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- environmentalimpactstatementis not
required.

In DocketNo. 89—20, 54FR 40891
(October4, 1989),theCommission
proposesto amendits tariff andservice
contractrulesin 46 CFR parts580 and
581 to: (1) Amendthedefinition of
“shipper” to clarify thescopeof the
term,and(2) requirethatmixed
commodityratesbemadeavailableonly
to a “shipper,”asproposed,andto
“shippers’associations”aspresently
definedin theCommissionrules.A
shipperusing amixed commodityrate
would berequiredto furnishtheocean
commoncarrieralisting of commodities.
If theshipperis anon-vessel-operating
commoncarrier(“NVOCC”), it would
alsohaveto indicateits FMC tariff
numberon theoceancarrier’sbill of
ladingandon anyservicecontractsto
which it is aparty.Theproposedrule is
intendedto precludeuntariffedNVOCC
operationsandto otherwiseensurethat
personsactingasshipperspursuantto
the1984Act qualify to do so.

This Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI”) will becomefinal within 10
daysof publicationof this noticein the
FederalRegisterunlessapetitionfor
reviewis filed pursuantto 46 CFR 504.6
(b).

The FONSI andrelatedenvironmental
assessmentareavailablefor inspection
on requestfrom theOffice ofthe
Secretary,room11101,FederalMaritime
Commission,Washington,DC 20573—
0001, telephone(202) 523—5725.

By theCommission.
JosephC. Polldng,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 89—25351Filed 10—26—89;8:45 am]
BILUNG CODE 6130-01-N

DEPARTMENT OFTRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary

49 CFR Part 23

[OST Docket No.64; Notice 89-21]

RIN Number 2105-AAO3

Minority Business Enterprise Program

AGENCY: Officeof theSecretary,
Departmentof Transportation.
ACTION: Noticeof proposedrulemaking;
withdrawal.

SUMMARY: This noticewithdrawsa
regulatoryproposalconcerningdirect
Departmentof Transportation(DOT)
contractingin regardto programsfor
minority businessenterprises(MBEs).
Therulemakingproposalhasbecome
unnecessaryin view of otherprograms

to assistsmall anddisadvantagedfirms
in Federalprocurement.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October27, 1989.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
RobertC. Ashby,Office of theGeneral
Counsel,U.S. Departmentof
Transportation,400SeventhStreetSW.,
Washington,DC 20590,(202) 366—9306.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
17, 1979, theOffice of theSecretaryof
theDepartmentof Trasnportation(DOT)
publishedaNotice of Proposed
Rulemaking(44FR28928)proposingto
establishauniformDepartmental
programfor participationby firms
ownedandcontrolledby minoritiesand
women(MBEs) in contractsand
programsfundedby theDepartment.
Theproposalwouldhaveappliedto any
directorDOT-assistedcontractor
programwherefundsaremade
availablefor accomplishingthemission
of DOT. “Direct contract”meanta
contractor anymodificationthereof
betweentheDepartmentanda
contractoror lessee.

Thefinal ruleresultingfromthis
proposal(49CFR part23) coversonly
financial assistanceprograms.Whenthe
final rulebecameeffective in 1980, the
Departmentcontemplatedtheaddition
of a directcontractssubpart(subpartB)
to theruleatalaterdate.Thissubpart
wasto implementamendmentsto the
Small BusinessAct, asamended(Pub.L.
95—507).This subpartwasnot
implementedandthis final ruledoesnot
addressdirectDOT procurement
activities.

TheDepartmenthasdecidedthatan
MBE programbasedon the 1979
proposalfor directcontractingis not
necessaryin viewof thedevelopments
in the small anddisadvantagedbusiness
programsduring the interimperiod.
Someexamplesof DOT programsthat
helpminority-owned,women-owned
anddisadvantagedenterprisesarethe
ShortTermLendingProgram,the
BondingAssistanceProgram,the
Women-OwnedBusinessEnterprise
Program,andthePublic Information
Program.Thesearein addition to
provisionsin Federalgovernmentand
DOT procurementrulesandprocedures
thatcarryout small anddisadvantaged
businesssubcontractingplan
requirementsof PublicLaw 95—507.

For thesereasons,thoseportionsof
the1979proposalrelatingto direct
contractsarewithdrawn.

