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50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Endangered Status for the Stephens’
Kangaroo Rat

AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: TheFishandWildlife Service
(Service)determinestheStephens’
kangaroorat (Dipodomysstephensi),a
smallmammalfoundin southern
California,to be anendangeredspecies.
The specieshassufferedwidespread
habitat lossanddegradation,resulting
in small isolatedpopulations.Thisrule
implementstheprotectionprovidedby
theEndangeredSpeciesAct of1973, as
amended(Act), for theStephens’
kangaroorat.
DATE: The effectivedateof this rule is
October31, 1988.
ADDRESS: Thecompletefile for this rule
is availablefor inspection,by
appointment,duringnormal business
hoursat U.S. FishandWildlife Service,
z4000Avila Road,LagunaNiguel,
California92656.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. NancyM. Kaufman,field supervisor,

at theaboveaddress(714/843-4270or
Fl’S 796-4270).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Background

TheStephens’kangaroorat
(Dipodomysstephensi)is asmall
mammalof therodentfamily
Heteromyidae.Like otherkangaroorats,
it hasalargehead,externalcheek
pouches,elongatedrearlegsusedfor
jumping,andrelativelysmall front legs.
The front feetarefrequentlyusedto
hold seedsthattheanimaleats.There
arefive toeson thehind foot andthe tail
is 1.45timesthelengthof theheadand
body.TheStephens’kangaroorat is
distinguishedfrom thesympatricagile
kangaroorat (Dipodornysagilis) by a
lateralwhitetail bandthat is onehalfor
less(ratherthanonehalf ormore) times
thewidth of thedorsaltail stripe,dusky
(ratherthandark) soleson the hind feet,
amore grizzledappearanceto thedorsal
tail stripedueto manywhitehairs,a
darkertail tuft dueto fewerwhitehairs,
asmallerear(averaging0.5 inch [15
millimeters] in length),andarelatively
broadhead.Theaverageadult
Stephens’kangaroorat is 11 to 12 inches
(277to 300 millimeters) in lengthand
weighs2.3 ounces(67grams)(Bleich
1977).

The Stephens’kangaroorat wasfirst
describedby Merriam (1907) as
Peroclipusstephensi.Thetype locality is
theSanJacintoValley, a little westof
thetown of Winchester,Riverside
County.Grinnell (1921)placedthe
speciesin thegenusDipodomvs.Huey
(1962)describeda kangaroorat fromthe

SanLuisReyRiver valley asDipodomys
cascus.However.Lackeylater(1967a)
determinedD. cascusto bea synonym
of D. stephensi.

The Stephens’kangaroorat is
endemicto thePerrisandSanJacinto
Valleys in westernRiversideCounty
andtheSanLuis Rey andTemecula
Valleys in northernSanDiegoCounty
(Grinnell1922, Lackey1967a.O’Farrell
andUptain1986,Thomas1973).
Occupiedhabitatsareusuallydescribed
assparse,slightly disturbedcoastalsage
scrubor annualgrassland.Theactual
distributionof suitablehabitat is
normallymixed with otherhabitattypes
in anaturalmosaic.The populations
with thehighestdensitieshavebeen
found in areaswheretheherbaceous
layerstill containsCalifornianative
annuals,andwhereperennialcoveris
lessthan30 percent(Hogan1981). The
Stephens’kangaroorat is most
commonlyassociatedwith Artemisia
ccthfornicaandEriogonurnfasciculatum
becausetheseshrubsareoftenthemost
obviouselementsof thehabitat.The
animalis actuallyusingtheherbaceous
layerwhich is oftendominatedby
filaree (Erodiurn cicutcrriuni). Many
areassupportingthespeciesare
shrubless(O’Farrell,1988pers.comm.).
TheStephens’kangaroorat occurson
level or low rolling terrain;it is not
foundon extremelyhardorsandysoils
(Lackey1967a).Bleich (1977)notedthat
gravelis acommoncomponentof soils
wherethe animalis found.

All of the occupiedsitesfoundby
Thomas(1973)hadbeenpreviously
disturbed,usuallyby plowing. Remnant
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populationsthatsurvivedat thenatural
edgeshadreinvadedafter thefieldshad
beenleft fallow. At that time most
populationswereconsideredisolated
from oneanotherandwerefound
predominantlyin thewesternportions
of the range.Rapidurbanizationhas
reinforcedthis pattern.

