrom eachother,
andadultsexhibit limited vagility and
arealmost alwaysfound In thevicinity
of thehostplant.Thorne(1963)
indicatedthatcoloniesarestableand
seldomvaryin size. Brown (Dr. John
Brown, Entomologist,SanDiego.
California,pers.comm., 1992)estimates
that few coloniesexceed50 individuals
in size. Brown (1991)regardsthe
Hermescopperbutterfly to behighly
sensitiveai~dvulnerableto extirpation.

Euphyesvestrisis apolvtvpic species
that rangesthroughoutmuch of the
United States,but is highly localized
andoccursin isolatedanddisjunct
populations(Brown 1991).Harbison’s
dunskipper (Euphyes vestns harbisoni
Brown andMcGuire,1983)is a San
DiegoandOrangeCountyendemic
subspeciesthatoccursin scattered
disjunctcolonies(Orsak1977.Brown
andMcGuire1983). It is phenotypically
distinctandgeographicallyisolated
from all otherpopulationsof E. vestris
(Emmel andEmmel 1973, Brown 1983).
It occursin disjunct coloniesthroughout
westernSanDiegoCountyextending
into theSantaAnaMountainsin Orange
County(Orsak1977). It is not known to
occurin Baja California, Mexico (Brown
1991). its rangeis restrictedIn partby
thedistribution of the larval host plant,
Carexspissa(SanDiegosedge)(Brown
1983).

Typical habitat for this speciesin
southernCaliforniaconsistsof riparlan
oakwoodlandin a matrix of chamise
chaparralor southern mixed chaparral
(Brown 1991).Moist conditionsmust
occur to support the larval host plant.
Carexspissahasadisjunct andlimited
distribution from SanLuis Obispo
County, Califomia,’lnto Baja California,
Mexico (Munz 1974).Brown (1991)
surveyedknown locations of the San
Diegosedgein 1982.Harbison’sdun
skipperoccurred at nearly all locations
wherethe plant wasfound in
considerablenumbers.The butterfly
wasnot locatedin areasthat didnot
containCarexspissa(Brown 1982). The.

distributionof Harbison’sdunskipperis
from Silverado Canyon in southern
OrangeCountysouthto the
InternationalBorderin thevicinity of
Dulzura,SanDiegoCounty,California.
Localities includeareasof Duizura,
Flinn Springs,Old ViejasGrade,Otay
Mountain,thenorthernslopeof Tecate
Peak,the Fallbrookarea,eastof Valiey
Center,R.amonaarea,andnearSan
Pasqual(Brown 1991).

TheHarbison’sdun skipper is an
exceptionallyrareinsectthat occursin
small isolatedcolonies(Brown 1991).
TheremainingcoloniesareIn areasthat
appearto be removedfrom development
for the present.However,rapidurban
developmentin inland areassuchas
RanchoBernardo, Escondido,and
Falibrook is occurringandposesa
futurethreatto this subspecies.Various
humanactivitiesmodify ordisruptthe
springandseephabitat of Harbison’s
dun skipperandthusreduceshabitat
quality for thebutterfly (Murphy1993).
Habitat lossthroughdevelopment,
introduction of pollutants,and
competition from invasivenon-native
plantshaveresultedin the105$ of the
host plant andthus Harbison’sdun
skipper.Additionally, adverseaffectson
the host plant may occur as a result of
droughtor scouringfloods.

The Thorne’shairstreakbutterfly
(Mitoura thornei) (Brown 1983) is
specifically associatedwith the endemic
Cupre’ssusforbesii (Tecatecypress)and
is only knownfrom the vicinity of Otay
Mountain in southwestSanDiego
County,California.Cupressusforbesli
occurson OtayMountain. Coal Canyon
in OrangeCounty,TecatePeaknear
Guatay in SanDiegoCounty, and
severaldisjunctgrovesthat extend 150
miles (241 km) south into Baja
California,Mexico (Griffin and
Critchfleld 1972).The Thorne’s
hairstreak butterfly has only been
located in the vicinity of OtayMountain
(Brown 1991).

The taxonomicstatusof this butterfly
is thesubjectof disagreement.It is
considereda distinct speciesby several
authors (Brown 1983, Garth andTilden
1988,Ferris1989),while otherssuggest
that it be consideredasubspeciesof
Mitourn glynea(Scott 1986) or Mitoum
Joki(Shields 1984). Regardlessof the
outcome of taxonomydiscussions,it Is
recognizedas a biologically distinct
butterfly that is geographicallyisolated
from its closestrelatives(Brown 1991).

The Thorne’s hairstreak butterfly’s
larvalhost plant,Cupressusforbesii,is
a fire dependentspecies.Fire Initiates
coneopeningandseeddispersal. Zedler
(1977)found thatCupres.susfothesii
requires approximately 25 yearsto reach
reproductive maturity. Thug, an

increasein fire frequencyto lessthan 2~’
yearintervalsadverselyaffects
reproducuonof both Cupressusforbe~~i1andthe Thorne’s hairstreakbutterfly
Fire frequenciesareaffectedby both fh-e
suppressiontechniquesandhuman-
causedfire (e.g., fires that resultfrom
gon andrifle targetpractice,campfires.
arson,andcarelessness).Fire
suppressioncanresultin abuild up ci
fuel materialsresulti’~gin large
catastrophic,veryhot burningfires.
Conversely,human-causedfires can
result in an increasedfire frequency.
Basedon its limited geographic
distribution andits vulnerabilityto
ecologicalcatastrophicevents,Browr.
(1991)includedthis speciesas a
sensitiveanddecliningbutterfly of San
DiegoCounty.

