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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service -

50 CFR Part 17
RIN 1018-AB38

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants: Proposed Endangered
Status for Dalea Foliosa (Leafy Prairie-
clover)
AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposedrule.

SUMMARY: TheServiceproposesto list
Daleafoliosa (leafyprairie-clover)asan
endangeredspeciesunderthe
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973 (Act),
asamended.This rareplantis presently
knownfrom only onesite in Alabama,
sevensitesin Tennessee,andfour sites
in Illinois. It is threatenedthroughoutits

rangeby habitatalteration;residential,
commercial,or industrialdevelopment;
livestockgrazing;andconversionof its
limited habitatto pasture.This proposal,
if madefinal, would extendthe
protectionof theAct to Dalea foliosa.
TheServiceseeksdataandcomments
fromthe public.
DATES: Commentsfrom all interested
partiesmustbereceivedby May 29,
1990.Public hearingrequestsmustbe
receivedby May 11, 1990.
ADDRESSES: Comments,materials,and
requestsfor npublic hearingconcerning
this proposalshouldbesentto theField
Supervisor,AshevilleField Office, U.S.
FishandWildlife Service,100 Otis
Street,Room 224, Asheville,North
Carolina28801.Commentsand
materialsreceivedwill be availablefor
public inspection,by appointment,
during normalbusinesshoursatthe
aboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. RobertR. Currieat theabove
address(704/259—0321orFTS672—0321).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
Dalea foliosa(Gray)Barneby,a

perennial,is amemberof thepeafamily
(Fabacae)thathasonly beencollected
from Illinois, Tennessee,andAlabama.
Theerect0.5-meter(1.5-foot) tall stems
arisefrom a hardenedroot crown.The
plant’spennatelycompoundalternate
leavesare3.5 to 4.5 centimeters(1.4 to
1.8 inches)long andarecomposedof 20
to 30 leaflets.Thesmall purpleflowers
arebornein densespikesat theendof
thestems(SmithandWofford1980).
Floweringbeginsin lateJuly and
continuesthroughAugust. Seedsripen
by earlyOctober,andtheabove-ground
portion of theplant diessoonafterward.
Thedeadstemsremainerectand
disperseripenedseedsfromlate fall to
earlyspring(BaskinandBaskin1973).

Daleafoliosawasdescribedby Gray
in 1868asPetalostemumfoliosurn(Gray
1868). Barneby(1977) includedthe
speciesof thegenusPetalostemon
(alternativespelling)within his concept
of thegenusDalea,andhis treatmentof
thegroupis followed by theService.

Daleafoliosa is typically found
growingin closeassociationwith the
cedargladesof centralTennesseeand
northernAlabama.However, it seemsto
preferthedeepersoil of the prairie-like
areasalongtheboundariesof, and
within, therocky cedarglades(Smith
andWofford 1980).In Illinois the
speciesis now found only alongthe Des
PlainesRiver, growingin prairie
remnantsthatoccuron thin-soil areas
overlyinglimestone(Kurz andBowles
1981).A descriptionof the species’

statuswithin eachStatewhereit occurs

is providedbelow.

Alabama.

The two knownlocationsfor Dalea
foliosa in Alabamawerediscoveredin
thelate 1960s(BaskinandCaudle1967).
At the time of their discovery,one
population(Franklin County)wassmall
andcontainedonly afew plants.The
otherpopulation(Morgan County)was
relativelylargerandcontainedseveral
hundredindividuals.Smith andWofford
(1980)reportedthat no plantswere
found at theFranklinCountysite during
the1980 field season.Theyfurther
reportedthatwhile theMorganCounty
populationonly supportedabout50
individuals, it appearedto be a healthy,
reproducingpopulation.
Jl]i.nol.s

Daleafoliosawasoriginally known
from six countiesin thenortheastern
portion of theState(Kurz andBowles
1981). Only fourknown populationsare
now left in theState.All arein Will
Countyandaregrowingin prairie
remnantsalongtheDesPlainesRiver.
Historically thespecieswasalso found
in Boone,Ogle,Kane, La Salle,and
KankakeeCounties.The Illinois
Departmentof Conservationrecently
attemptedto reestablishthespeciesat

oneof the historic KankakeeCounty
sites. In thespring of 1988, 105
individuals wereplantedin suitable
habitatat this historic location.The
springandsummerof 1988 werevery
dry in northernIllinois, andonly six
individuals survivedto thefall of 1988
(JohnSchwegman,Illinois Department
of Conservation,personal
communication,1989).it is not known
whetheraviable,reproducing
populationwill becomereestablishedat
this site.