Like all kangaroorats, D.stephens!is
nocturnal,spendingthedayin
undergroundburrowsandforagingon
thesurfaceatnight. Pregnantand
lactatingfemaleshavebeencaughtin
thespringandsummermonths(Lackey
1967b).To date,few populationdensity
studieshavebeencompletedandnone
havecoveredanentireyear.Relatively
high densities(over20 per acreor 50 per
hectare)havebeenfoundduringthe
summermonthswhen theyoung areout
of thenest(Thomas1975).Hogan(1981)
reportedfall-winter densitiesof about
2.5 to 6 peracre(6 to 15 perhectare).
Accordingto Dr. Michael J. O’Farrell
(privateconsultant,SantaYnez,
California), high densityareascontain
over4 animalsperacre(10perhectare),
moderatedensityareassupportabout2
to 4 animalsper acre(5 to 10 per
hectare),andlow density areascontain
lessthan2 per acre(5perhectare).Most
of theoccupiedrangeprobablyhaslow
to moderatedensitypopulations.

Most remaininghabitatfor the
Stephens’kangaroorat is in private
ownership.Federalagenciesor
installationswith landholdings
supportingthis speciesinclude March
Air ForceBase,FallbrookNaval
WeaponsAnnex, CampPendleton
MarineCorpsBase,andtheBureauof
LandManagement.The VistaIrrigation
District,MetropolitanWaterDistrict,
andStateof Californiaalsoown
comparativelylargeblocks of suitable
habitat.

In its originalReviewof Vertebrate
~Vi!dlife, publishedin theFederal
Registerof December30, 1982 (47 FR
58454—58460),theServiceincludedD.
stephens!in category2, meaningthat
informationthenavailableindicated
that a proposalto determineendangered
or threatenedstatuswaspossibly
appropriate,but wasnot yetsufficiently
substantialto supportsuchaproposal.
Subsequently,manynewdataon the
speciesbecameavailable,andin its
revisedVertebrateReviewof September
18, 1985 (50FR 37958—37967),theService
includedD. stephens!in category1,
meaningthat substantialinformation
wason handto supportthebiological
appropriatenessof proposingto list as
endangeredor threatened.The Service
publishedtheproposedrule for this
specieson November19, 1987 (53 FR
44453—44458).

Summaryof Commentsand
Recommendations

In theNovember19, 1987, proposed
rule (52FR 44453—44456)andassociated
notifications,all interestedpartieswere
requestedto submitfactualreportsor
informationthatmight contributeto the
developmentof afinal rule. The public
commentperiodwasextendedtwice,
until April 19, 1988, to accommodatea
requestedpublichearingheldon March
11, 1988 (53FR 5022), andagainuntil
June20,1988, to allow for thereceiptof
additionalcomments(53 FR 17964).
Hence,thetotal commentperiodwas7
months.A newspapernoticewas
publishedin theLosAngelesTimeson
December5, 1987,theRiversidePress
Enterpriseon December17, 1987, and
theSanDiego Union on December15,
1987, announcingtheproposedrule and
requestingcomments.Announcements
for the public hearingwerepublishedin
theabovenewspaperson March9, 1988.
A total of 11 individualsand
organizationssubmittedwritten
comments.Two peopleprovidedoral
testimonyat thepublichearing.

The only opposingstatementwas
receivedfrom theU.S. Air Force,which
wasthe only Federalagencyto submit
comments.The CaliforniaDepartmentof
FishandGamesubmittedsupporting
comments,andprovidedacopy of a
recentstatusupdate.The citiesof
MorenoValley andRiversideprovided
neutralcommentsandsubmitted
informationon thestatusof thespecies
within their boundaries.Oneutility
companyandawaterdistrict also
submittedneutralcomments.One
conservationorganization,andtwo
researchersalsosubmittedsupporting
comments.Twelveindividuals
submittedsignedphotocopiesof the
samesupportingletter,which were
treatedasonecomment.Of the11
commentsreceived,7 supportedlisting,
I opposed,and3 wereneutral.The
written andoral commentsreceivedare
groupedunderissuesanddiscussed
below:

Issue1: TheStephens’kangaroorat
shouldnot be listedasendangereduntil
its rangeis moreaccuratelydelineated.
Thespeciesmaybemore widespread
thanpreviouslythought.