Issuedthis 17th dayof October1989, at
Washington,DC.
Samuel K. Skinner,
Secretary.
LFR Doc. 89—25322Filed 10—20-89;8:45am]
BILLING CODE 4910-62-U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

RIN 1018-AB36

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Proposed Threatened
Status for the Inflated Heeispiitter,
Potamilus Inflatus

AGENCY: Fish andWildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposedrule.

SUMMARY: The Serviceproposesthe
inflatedheelaplittermussel,Potcimijus
inflatus, to beathreatenedspecies
undertheauthorityof theEndangered
SpeciesAct of 1973, asamended(Act).
This freshwatermusselis currently
knownfrom only theAmite River,
Louisiana,andthe TombigbeeandBlack
Warrior Rivers,Alabama.Habitat
modificationby graveldredgingandfor
flood control andnavigationrepresent
major threatsto this species.This
proposal,if madefinal, would
implementtheprotectionof theAct for
theinflatedheelsplitter.The Service
seeksrelevantdataandcommentsfrom
the public.
DATES: Commentsfrom all interested
partiesmustbereceivedby December
26, 1989.Public hearingrequestsmustbe
receivedby December11, 1989.

ADDRESSES: Commentsandmaterials
concerningthis proposalshouldbesent
to ComplexField Supervisor,U.S. Fish
andWildlife Service,JacksonMall
Office Center,300WoodrowWilson
Avenue,Suite316, Jackson,MS 39213.
Commentsandmaterialsreceivedwill
beavailablefor public inspection,by
appointment,duringnormalbusiness
hoursat theaboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
JamesH. Stewartat theaboveaddress,
(telephone601/965—4900orFl’S 490—
4900).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Theinflatedheelsplitterwasfirst
describedasSymphynotainflata by Lea
in 1831. While thetaxonomicstatusof
this specieshasnot beenquestionedin
theliterature,therehasbeen
considerablediscussionofthegenus.It
hasbeenplacedin Unio, Lampsilis,
Metoptera.Margarita. Margaron, and
Proptera, in additionto theothernames
discussedhere(Simpson1914, Clarke
1986, Hartfield 1988).Potamilusis
acceptedasthecorrectgenericnameby
numerousauthors(Morrison1969.
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ValentineandStansbery1971, Clark
1986,Tergeoneta!. 1988).Thecommon
namein generalusagefor this species
hasbeentheAlabamaheelsplitter.This
rule follows the commonnamesasused
in Turgeoneta!. (1988)in supportof the
effort to standardizenomenclatureof
mussels.

Theinflatedheelsplitterwasknown
historicallyfrom theAmite and
TangipahoaRivers,Louisiana;thePearl
River, Mississippi;andtheTombigbee,
BlackWarrior,Alabama,andCoosa
Rivers,Alabama(Hurd1974, Stern1976,
Hartfield 1988).The presentlyknown
distributionis limited to theAmite
River, Louisiana,andthe Tombigbee
andBlackWarrior Rivers,Alabama
(Stem1975, Hartfield1988).The
collectionof this speciesfromthePearl
Riverby Hinckleywasreportedby
Frierson(1911)andasinglevalve
collectedby Parkeris curatedin the
NationalMuseumof NaturalHistory
(Dr. JamesWilliams, U.S.Fishand
‘ftljldlife Service,pers.comm.1988).
Therear~no otherreportedcollections
fromthePearlRiver (Hartfield 1988).A
singlespecimenwascollectedfromthe
TangipahoaRiver, Louisiana,in 1964by
SteinandStansbery(Dr.David
Stansbery,Ohio StateUniversity, pers.
comm.1985).HartIield (1988)did not
find thespeciesin theTangipahoaRiver
duringhis survey.Hurd (1974)doubted
theoccurrenceof this speciesin the
CoosaRiverbaseduponthesinglelot
availablein museums.The specieshas
not beenreportedfromtheCoosaor
AlabamaRiversin over20 years(Hurd
1974,Hartfield 1988).