Two of the knownIllinois sitesare
protectedandmanagedby theWill
County ForestPreserveDistrict. A third
site, recentlyrediscoveredby the Illinois
NaturalHistory Survey,is adjacentto
theright-of-way for aproposednew
highway. A portion of thefourth
locationwasi~ecentlydestroyed.The
Will CountyForestPreserveDistrict will
attemptto acquirethis areaandwill
restorethe Daleafoliosapopulation
locatedthere,providedsuitablehabitat
still existsat the site(De Mauro in lift.).

Tennessee

Thefollowing informationon Dalea
foliosa in Tennesseewasprimarily
derivedfromSmith andWofford (1980)
andDr. Paul Somers(Tennessee
Departmentof Conservation,personal -

communication,1989).
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Only 7 populationsof Daleafoliosa
areknownto survive in Tennessee,and
mostof thesepopulationsaresmall,
containingfewerthan30 individual
plants.Historically, theplant was
knownfrom five RutherfordCounty
sites,Oneof thesesiteswasdestroyed
by industrialconstruction,andthe
specieshasnot beenobservedon three
otherRutherfordCountysitesin the
recentpast.In RutherfordCountythe
only known currentlyoccupiedsiteis in
a Statepark, andit contains25 to 30
individuals. Wilson County supportsone
small privately ownedpopulation
containing12 plants.MarshallCounty
hadoneknownDaleafoliosasite, but
thespecieshasnot beenobservedin the
recentpastandis likely extirpatedfrom
the county.DavidsonCountyonce
supportedfour populations.Oneof the
sites ha3boenbulldozedfor
developmentandis consideredto be
lost to the species.Anothersiteis slated
for developmentandis expectedto be
lost, andtwo verysmall populations,
discoveredin 1985, havenot been
observedsincetheir discovery.
Williamson Countysupportsone
populationof thespecies,andmostof
this site hasbeenacquiredthrough
donationby The NatureConservancy
andis protected.However, asmall
portion remainsin privateownership
andcouldbelost. The largestand
healthiestTennesseepopulationis
ownedby theTennesseeValley
Authority andis locatedin Maury
County.This siteis within the flootJpool
of theproposedColumbiaDamproject
andwill be floodedif theprojectis
constructedasoriginally proposed(See
tne “Summaryof FactorsAffecting the
Species”sectionof thisproposedrule
for furtherdiscussionof this project).
TheTennesseeDepartmentof
Conservationconductedasurveyof
over200 cedargladesandcedarglade
remnantsin thecentralbasinof
Tennesseeduring 1987and1988.Despite
this thoroughsearchof mostof the
availablehabitat for Dalecfoliosa,no
newpopulationsof thespecieswere
found.

Federalgovernmentactionson this
speciesbeganwith section12 of the
EndangeredSpeciesActof 19~3(16
U.S.C. 1531et seq.),whichdirectedthe
Secretaryof theSmithsonianInstitution
to prepareareporton thoseplants
consideredto beendangered,
threatened,orextinct.This report,
designatedasHouseDocumentNo. 94—
51, waspresentedto Congresson
January9, 1975.On July1, 1975, the
Servicepublisheda notice(40FR 27823)
that formally acceptedthe Smithsonian
reportasa petitionwithin thecontextof

section4(c)(2)(now section4(b)(3))of
theAct. By acceptingthis report asa
petition, the Servicealsoacknowledged
its intentionto review thestatusof
thoseplant taxanamedwithin the
report.Do/cafoliosa(Petalostemum
foliosum)wasincludedin the
SmithsonianreportandtheJuly 1,1975,
noticeof review.On June16, 1976, the
Servicepublishedaproposedrule (41 FR
24523)to determineapproximately1,700
vascularplant taxato beendangered
speciespursuantto section4 of the Act:
Da/eafoliosawasincludedin this
proposal.