TheServicehasbeer.soliciting
information on thestatusof theHermes
copperbutterfly since1984. In the most
recent Animal Notice of Review.
publishedNovember21, 1991 (56FR
58804),theHermescopperbutterfly is
includedasa category2 candidate.
Category2 candidatesaretaxafor which
information now in possessionofthe
Serviceindicatesthat proposingto list
asendangeredor threatenedis possibi~
appropriate,but for which conclusive
dataon biological vulnerabilityand
threat are not currently available to
supporta proposednile. The Service
hasbeensoliciting statusinformationon
theLagunaMountains skipper,
Harbison’sdunskipper.andThorne’s
hairstreak butterfly sincethe
publicationof theJanuary6, 1989,
Animal Notice ofReview (54 FR 554).
Thesethreespeciesareincludedin the
1991noticeas categor~i2 candidates.

Basedon their remaininglocalized
andrestrictedranges,thedocumented
declinein abundanceandknown
locations,andthe variedthreatsto
remaining habitat, the Servicebelieves
that the information currently available
supportsthe claims presentedby the
petitioner.Asaresult, theServicefinds
that substantialInformationexiststo
indicatethat listingof theLaguna
Mountains skipper, Hermescopper
butterfly, Harbison’sdun skipper,and
Thorne’s hairstreak butterfly as
endangeredmaybe warranted.The
Servicewill carefullyassessany
emergencyposinga significantrisk to
thewell-beingof theLagunaMountains
skipper, as requestedby thepetitioner.

With thepublication of this finding.
the Serviceannouncesits intention to
continueto conduct a formal status
reviewfor eachof the abovespecies.
The Servicewill considerany
additional data,comments,and
suggestionsfrom the public, other
governmental agencies,the scientific
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community,industry,or anyother
interestedpartyconcerningthestatusof
thesespecies.

This finding waspreparedby thestaff
of theCarlsbadField Office and
reviewedby thePortlandRegional
Office. Thefinding is basedon scientific
andcommercialinformationcontained
in thepetition, referencedin the
petition, andotherwiseavailableto the
Serviceat this time.
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50 CFR Part 17

Endangeredand ThreatenedWildlife
and Plants: Finding on a Petition to
Changethe Statusof Any Grizzly Bear
Population In the SanJuan Mountain
Rangeof Colorado From Threatenedto
Endangered

AGENCY: Fish andWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTiON: Notice of 90-daypetition
finding.

SUMMARY: The U.S.Fish andWildlife
Service(Service)announcesa 90-day
finding for apetitionto amendtheList
of ThreatenedandEndangeredWildlife.
TheServicefinds thatthepetitioners
did not providesubstantialinformation
to showthatreclassificationof the
allegedgrizzly bea.r(Ursusarctos
horribilis) populationin the SanJuan
Mountain rangeof Coloradois
warranted.
DATES: The finding announcedin this
noticewasapproved on July 10, 1993.
Comments and materials maybe
submitteduntil furthernotice.
ADDRESSES: Questionsor comments
concerningthis finding should besent
to theColoradoStateSupervisor,U.S.
Fish andWildlife Service,730 Simms
Street,room290,.Colden,Colorado
80401.Thepetition, finding, and
supportingdataareavailablefor public

inspectionby appointmentduring
normalbusinesshoursat theabove
office. . ., -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LeRoyW. Carison,StateSupervisor,at
theaboveaddressor telephone(303)
231—5280.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
4(b)(3)(A)of theEndangeredSpecies
Act (Act) of 1973, asamended(16
U.S.C.1531 et seq.),requiresthat the
U.S. Fish andWildlife Service(Service)
makea finding on whethera petition to
list, delist. or reclassifya species
presentssubstantialscientific or
commercialinformation to demonstrate
that thepetitionedactionmaybe
warranted.To themaximumextent
practicable,this finding is to bemade
within 90 daysof thereceiptof the
petition. andthe finding is to be
publishedpromptly in the Federal
Register.

A petition datedJuly 11, 1992, was
receivedby the Servicefrom theSierra
Institute andLife Neton July 15, 1992.
Thepetition requeststheServiceto
reclassifythe grizzly bear (Ursusarctos
horribi]is) from threatenedto
endangeredin theSanJuanMountain
rangeof southwesternColorado.This
finding respondsto thesubjectpetition.

The petitionersindicatedthegrizzly
bearsin theSanJuanMountainrange
areimperiledby their smallpopulation
size,increasingeconomicand
recreationaldevelopment,and
inadequacyor lack of governmental
protectionof thegrizzlybearsandtheir
habitat.Theeconomicandrecreational
developmentlistedby thepetitioners
includedroadconstructionanduse,and
land managementactivities,livestock
grazing,mining, landdevelopment,and
ski resortdevelopment.

While thepetition referencedawide
varietyof reportsof sightingsof grizzly
bears,habitatanalysisof theSanJuan
Mountain range,hairsamplesanalysis,
andaerialsurveys,theService
maintainsthat noneof thesesources
containedconclusivebiological
informationindicating that anygrizzly
bearsstill exist in the subjectarea.The
ColoradoDivision of Wildlife andthe
Servicehaveinvestigatedall the
purportedgrizzly bearincidenceswhich
havebeenreported,including
photographsof tracksandsightings.To
date,nonehaveconstitutedpersuasive
proofof theexistenceof grizzly bearsin
Colorado.

The SanJuanMountain rangeareain
Coloradois includedin thedraft revised
Grizzly BearRecoveryPlanas an
evaluationarea(U.S.Fish andWildlife
Service1992)—anareathatneedsto be
evaluatedto determineits feasibility as
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