ServiceResponse:Thetotal rangeof
the Stephens’kangaroorat hasbeen
well documented(Bleich 1977,Lackey
1967a,PriceandEndo1988,Thomas
1973, Thomas1975, O’Farrell andUptain
1986).It is unlikely that this small
mammaloccursoutsideof this range.
The presenceor absenceof the
Stephens’kangaroorat at specific
locationswithin thisrangeis sometimes
uncertain.Furthermore,thepopulation

densitiesof this speciesfluctuategreatly
from oneyear to thenext(Priceand
Endo1988), hence,suitablehabitatmay
not alwaysbeoccupied.Thediscussions
underFactorA regardinghabitat loss
andFactorE regardinghabitat
fragmentationindicatethat the threats
facingthe kangaroorat areoccurring
range-wide.To wait until the species’
occurrenceis more preciselyknown
would allow thepresentrateof habitat
lossto continueunabated,making
extinctionof thespeciesmore likely.

Issue2: Oncethekangaroorat is
listed, theFederalandother public
landscontainingthespecieswill
becomedefactoreservesfor this
species.The Servicemayhave written

0ff’ privatelyownedparcelsfor
purposesof establishingStephens’
kangaroorat reserves.All landowners
should sharein theburdenof Stephens’
kangaroorat protection.

ServiceResponse:The landsnow held
in public ownershiparenot sufficientto
ensurethemaintenanceof thespeciesin
perpetuity.Consequently,the
preservationof manypresentlyprivately
ownedparcelslikely will benecessary.
The CanyonLakePropertyOwners
Associationhasexpressedinterestin
actionsintendedto preserveStephens~
kangaroorat habitat.TheCountyof
Riversidehasformeda committeeto
beginthedevelopmentof aHabitat
ConservationPlanfor the kangaroorat.
A keyfeatureof this programis to
identify thebestStephens’kangaroorat
habitatin RiversideCountyfor the
establishmentof viablereservesand
developthemeansto provide
permanentprotectionandmanagement
for thesesites.Many of the public
parcelscontainthespeciesbecausethe
majorpublic purposeof the land is at
leastpartiallycompatiblewith
preservationof theStephens’kangdroo
rat.

Issue3: Many landusesappearto be
compatiblewith thepreservationof
Stephens’kangaroorats. For example,
thespeciesoccursalongpowerline
corridors,in grazedareas,atasolar
facility, nearnapalmstoragecrateson
military lands,andin areaswhereoff-
roadvehicle travelhasoccurred.

ServiceResponse:The habitat
requirementsof the Stephens’kangaroo
rat arenot well defined.Thespecies
doesappearto needsomebareground,
andthehabitat is usuallydescribedas
beingopenor sparselyvegetated.
Consequently,land usesthatcause
artificial disturbanceandperpetuatethe
sparsenatureof thehabitatmaybe
compatiblewith thepreservationof the
species.However, furtherstudyis
neededto determinewhich kindsof
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disturbancesunderwhatcircumstances
trulyarecompatible.Duringarecent1-
yearstudy(O’Farrell 1988, pers.comm.)
notedapopulationincreaseof Stephens’
kangarooratsfollowing developmentof
asolarfacility. Thepopulationchange
wasattributedto increasedprotection
frompredatorsandincreased
herbaceousgrowth.Given that
populationsof this speciesfluctuate
greatlyfrom yearto year(Priceand
Endo1988), conclusionsbasedon this
short time periodshould be drawn
conservatively.Thus,furthercareful
studyis neededto confidentlyassess
thelong-termimpactsofvariousland
useson this species.Nevertheless.
despitethefact thatsomelandusesmay
be compatible,theprimarythreatto this
speciesis permanentloss and
fragmentationof habitatresultingfrom
urbanizationandotherlanduses.

Issue4: In theproposedrule, it was
suggestedthatsomesmall landareas
lackedviablepopulations;however,
apparentlythis is not thecase.