The 1978amendmentsto theAct
requiredthatall proposalsover2 years
old bewithdrawm OnDecember10,
1979(44 FR 70796),theServicepublished
anoticewithdrawingplantsproposed
on June16, 1976.Delcofoliosawas
includedasa category1 speciesin the
revisednoticeof reviewfor native
plantspublishedon December15, 1980
(45FR 82480).CategoryI speciesare
thosefor which theServicehas
information that indicatesthat
proposingto list themasendangeredor
threatenedis appropriate.This species
waschangedto acategory2species
whenthenoticeof reviewfor native
plantswasrevisedin 1983 (48FR 53640)
andagainin 1985 (50FR 39526).

Category2 speciesarethosefor which
the Servicehasinformationthat
indicatesthatproposingto list themas
endangeredor threatenedmay be
appropriatebut for whichsubstantial
dataon biological vulnerabilityand
threatsarenot currentlyknownor on
file to supportthepreparationof rules.
This wasthecasewith Daleafoliosa.
TheServicebelievedthatadditional
searchesof potentialhabitatin central
Tennesseewereneededbeforea
decisioncouldbemadewhetherto
prepareaproposedruleto addthe
speciesto the list ornot.TheService
fundeda surveyin 1979 to determinethe
statusofDc/cafoliosa in Alabamaand
Tennessee;afinal report on this survey
wasacceptedby theServicein 1980. A
reportsummarizingthestatusof the
speciesin Illinois wascompletedby
Kurtz andBowlesin 1981.During the
1987and1988 field seasons,personnel
with theTennesseeDepartmentof
Conservationconductedanextensive
inventoryof cedargladesin central
Tennessee.Over200 sites werevisited
duringthis inventory,andno additional
populationsof Daleafoliosawere
discovered.

Section4(b)(311B1of theAct, as
amendedin 1982,requirestheSecretary
to makecertainfindingson pending
petitions within 12 monthsof their
receipt.Section2(b)(1)of the1982

amendmentsfurtherrequiresthat all
petitionspendingon October13, 1962.
be treatedashaving’beennewly
submittedon that date.This wasthe
casefor Dc/cafoliosabecauseof the
acceptanceof the 1975Smithsonian
reportasa petition. In 1983.1984, 1985,
1986,1987,1988,and1989,theService
foundthatthepetitionedlistingof Do/ca
foliosawaswarrantedbut precludedby
otherlistingactionsof ahigherpriority
andthatadditionaldataon vulnerability
andthreatswerestill beinggathered.
Publicationof this proposalconstitutes
thefinal 1-yearfinding.

Summary of FactorsAffecting the
Species

Section4(a)(1)of the Act and
regulations(50 CFR part 424)
promulgatedto implementthelisting
provisionsof theActsetforth the
proceduresfor addingspeciesto the
Federallists.A speciesmaybe
determinedto beanendangeredor
threatenedspeciesdueto oneor moreof
the five factorsdescribedin section
4(a)(1).Thesefactorsandtheir
applicationto Dc/cafoliosa (Gray)
Barneby(leafyprairie-clover)
(=PetalosternumfoliosumGray) areas
follows:

A. Thepresentor threatened
destruction,modification,or curtailment
ofits habitatarrange.All but 3 of the12
knownpopulationsof Do/cafoliosaare
threatenedwith destructionoradverse
modiflcationof their habitat.Theplant
is bestprotectedin Illinois, wheretwo
of thefour sitesarebeingmanagedto
protectthe species.Oneof the Illinois
sitescouldbeadverselyaffectedby
constructionof aproposedhighway.
However,with properplanningand
appropriatecareduringactual
construction,it should bepossibleto
protectthis population.The fourth
Illinois populationhasbeenpartially
destroyed,andit is not known if thesite
canbeprotectedandthe Do/cafoliosa
populationrestoredto its original
condition (DeMauro in litt., Kurz and
Bowles 1981).

The FranklinCounty,Alabama,
populationwasapparentlydestroyedby
a seriesof constructionactivitiesthat
includedroad-widening,associated
constructionand,later, installationof an
undergroundpipeline(CaryNorquist,
Service,personalcommunication,1989).
The smallMorgan County,Alabama,
populationis vulnerableto lossor
alterationby residentialconstructionor
conversionto livestockpasture(Smith
andWofford 1960).