The inflatedheelsplitterhasanoval,
compressedto moderatelyinflated,thin
shell.Thevalvesmaygapeanteriorly,
theumbosarelow, andthereis a
prominentposteriorwing thatmay
extendanteriorto thebeaksin young
individuals.The shellis brownto black
andmayhavegreenraysin young
individuals.Theumbonalcavity is very
shallowandthenacreis pink to purple.
Shell lengthreaches140millimeters (5’/2

inches)in adults(Stern1976). It is most
similar to thepink papershell(Potamilus
ohioensis),yetis easilydistinguishedby
shell morphology(Hartfield 1988).The
shell andteethof the inflated
heelsplitteraremore delicate,andthe
shell is darkerandhasapointed
posterior,whereasthe pink papershell
hasaroundedposterior.Theinflated
heelsphitterappearsmoreinflateddueto
amore developedandroundedposterior
ridge.Theposteriorwing of theinflated
heelsplitteris more pronouncedand
abruptly roundedoverthe dorsum.The
pink papershellmaylackmuchof a
wing, andwhenpronounced,it maybe

only slightly roundedandextend
scarcelyabovethedorsum(Hartfield
1988). Lendingfurthertaxonomic
strengthto this speciesdistinction is the
occurrenceof thepink papershellin
lakesandsloughs,while theinflated
heelsplitterhasnot beenfoundin this
habitat.

Thepreferredhabitatof this speciesis
soft,stablesubstratesin slow to
moderatecurrents(Stem1976).It has
beenfound in sand,mud, silt andsandy-
gravel,but not in largegravelor
armoredgravel(Hartfield1988).It is
usuallycollectedon theprotectedside
of barsandmayoccurin depthsover20
feet.The occurrenceof this speciesin
silt may not indicatethat thelife cycle
canbe successfulin thatsubstrate
(Hartfield 1988).Adult musselsmay
survivelimited amountsof silt where
juvenileswould suffocate.The
occurrenceof this speciesin silt maybe
becauseit wasestablishedprior to
depositionof thesilt. -

The inflatedheelsplitter.Potamilus
inflatus,waslistedasacategory2
candidate(ataxonfor which datain the
Service’spossessionindicatelisting is
possiblyappropriate)in thenoticeof
reviewpublishedin theFederalRegister
on May 22, 1984 (49 FR 21664)and
January6, 1989(54FR 554).

Summaryof Factors Affecting the
Species

Section4(a)(1)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct (16U.S.C.1531etseq.)and
regulations(SO CFR part424)
promulgatedto implementthelisting
provisionsof theAct setforth the
proceduresfor addingspeciesto the
Federallists.A speciesmaybe
determinedto beendangeredor
threateneddueto oneor moreof thefive
factorsdescribedin section4(a)(1).
Thesefactorsandtheir applicationto
theinflatedheelsplitter(Potamilus
inflatus) areasfollows:

A. Thepresentor threatened
destruction,modification,or curtailment
of itshabitat or range.The inflated
heelsplitterhistorically occurredin the
Arnite andTangipahoaRivers,
Louisiana;thePearlRiver, Mississippi;
andtheTombigbee,BlackWarrior,
Alabama,andCoosaRivers,Alabama
(Hurd 1974, Stem1976, Hartfield 1988,
1989).It is currentlyknownfrom only
theAmite, TombigbeeandBlack
WarriorsRivers.Only onespecimenhas
beencollectedfrom the Tangipahoa
River, andin arecentsurveyby
Hartfield (1988)no additionalspecimens
werefound.Hartfield foundthe upper
TangipahoaRiverto bemuchsmaller
thanareaswherethis speciesoccursin
otherrivers.The stretchof the
TangipahoaRiverwheretheone

specimenwascollectedhasbeen
severelyerodedin recentyears, -

presumablyby gravelmining (Hartfield
1988).

The inflatedheelsplitterhasbeen
reportedfrom two areason thePearl
River, Mississippi.Onesite wasin the
lower Pearldownstreamof Bogalusa,
Louisiana(Williams pers.comm.1988)
andtheothersitewasnearJackson,
Mississippi (Frierson1911).The exact
collectingsiteis unknownfor both of
theserecords.ThePearlRivernear
Jacksonhasbeenimpactedby pollution,
channelization,andflood control levees
andby animpoundmentfor recreation
andamunicipalwatersupply.The
lower PearlRivernearBogalusahas
beenimpactedby channelerosion,
habitatmodificationfor navigation,and
industrialandurbanpollution (Hartfield
1988). Basedupon thescarcityof records
from theCoosaRiver, Hurd (1974)
doubtedthehistoric occurrenceof this
speciesin thatsystem.It hasnot been
reportedfrom thatsystemsincethe
constructionof impoundmentsfor flood
controlandhydropower.