ServiceResponse:Theareasreferred
to werefairly small, approximately40
acres(100hectares)in size.As
discussedbelowunderFactorE, such
small areaswould supportthespecies
indefinitely.Although thepopulation
sizethatwould beneededfor viability is
not known, it maycontain500or more
individualsAdditionally, on mostlands
supportingthe species,not all habitatis
suitableor occupiedby Stephens’
kangaroorats; consequently,aviable
populationwould morelikely require
severalsquare miles. However, further
studyis neededto determinehowmany
animalsareneededfor aviable
populalion, andhow muchlandthey
require.

In summary,no informationwas
receivedindicatingthat thespeciesis
morewidespreadorunderalesser
degreeof threatthanwasoriginally
thought.

Summaryof Factors Affecting the
Species

After athoroughreview and
considerationof all information
available,the Servicehasdetermined
that the Stephens’kangaroorat should
be classifiedasanendangeredspecies.
Proceduresfoundat section4(a)(1)of
theEndangeredSpeciesAct (16U.S.C.
1531etseq.)andregulations(50CFR
Part424)promulgatedto implementthe
listing provisionsof theAct were
followed. A speciesmay be determined
to be anendangeredorthreatened
speciesdueto oneormore of thefive
factorsdescribedin Section4(a)(1).
Thesefactorsandtheirapplicationto
theStephens’kangaroorat (Dipodomys
stephensI)areasfollows:

A. Thepi~senEor threatened -

destruction,mothfication,,or curtailment
ofitshabitator range.Thehabitat and
rangeof theStephens’kangaroorat
have beengreatlyreduced.Thespecies
probably onceoccurredthroughannual
grasslandorsparsecoastalsagescrub
communitiesof thePerrisandSan
JacintoValleysandup adjoining washes
in southernCalifornia.As theflatter
plainsweredevelopedby people,
however,the kangaroo rat became
confinedto isolatedbasesof low rolling
hills and level ridge tops.

Priceand Endo (1988)havecompleted
amappingeffortfocusingon suitable
soil typesandrelatively flat topography
to comparetheamountof estimated
habitatavailableto theStephens’
kangaroorat prior to Twentieth-century
agricultureandagainin 1984 in
RiversideCounty.PriceandEndo(1988)
estimatedthatapproximately308.195
acres(124,775hectares)of potential
habitatoriginally existedfor this
species.In 1984,124,779acres(50,518
hectares)remained.Habitat had been
lost dueto urbanandagricultural
developments.Moreover,of the
remaininghabitatpatches,84 percent
were lessthan1 squarekilometer (384
acres)in size.Only 21,212acres(8,588
hectares)remainedin patcheslarger
thanonesquarekilometer (Priceand
Endo1988).Cursoryobservations
indicatethatsince1984,the situation
hasworsened.Most recenthabitat loss
is theresultof urbandevelopmentand
is permanent;lossesfrom agricultural
developmentarelessseverebecause
Stephens’kangarooratscanreinvade
plowed fieldsfollowing abandonment
(Thomas1973, 1975).

Someareasin public ownership
containsubstantialhabitatforD.
stephensi.O’Farrell andUptain (1986)
indicatedthatapproximately12,600
acres(5,100hectares)of suitablehabitat
remainat LakeHenshawandthat
another4,940acres(2,000hectares)
appearsuitableon the FallbrookNaval
WeaponsAnnex.The species,however,
probablyhasbeenextirpatedbetween
the latterfacility andtheSanLuis Rey
River. The MetropolitanWaterDistrict
ownssomehabitatsurroundingLake
Mathewswhere, including contiguous
privateparcels,anareaof about17,000
acres(6,800hectaresJremains,although
not all of thishabitatis suitable,Many
proposedprojects,however,threaten
theland surroundingLakeMathews.

No attemptto trapthespecieshas
beenmadeat LakePerrissince1973. On
theeastsideof theSanJacintoValley, it
is now restrictedmainly to insular
patchesat theedgesof plowedfields. It
is similarly restrictedin the Lakeview
Mountains,whereonly a few thousand

non-contiguousacresarenow thought to
containadeqiiat’ habitat. The species
hasbeenreportedon theBeaumont-
BanningPlain; however,this area is also
undergoingrapidurbanization.The U.S.
Bureauof LandManagement(Bureau)
ownssomeparcelsnearLakeElsinore,
but survivalof thekangaroorat thereis
tenuousbecauseof rapidurbanization
andanexpectedincreasein casual
humanuse(off-roadvehiclesalready
havebeennoted).Land exchangesare
beingpursuedto consolidatethese
Bureauparcelsto provide a viable
preservefor theStephens’kangaroorat.