Two of Tennessee’ssevencurrently
confirmedpopulationsarepartially
protected.Most of the only Williamson
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Countypopulationhasbeenacquiredby
TheNatureConservancythrough
donationandis therebyprotectedfrom
destructionoralterationof its habitat.
Theportion of this populationthat is
privately ownedandunprotected
remainsvulnerableto loss in the future.

The bestandlargestTennessee
populationis locatedon land ownedby
theTennesseeValley Authority (TVA)
in MauryCounty.This sitewasacquired
asapartof theColumbiaDamproject
area.

Completionof this projecthasbeen
delayedwhile TVA hasbeenpursuinga
musselconservationplanaimedat
a~oiding jeopardyto federally listed
endangeredmusselsthat inhabit the
projectimpact area.Severalalternatives
to theoriginal projectarecurrently
beingevaluatedby theTennessee
Valley Authority (TennesseeValley
Authority 1988).Thesealternatives
rould involve lower floodpool levels
than originally proposed.Shouldtheybe
chosen,thealteredprojectwould have
no impacton theDaleafoliosa
population.If thefull-pool alternativeis
implemented,theMaury County
populationwill beinundated.

DavidsonCountyhasfour recorded
occurrencesfor Daleafoliosa. Oneof
thesehasrecentlybeenbulldozedin
preparationfor developmentof the site.
The TennesseeDepartmentof
ConservationandtheCenterfor Plant
Conservationareattemptingto put the
fewplantsremainingatthis location
into cultivation in orderto ensurethat
thegeneticmaterialthey containis not
lost. Two sites discoveredin 1985 are
verysmall andhavenot beenobserved
to supportanyplantssincethe original
discovery.

An earlyreport that thespecies
occurredin Knox countywasapparently
basedupon thecollectionof aspecimen
from atransplantedpopulation.The
specieswasnot nativeto Knox County,
andthetransplantedpopulationhas
died out.

All of theknownDaleafoliosa
locationsarethreatenedby the
encroachmentof morecompetitive
herbaceousvegetationand/orwoody
plants,suchascedar,thatproduce
shadeandcompetefor limited water
andnutrients.Active managementis
requiredto ensurethatthespecies
continuesto surviveat all sites.In
Illinois, experimentson the useof fire to
maintaintheavailablehabitat in a
conditionconduciveto Do/cafoliosaare
beingevaluated.Thespeciesdoesnot
surviveintensivelivestockgrazing(Kral
1983), andthis factorremainsa threatto
all but the threeprotectedandthetwo
urbanpopulations.Directdestructionof
habitat for commercial,residential,or

industrialdevelopmentandintensive
right-of-waymaintenanceactivitiesare
the mostsignificant threatsto the
speciesat this time (SmithandWofford
1980).

B. Overiitilization for commercial,
recreational,scientific,or educational
purposes.Thereis little or no
commercialtradein Daleafoliosaat
this time. Most populationsarevery
smallandcannotsupportcollection of
plantsfor scientificor otherpurposes.
Inappropriatecollecting for scientific
purposesor asanovelty is a potential
threatto the species.

C. Diseaseorpredation.Diseaseand
predationarenot known to befactors
affectingthecontinuedexistenceof the
speciesat this time.

D. Theinadequacyof existing
regulatorymechanisms.Do/cafoliosa is
listedasanendangeredplant in
TennesseeunderthatState’sRarePlant
Protectionand ConservationAct. This
protectsthespeciesfrom takingwithout
thepermissionof the landowneror land
manager.In Illinois, thespeciesis listed
asendangeredby theIllinois
Departmentof Conservation’sOrder
154. Although this is anofficial listing, it
doesnot provide anylegalprotection.In
Alabama,thespeciesdoesnot receive
anyprotectionby theState.

Shouldthespeciesbeaddedto the
Federallist of endangeredand
threatenedspecies,additional
protectionfrom takingwill beprovided
to theonepopulationon Federalland
andto theotherpopulationswhen the
taking is in violation of anyStatelaw,
including Statetrespasslaws.Protection
from inappropriatecommercialtrade
would alsobeprovided.