The typespecimenwasreportedfrom
theAlabamaRiverby Lea (1831)and
hasbeenreportedfrom this sameriver
by others(Conrad1834, Simpson1914).
However, it hasnot beencollectedfrom
theAlabamaRiverin manyyears,
presumablydueto the impoundmentof
that systemfor navigation,flood control,
andhydropower(Hartfield 1989).

The only knownsite for this speciesin
theBlackWarrior Riveris below
Warrior DamnearEutaw,Alabama.A
sinp~especimenwascollectedby Grace
in themid-1970’s(Williams, pers.comm.
1985). A surveyby Servicediversin 1989
foundtwo freshdeadshellsbut no live
individuals.Thespeciesundoubtedly
continuesto survivein theBlack
Warrior RiverbelowWarrior Dam.The
remainderof theBlackWarrior River
hasbeenimpactedby impoundmentfor
navigationsedimentationfrom surface
mining.

The speciescontinuesto survive in
the TombigbeeRiverin at leasttwo
localities,GainesvilleBendwayand
downstreamof JacksonDam.Most of
theTombigbeeRiverwasmodifiedby
constructionof theTennessee-
TombigbeeWaterway.This resultedin
thelossof riverinehabitatby
impoundment,channelization,andflow
diversion.Habitatthatwasoriginally
believedwould continueto support
musselpopulationshasbeendestroyed
by heavyaccumulationsof sediment.
Theonly knownpopulationof the
inflatedheelsplitterin theWaterwayis
belowGainesvilleSpiliway wherethe
normalriver flow, with theexceptionof
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navigationlockages,is releasedfrom
this impoundment(PaulHartfield,
MississippiDepartmentof Wildlife
Conservation,pers.comm.1989).This
hasmaintaineda relativelycleanand
stablehabitatsuitableto thisspecies.

Theonly otherknownpopulationin
the TombigbeeRiveroccurs
downstreamof JacksonDam.In this
stretch,thespecieshasbeencollected
by ServiceandMississippiDepartment
of Wildlife Conservationbiologists at
four sites overa12-river-milearea.
Below thelowermostof thesecollection
sites,no musselswerefoundby surveys
in 1985 and1986by Serviceand
Departmentbiologists,possiblydueto
impactsfromindustrial effluents.The
entireTombigbeeRiverhasbeen
modifiedfor navigationby
impoundmentandchannelization,and
frequentdredgingis requiredto
maintainthenavigationchannel.
Navigationdredgingthreatensthis
populationby thedepositionof spoil on
barsalongthe sidesof the river channel
(Hartfield 1988).This materialwashes
onto musselhabitatbelowthebarsand
maysuffocatemusselsandmake
conditionsunfavorablefor recruitment.

This speciescontinuesto exist in the
Amite Riverwith majorthreatsbeing
gravelmining andproposedchannel
modificationfor flood control.Hartfield
(1989)concludedthat30 percentof the
rangeof this speciesin the AmiteRiver
hadbeenlost since1976,primarily due
to gravelmining. Without protection,
this loss is expectedto continuewith the
intensivegravelmining andresulting
headcuttingthat is ongoing.The Corps
of EngineersandLouisianaDepartment
of TransportationandDevelopmentare
studyingmethodsof flood control on the
Amite River. TheproposedDarlington
Reservoirwould beconstructed
upstreamof existinginflatedheelsplitter
habitat, andtheactualimpoundmentof
thestreammay not impactthis
populationof the species.The impactof
this reservoirwill likely bedetermined
by thetypeandmethodof water
releasesincorporated.A deepwater
releasewould resultin colderwater
temperatures,whichmay interruptthe
life cycle of this mussel.The controlof
waterflows, especiallyduringlow water
levels, couldstrandmusselson dry bars
andmayreducethecapacityofthe river
to flushsedimentsfrommusselhabitat.
An alternativeflood controlmeasure
underconsiderationis thewideningand
channelizationof the AmiteRiver. This
potentialactionwould likely eliminate
theinflatedheelsplitterfrom theAmite
River, leavingthe only populationin the
TombigbeeandBlackWarrior system.