Furthercompoundingthe fragmented
natureof thecurrentdistribution is the
fact that theStephens’kangaroorat
doesnot occupyall apparentlysuitable
habitat (Friesen1985a).Relativelylarge
areasmay includeonly asmall
percentageof occupiedhabitat.Grazing,
off-road vehicleactivity (commonin
southernCalifornia), androdentcontrol
programsall potentiallyreducehabitat
suitability.

Thesehabitatlossesarelikely to
continue.An examinationof Riverside
County’sGeneralPlanguidelines
revealedthat78 percentof thesites
wherethekangaroorat hasbeen
trappedarezonedfor useincompatible
with preservationof the species.Only 3
percentof thesiteswerezonedfor
vegetationor wildlife protection,and
muchof this landis not suitablefor the
kangaroorat. Within theoverallrange
of theStephens’kangaroorat, only 6
percentof the land is zonedfor uses
compatiblewith thepreservationof the
species.Becausenot all of thehabitatin
this6 percentis suitable,muchlessis
availablefor the kangaroorat. Although
biological consu]tantshavesometimes
locatedthespeciesandinformed
appropriatelandownersorproject
proponents,someofthesites,
nonetheless,havebeendiskedor
plowed.

B. Overutilizationfor commercial,
recreational,scientific,or educational
purposes.Not now knownto be
applicable.

C. Diseaseor Predation.Not now
known to beapplicable.However,many
areasof occurrenceareadjacentto
urbanneighborhoodsandincreased
predationfrom domesticandferal cats
canbeexpected(Friesen1985b).

D. Theinadequacyof existing
regulatorymechanisms.The California
StateFishandGameCommissionhas
listedthe Stephens’kangaroorat as
threatened.Recently,theDepartmentof
FishandGamerecommendedthat the
kangaroorat’s statusbe upgradedto
endangered.TheCalifornia Endangered
SpeciesAct (StateAct) of 1985provides
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protection from take, and contains
provisionsthatcall for a consultation
process,similar to Section7 of the
FederalAct, whenaStateleadagency’s
projectmayaffectaState-listedspecies.
Theregulationsimplementingthe
consultationprocessundertheStateAct
werenot completeduntil Juneof 1986,
andit is still unclearhow effectivethe
StateAct will be. FewStateagencies
areexpectedto proposeStateprojects
asdefinedundertheStateAct. Under
the CaliforniaEnvironmentalQuality
Act, anattemptis madeto “mitigate” for
lossesof occupiedStephens’kangaroo
rat habitat.Thisprocedurehasbeen
inadequatebecausetheusualsuggested
“mitigation” measurespresentedin most
proposedprojectsconsistof preserving
habitat in anotherlocation,Thereis thus
a constant,ongoinghabitat loss,
Additionally, becausethespeciesdoes
not occupyall suitablehabitat,lossesof
unoccupiedhabitatremain
uncompensated.

Countyzoningrestrictionsdo not now
provide adequateprotectionfor the
kangaroorat andits habitat.Although
“openspace”designationsare
sometimesmade,thesecanbealteredto
allow subdivisionanddevelopment.
Only a small fraction of theinvolved
landis currently zonedfor uses
compatiblewith thepreservationofthe
kangaroorat (see“FactorA” above).

Federallandsform only asmallpart
(approximately15 percent)of the range
of thespecies.Although asignificant
populationof D. stephensimayoccuron
the FallbrookNavalWeaponsAnnex,
the Navy hasno establishedpolicy
regardingtheprotectionof sensitive
species.TheinvolvedBureauof Land
Management-administeredlandsare
smallandalso lackspecificprotective
policies, however,the Bureaudoes
intend to consolidatesomeof its
holdingsthroughlandexchangesand
provideareservefor the Stephens’
kangaroorat.

E. Othernaturalor manmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.
Coastalsagescrubplant communities
maybecomelesssparsethroughtime.
As plant density andgroundcover
increase,patchesof habitatwould
becomeunsuitablefor Stephens’
kangaroorat.