E. Othernaturalor manmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.The
only otheradditionalfactorsthat
threatenDaleafaliosoaretheextended
droughtconditionsthat thespecieshas
facedduringthepastfew years.The
extremelydry summerof 1988 is
probablyresponsiblefor thelow
survivalrateof plantsreintroducedto
oneof theKankakeeCounty, Illinois,
locations.Only 6 of 105plants
transplantedto thesitesurvivedto the
endof thesummer.Theseconditions
canbeexpectedto becausinghigher
thannormalmortality of seedlingsin the
naturalpopulationsandcould, if they
continueoveranextendedperiodof
time, haveanadverseeffecton the
survivalof Do/cafoliosci.

The Servicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientificandcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuture threatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto proposethis
rule. Basedon this evaluation,the
preferredactionis to list Do/cafoliosa

asan endangeredspecies.With only 12
relativelysmallpopulations,and9 of
thesethreatenedwith destructionor
adversemodificationof thehabitat,and
all populationsin needof long-term
management.a classificationof
endangeredis commensuratewith the
definition of “endangeredspecies”
foundin section3(6)of the Act. Critical
habitatis not beingdesignatedfor the
reasonsdiscussedbelow.

Critical Habitat

Section4(a)(3)of theAct, asamended,
requiresthat, to themaximumextent
prudentanddeterminable,theSecretary
proposecritical habitatat the time the
speciesis proposedto beendangeredor
threatened.Most populationsof this
speciesaresmall, andlossof evena few
individuals to activities suchas
collectionfor scientificpurposescould
extirpatethespeciesfrom some
locations.Taking,without permits, is
prohibitedby theAct from locations
underFederaljurisdiction;however,
only oneof the knownpopulationsis
underFederaljurisdiction.Therefore,
publicationof critical habitat
descriptionsandmapswouldincrease
thevulnerabilityof thespecieswithout
significantlyincreasingprotection.The
ownersandmanagersof all theknown
populationsof Do/cafoliosohavebeen
madeawareof theplant’s locationand
of theimportanceof protectingthe plant
andits habitat.Protectionof this
species’habitatwill beaddressed
throughtherecoveryprocessand
throughtheSection7 jeopardystandard.
No additionalbenefitswould resultfrom
a determinationof critical habitat.
Therefore,theServiceconcludesthat it
is not prudentto designatecritical
habitat for Do/cafoliosa.

Available ConservationMeasures

Conservationmeasuresprovidedto
specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedunderthe Endangered
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.Such actionsareinitiatedby the
Servicefollowing listing. The protection
requiredof Federalagenciesandthe
prohibitionsagainsttakingare
discussed,in part,below.
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Section7(a)of theAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listedasendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitat,if anyis being
designated.Regulationsimplementing
this interagencycooperationprovision
of theAct arecodifiedat 50 CFR part
402.Section7(a)(4)requiresFederal
agenciesto conferinformally with the
Serviceon anyactionthat is likely to
jeopardizethecontinuedexistenceof a
proposedspeciesor resultin the
destructionor adversemodificationof
proposedcritical habitat.If a speciesis
subsequentlylisted,section7(a)(2)
requiresFederalagenciesto ensurethat
activities theyauthorize,fund,or carry
out arenot likely to jeopardizethe
continuedexistenceof sucha speciesor
to destroyor adverselymodify its
critical habitat.If a Federalactionmay
affect a listedspeciesor its critical
habitat,theresponsibleFederalagency
mustenterinto formalconsultationwith
the Service,

All but oneof theknownpopulations
ofDaleafoliosaareon privatelyowned
or State-ownedland.OneTennessee
populationis onlandownedby the
TennesseeValley Authority. The
populationis within theimpoundment
areaof a proposeddamproject.For
furtherinformationon this projectand
its effectson Da/eafuliosa,seethe
“Background”and“Summaryof Factors
Affecting theSpecies”sectionsof this
proposedrule. Oneof the Illinois
populationsis nearthe right-of-wayof a
federally funded highway.TheIllinois
Departmentof Conservationandthe
Will County ForestPreserveDistrict are
workingwith the Illinois Departmentof
Transportationto ensurethat
constructionof thehighwaydoesnot
resultin the lossor significantalteration
of’ this population.