B. Overutilizationfor commercial,
recreational,scientific,or educational
purposes.The speciesis not of
commercialvalueatthis time andany
collecting is likely to be for scientific
purposes.Overcollectionis not
consideredathreat.

C. Diseaseor predation.Diseasesare
not knownfor mussels,although
unexplaineddieoffshaveoccurred.
Predationmay exist to alimited extent
whenmuskratsandraccoonspreyon
mussels.This wouldhaveaminimal
effectsincethis speciesseemsto prefer
deeperwater.

D. Theinadequacyof existing
regulatorymechanisms.Existing laws
areinadequateto protectthis species.It
is not recognizedby Alabamaor
Louisianaasneedinganyspecial~
protection,althoughboth Statesrequire
a scientificcollector’spermit.Collection,
however,is likely to go undetecteddue
to thelimited enforcementpersonnel
availableandhigherpriority demands
on their time. The speciesis not given
any specialconsiderationunderother
environmentallawswhenproject
impactsarereviewed.

E. Othernaturalor manmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.The
knownpopulationsareisolatedfrom
eachotherandapparentlyarelimited in
extent.This couldresultin low genetic
variationandmakethesepopulations
moresusceptibleto environmental
disturbancedueto loss of adaptability.

The Servicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientificandcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuturethreatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto proposethis
rule. Basedon this evaluation,the
preferredactionis to list theinflated
heelsplitterasthreatened.Threatened
statuswaschosenbecausethespecies
still exists in threerivers, andtherange
within two of theseriversconsistsof
reproducingpopulationsthatarewidely
distributedandnot subjectto single
eventimpacts.

Critical Habitat

Section4(a)(3)of the Act, asamended,
requiresthat, to themaximumextent
prudentanddeterminable,theSecretary
proposecritical habitatatthe time the
speciesis proposedto beendangeredor
threatened.TheServicefinds that
designationof critical habitat is not
presentlyprudentfor this speciesdueto
thelackof benefitfrom such
designation.All FederalandState
agencieslikely to be involvedhavebeen
notifiedof thelocationandimportance
of protectingthis species’habitat.No
additionalbenefitswould accruefrom a
critical habitatdesignationthatwould
not accruefrom the listing. Precise

locality dataareavailableto
appropriateagenciesthrough~the
Serviceoffice describedin the
ADDRESSESsection.Protectionof this
species’habitatwill be addressed
throughthe recoveryprocessand
throughthe Section7jeopardystandard.
Therefore,it wouldnot now be prudent
to determinecritical habitatfor the
inflatedheelsplitter.

Available Conservation Measures
Conservationmeasuresprovidedto

specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection,andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
andprivateagencies,groups,and
individuals. TheEndangeredSpecies
Act providesfor possibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Statesandrequiresthatrecovery
actionsbecarriedout for all listed
species.The protectionrequiredof
Federalagenciesandtheprohibitions
againsttakingandharmarediscussed,
in part, below.

Section7(a)of theAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listed asendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitat,if anyis being
designated.Regulationsimplementing
this interagencycooperationprovision
of theAct arecodifiedat 50CFR part
402. Section7(a)(4)requiresFederal
agenciesto conferinformallywith the
Serviceon anyactionthatis likely to
jeopardizethe continuedexistenceof a
propcsedspecies,or resultin
destructionor adversemodificationof
proposedcritical habitat.If a speciesis
listedsubsequently,section7(a)(2)
requiresFederalagenciesto ensurethat
activities they authorize,fund, or carry
out arenot likely to jeopardizethe
continuedexistenceof sucha speciesor
to destroyor adverselymodify its
critical habitat.If aFederalactionmay
affect a listed speciesor its critical
habitat,the responsibleFederalagency
mustenterinto formal consultationwith
the Service.

Federalinvolvement is expectedto
include theEnvironmentalProtection
Agencyin considerationof theClean
WaterAct, pesticideregistration,and
wastemanagementactions.The Corps
of Engineerswill includethis speciesin
projectplanningandoperationand
during thepermitreviewprocess.The
FederalHighwayAdministration will
considerimpactsof bridgeandroad
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cor~structionatpointswhereknown
habitatis crossed.Continuingurban
developmentwithin thedrainagebasins
mayinvolve theFarmersHome
Administrationandtheir loanprograms.