TheStaterecreationareashave
rodentcontrol programsthatprobably
adverselyaffect theStephens’kangaroo
rat populations.Consultantsalsohave
notedthedisappearanceof kangaroorat
sign dueto unkowncauses.A
hypothesisconcerningsuchunexplained
disappearancesis thatrodenticides
havebeenused.

Furthercompoundingthehabitat loss
anddegradationreferredto under

FactorA is the fragmented nature of the
remaininghabitat.PriceandEndo(1988)
haveprovidedanestimateof original
habitatandthatavailablein 1984based
uponmappingof soil types.This effort
hasrevealedapproximately84 percent
of theremaininghabitatpatchesareless
thanI squarekilometerin extent.The
sizeof areservethatwould beneeded
to supportthe Stephens’kangarooratin
perpetuityis currentlyunknown;
however,preliminaryestimatesindicate
that it maybecloseto 6 squaremiles
(1,536hectares).Thus,mostremaining
habitatpatchescannotbe expectedto
supportthespeciesindefinitely.

Populationsoccupyingfragmentscan
bemore easilyextirpatedfrom
unpredicatablenaturalcatastrophes
suchas floods,fires, ordisease
outbreaks.Many of thehabitatpatches
supportingthespeciesarelessthan10
acres(4 hectares)in size.Areasthis
small supportsuchlow numbersof
Stephens’kangarooratsthat
fluctuationsin birth anddeathrates,
unequalsexratios, andlossof genetic
diversity canbe expectedto adversely
affect thesurvivalof thesepopulations.

The Servicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientificandcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuture threatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto makethisrule
final. Baseduponthis evaluation,the
preferredaction is to list the Stephens’
kangaroorat asendangered.Threatened
statuswould not adequatelyreflectthe
drastichabitatdeclinethatalreadyhas
occurredandthecontinuedrapid
habitat lossthat is likely to occurin
associationwith humanactivity.
Althoughcertainsites supportingthe
speciesreceivesomeprotection,these
areashavemanagementproblemsthat
couldadverselyaffect thekangaroorat.
For the reasonsgivenbelow, acritical
habitatdesignationis not includedin
this rule.

Critical Habitat

Section4(a) of theEndangered
SpeciesAct, asamended,requiresthat
critical habitat” be designated“to the

maximumextentprudentand
determinable,”at the time a speciesis
determinedto beendangeredor
threatened.The Servicefinds that
designationof critical habitatis not
prudentor determinableforD. stephensi
at this time. For example,asdiscussed
afterfactor “A” in the “Summaryof
FactorsAffecting theSpecies,”some
landownersor projectdevelopershave
diskedor plowedtheir landsuponthe
discoveryof this species.Populationsin
otherareashavemysteriously
disappearedfollowing discovery,
possiblyfrom rodenticideuse.

Preventionof take,asdescribedin
Section9 of theAct, would bedifficult
to enforceunderthesecircumstances.
Publicationof critical habitat
descriptionsandmapswould likely
makethespeuiesmorevulnerableand
increaseenforcementproblems.
Affectedpartiesandlandownerswill be
notifiedof thelocationandimportance
of protectingthis species’habitat.
Protectionof thespecies’habitatwill be
addressedthroughtherecoveryprocess
and through the Section7 jeopardy
clauseasdescribedbelow.

AvailableConservationMeasures

Conservationmeasuresprovidedto
specieslisted asendangeredor
threatenedunderthe Endangered
SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection,andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
County,andprivateagencies,groups,
andindividuals.TheEndangered
SpeciesAct providesfor possibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Statesandrequiresthatrecovery
actionsbecarriedout for all listed
species.Suchactionsareinitiated
following listing. Theprotectionrequired
of Federalagenciesandthe prohibitions
againsttakingandharmarediscussed,
in part,below.

Section7(a) of theAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listedasendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitat,if any is being
designated.Regulationsimplementing
this interagencycooperationprovision
of the Act arecodifiedat 50 CFR Part
402. Section7(a)(2)requiresFederal
agenciesto ensurethatactivities they
authorize,fund,or carryout arenot
likely to jeopardizethecontinued
existenceof listedspeciesor to destroy
or adverselymodify its criticalhabitat.
If aproposedFederalactionmay affect
alistedspecies,theresponsibleFederal
agencymustenterinto formal
consultationwith the Service.