TheAct andits implementing
regulationsfoundat 50 CFR 17.61, 17.62,
and17.63 setforth aseriesof general
tradeprohibitionsandexceptionsthat
applyto all endangeredplants.All trade
prohibitionsof section9(a)(2)of theAct,
implementedby 50 CFR 17.61,apply.
Theseprohibitions,in part,makeit
illegal for anypersonsubjectto the
jurisdiction of theUnitedStatesto
import or export, transportin interstate
or foreign commercein thecourseof a
commercialactivity, sell or offer for sale
this speciesin interstateor foreign
commerce,or to removeandreduceto
possessionthespeciesfrom areasunder
Federaljurisdiction.In addition,for
listedplants,the1988amendments(Pub.
L. 100—478)to the Act prohibit the
maliciousdamageor destructionon

Federallandsandthe removal,cutting,
diggingup, or damagingor destroyingof
listedplantsin knowingviolation of any
Statelawor resolution,including State
criminal trespasslaw. Certain
exceptionsapplyto agentsof the
ServiceandStateconservation
agencies.The Actand50 CFR 17.62and
17.63 alsoprovidefor theissuanceof
permitsto carryout otherwise
prohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredspeciesundercertain
circumstances.It is anticipatedthat few
tradepermitswould everbe soughtor
issuedbecausethespeciesis not
commonin cultivationor in the wild.
Requestsfor copiesof theregulationson
plantsandinquiries regardingthem may
beaddressedto theOffice of
ManagementAuthority, U.S. Fishand
Wildlife Service,P.O. Box 3507,
Arlington. Virginia 22203—3507(703/358—
2104).

Public CommentsSolicited

The Serviceintendsthatany final
actionresultingfrom this proposalwill
beasaccurateandasaffectiveas
possible.Therefore,commentsor
suggestionsfrom thepublic, other
concernedgovernmentalagencies,the
sci’~entificcommunity, industry,orany
otherinterestedparty concerningthis
proposedruleareherebysolicited.
Commentsparticularly aresought
concerning:

(1) Biological,commercialtrade,or
otherrelevantdataconcerningany
threat(or lackthereof)to Do/cafo/icrsa;

(2) Thelocationof anyadditional
populationsof Daleafoliosa andthe
reasonswhy anyhabitatshould or
shouldnot be determinedto becritical
habitatasprovidedby section4 of the
Act;

(3) Additional informationconcerning
therangeanddistributionof this
species;and

(4) Currentor plannedactivitiesin the
subjectareaandtheir possibleimpacts
on Da/eafo/iosa.

Final promulgationof the regulation
on Do/eufoliosawill takeinto
considerationthecommentsandany
additionalinformationreceivedby the
Service,andsuchcommunicationsmay
leadto adoptionof afinal regulation
thatdiffers fromthis proposal.

TheEndangeredSpeciesAct provides
for apublic hearingon this proposal,if
requested.Requestsmustbefiled within
45 daysof thedateof this proposal.
Suchrequestsmustbemadein writing
andaddressedto theField Supervisor,
AshevilleField Office, U.S.Fishand
Wildlife Service,100 Otis Street,Room
224, Asheville,NorthCarolina28801.

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act

TheFish andWildlife Servi’cehas
determinedthat an Environmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authority of 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 the Federal Registeron
October25, 1983 (48 FR 49244).
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List of Subjectsin 50 CFR Part 17

Endangeredandthreatenedspecies,
Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

ProposedRegulation Promulgation

Accordingly, it is herebyproposedto
amendpart17, subchapterB of chapter
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I, title 50of theCodeof Federal Authority:16 U.S.C. 1361—1407;16 U.S.C. orderunderFabaceaeto theList of
Regulations,assetforth below: 1531—1543;16 U.S.C.4201—4245;Pub.L 99— EndangeredandThreatenedPlants:

625. 100 Stat.3500 (1986).unlessotherwise
PART 17—(AMENDEDJ noted.

.

§ 17.12 Endangered andthreatened
plants.

1. The authority citation for part 17 2. lt is proposedto amend§ 17.12(h)
continuesto readas follows: by addingthefollowing, in alphabetical

*

(h) * *

Species
— —--— — —‘--——— Historic range

Scientific name Commonname
Status Whenlisted ~‘i8~ Specialhab’tat rules

Fabaceae—Peafamily:

Da/ea foliosa 1=Petalostei’num to. Leafy prairie-clover U S.A. (AL. IL, TN) E NA NA
liosum).

Dated:February28, 1990.

Richard N. Smith,
ActingDirector. US.Fish and Wildlife
Service.
[FR Doc. 90—6814Filed3—20-90; 8:45 aml
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