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e WASHINGTON. D.0. 20453
JUL 16 1982

MEMORANDUM
TO: William Miller, Product Manager

Registration Division (TS-767)

; ; ‘.'. }._

THRU: David Coppage, Section Head 1VLIBMM

Section 3, EEB, HED (TS-769)
THRU: Clayton Bushong, Chieféfkff?

Ecological Effects HBranch, HED (T5-769)

SUBJECT: Transmittal of OES Biclogical Opinion on Terbufos
Registration for Use on Sorghum and Soybeans

Attached is OES's response to the consultation on the
registration of Countsr 15G on sorghum and soybeans. Their
response is as we discussed earlier. If the registrant agrees
to label nonuse in counties where the indicated endangered species
occur, then there is no need for a formal consultation, If the
registrant wants unrestricted use, then OES will reguire 90 days
to render a biological opinion, which will probably still indicate
restriction from those counties, a :

%{.ézé{’-‘h-: J /é‘-éld’bz‘
William S. Rabert, Biologist
Bcological Effects Branch, HED
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Dear Mr. Bushong:

June 14, 1982,. regarding the proposed
on sorgnum and soybeans. We nave
listed Endangered and Threatened
greater prairie chicken

the registration of Counter 15¢
prohibitions. are imposed.

Thnis 1s in response to your letter dated
registration of Counter 15G (terbufos) for use
reviewed your proposed prohibitions to protect
species. With the exception of the Attwater’'s
(Tympanuchus cupido attwateri), we concur that
will not arfect [istéd species if the proposed

- S

The Attwater!s prairie chicken my be adversely afsf
of Galveston and Ft. Bend, unless prohibitions for use
include these counties. Waller County may be excluded
prehibitions since no reliable sightings have occcurred

ected in the Texas counties
Counter 15G =21so

cm Your proposed

n this county since
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i377. This is largely atitributed to habitat loss.
We base our conclusions on the Attwater’s prairie chicken Upon survey data for
1980-82 and crop use patterns (Texas Field Crop Statistics 1979, USDA) ror

counties harborin rairie chickens. Z¥nclosed for your informetion is a copv
J b

of the 1980-82 survey data.
if it is the intent of EZP4 to register Counter 15G
stated in your june 14, 1982, letter, then Section

wiih the proposed prohibitions
7 consultation must be

initiated as this action may affect the Attwaterts
however, including the Texas counties of Galveston
resirictions for use of this pesticide would elimi
and formal Section 7 sonsultation would not be req
les would not be affacted.
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greater prairie chicken.

and Ff. Bend in the proposed
nate these potential impacts,
uired since listed Threatened
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We appreciate the cocperative spirit of the Environmental Protection Agency

in assuming its responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. If you have
any further questions, please contact Wayne Milstead or Zarl Possardt at
235-2760. We would appreciaté hearing from your office concerning your final
determination regarding proposed restrictions for the registration of

Counter 15G.

Sincerely yours, . ;.
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.John L. Spinks, Jr,
Chief, Office of Endangered Species

Enclosure



* Attwater's Prairie Chicken Survey Data, 1980-82

1980 1981 1982
Aransas 76 38 20
Austin 3206 234 246
Brazoria 20 20 20
Colorado - 186 1a4 260
Ft Bend 54 4a 48
Galveston Q6 110 104
Goliad 34 100 02
Harris 1 d 0
Refugic 726 853 438
Viectoria [ o4 bl
Total 1543 1450 12852

® Source; 1980 data, Attwater's Prairie Chicken Recovery Plan Technical
Draft
1981-82 data, Refuge Manager, Attwater's Prairie Chicken National
Wildlife Refuge, telephone conversation June 21, 1982.