SeveralFederalactionsmayinvolve
D. .stephensi.TheBureauof Land
Managementownsseveralisolated
parcelssupportingthespecies(Hicks
andCooperrider1975).TheBureauis
interestedin consolidatingits land
holdingswithin this areaandhas
proposedthat this effort couldresult in
the formationof all or partof a reserve
for this species.TheVeterans
Administrationor FederalHousing
Administrationmay financehousing
loansin areaswherethespeciesnow
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occurs.TheU.S.Army Corpsof
Engineersmaypermitor carryout flood
controlprojectsin sandywasheswhere
thespecieshasbeenfound. TheU.S.Air
Forcehasproposedactivitiessuchasa
housingdevelopmentprojecton March
Air ForceBasewhichmayinvolve the
Stephens’kangaroorat.TheU.S. Marine
Corps andU.S. Navy also own landthat
supportsthisspecies.To facilitate
survival of thekangaroorateon public
lands,it would be necessaryto carry out
conducivemanagementactivities,such
aspreservingnaturalhabitatwhereit
now exists,conductingcontrolledburns
to keepvegetationat the low densities
favoredby the species,andother
activities.

TheActandimplementingregulations
foundat 50 CFR 17.21, setforth aseries
of generalprohibitionsandexceptions
thatapply to all endangeredwildlife.
Theseprohibitions,in part, makeit
illegal for anypersonsubjectto the
jurisdiction of the UnitedStatesto take,
import, or export,ship in interstateor
foreigncommercein thecourseof a
commercialactivity, or sell oroffer for
salein interstateor foreigncommerce
anylisted species.It is alsoillegal to
possess,sell, deliver, carry, transport,or
ship any suchwildlife thathasbeen
takenillegally. Certainexceptionsapply
to agentsof the ServiceandState
conservationagencies.

Permitsmay beissuedto carry out
otherwiseprohibitedactivities involving
endangeredwildlife speciesunder
certaincircumstances.Regulations
governingpermitsareat 50 CFR 17.22
and17.23. Suchpermits areavailablefor
scientificpurposes,to enhancethe
propagationorsurvivalof thespecies,
and/orfor incidental takein connection
with otherwiselawful activities.

National Environmental Policy Act

The FishandWildlife Servicehas
determinedthat anEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
Policy Act of 1969, neednot beprepared

in connectionwith regulations adopted
pursuant to section4(a) of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,as
amended.A noticeoutlining the
Service’sreasonsfor this determination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983 (48FR49244).
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Author
The primary authorof this rule is

Karla Kramer, U.S. FishandWildlife
Service,24000Avila Road,Laguna
Niguel, CA 92656(711)643—4270or FTS
796—4270.

List of Subjectsin 50 CFR Part 17

Endangeredandthreatenedwildlife,
Fish,Marine mammals,Plants
(agriculture).

Regulation Promulgation

Part 17—[AMENDED]

Accordingly,Part17, SubchapterB of
Chapter1, Title 50 oftheCodeof Federal
Regulations,is amendedassetforth
below:

1.The authority citation for Part17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authority: Pub. L 93—205, 87 Stat.884;Pub.
L. 94—359, 90Stat.911; Pub.L. 95-632,92 Stat.
3751; Pub.L 95—159,93 Stat.1225; Pub.L 97—
304. 96 Stat. 1411 (16 U.S.C. 1531 etseq.);Pub.
L. 99—625, 100 Stat.3500(1986), unless
otherwisenoted.

2. Amend § 17.11(h)by addingthe
following, in alphabeticalorderunder
“Mammals,” to the List of Endangered
andThreatenedWildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangeredandthreatened
wildlife.

(h) * *

Species

Commonname Scientific name
Historic range

MAMMALS . ‘ . • ‘ .

Rat, Stephens’ Kangaroo Dipodomysstephensi U S A (CA) Entire .• E 338 • NA NA

Critical SpecialStatus When ~sted habitat rules
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Dated: September22, 1988.
SusanRecce,
ActingAssistantSecretaryfor Fishand
WildlifeandParAs.
(FRDoc. 88-22400Filed9-29-88 8:4a am)
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