The Actandimplementingregulations
foundat 50 CFR 17.21 and17.31 setforth
aseriesof generalprohibitionsand
exceptionsthatapplyto all threatened
wildlife. Theseprohibitions,in part,
makeit illegal for anypersonsubjectto
thejurisdiction oftheUnitedStatesto
take(includesharass,harm,pursue,
hunt, shoot,wound,kill, trap, or collect;
or to attemptanyof these),import or
export, ship in interstatecommercein
thecourseof commercialactivity, orsell
or offer for salein interstateor foreign
commerceanylistedspecies.It alsois
illegal to possess,sell, deliver,carry,
transport,or ship anysuchwildlife that
hasbeentakenillegally. Certain
exceptionsapplyto agentsof the
ServiceandStateconservation
agencies.

Permitsmaybeissuedto carryout
otherwiseprohibitedactivities involving
threatenedwildlife speciesunder
certaincircumstances.Regulations
governingpermitsareat 50 CFR 17.22,
17.23,and17.32.Suchpermits are
availablefor scientificpurposes,to
enhancethepropagationor survivalof
the species,and/orfor incidentaltakein
connectionwith otherwiselawful
activities.For threatenedspecies,there
arealsopermitsfor zoological
exhibition,educationalpurposes,or
specialpurposesconsistentwith the
purposesof theAct.

Public CommentsSolicited
The Serviceintendsthatanyfinal

actionresultingfrom this proposalwill
be asaccurateandaseffective as
possible.Therefore,commentsor
suggestionsfrom the public, other
concernedgovernmentalagencies,the
scientificcommunity,industry,or any
otherinterestedparty concerningthis
proposedruleareherebysolicited.
Commentsparticularly aresou8h
concerning:

(1) Biological, commercialtrade,or
otherrelevantdataconcerningany
threat(or lackthereof)to this species;

(2) The locationof anyadditional
populationsof this speciesandthe
reasonswhy anyhabitatshouldor
shouldnot bedeterminedto becritical

habitatasprovidedby section4 of the
Act;

(3) Additional informationconcerning
therange,distribution,andpopulation
sizeof this species;and

(4) Currentorplannedactivities in the
subjectareaandtheir possibleimpacts
on this species.

Final promulgationof theregulation
on this specieswill takeinto
considerationthecommentsandany
additional informationreceivedby the
Service,andsuchcommunicationsmay
leadto a final regulationthatdiffers
from this proposal.

TheEndangeredSpeciesAct provides
for apublic hearingon this proposal,if
requested.Requestsmustbereceived
within 45 daysof thedateof publication
of theproposal.Suchrequestsmustbe
madein writing andaddressedto
ComplexField Supervisor(see
ADDRESSESsection).

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act

TheFish andWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
Policy Act of 1969,neednot beprepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto 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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List of Subjectsin 50 CFR Part 17

Endangeredandthreatenedspecies.
Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

ProposedRegulationPromulgation

Accordingly, it is herebyproposedto
amendPart17, SubchapterB of Chapter
I, Title 50 of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,assetforth below:

PART 17—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C.1361—1407;16 U.S.C.
1531—1543;18 U.S.C.4201—4245;Pub.L. 99—
625.100 Stat.3500; unlessotherwisenoted.

2. It isproposedto amend§ 17.11(h)
for animalsby addingthe following, in
alphabeticalorderunder “CLAMS”, to
theList of EndangeredandThreatened
Wildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangered and threatened
wildlife.

(h) * * *
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Species Vertebrate
Historic range populationwhere S~US When

common name Scientific name . endangered or listedthreatened

-

Critical
habitat

Special
rules

Clams

Heelsplitter, inflated (=Alabama) Potamilusinflatus U.S.A. (AL, LA, MS) . NA T NA NA

Dated: October3, 1989.
RichardN. Smith,
ActingDirector, FishandWildlifeService.
[FR Doc. 89—25369Filed 10—26—89;8:45am]
BILUNO CODE 4310-55-M
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