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conceivably increase the populations of
these three species over present levels.

Summary of Factors Affecting the
Specics

After a thorough review and
consideration of all information
available, the Service has determined
that the Palau fantail Riycatcher, the
Pylau ground-dove, and the Palay owl
should be removed from the protection
of the Endengered Species Act of 1973,
as amended. Procedures found at
section 4(a){1) of the Endangered
Species Act {16 U.S.C. 1531 et seg.) and
regulations promulgated to implement
the listing provisions of the Act {50 CFR
Part 424) were followed. A species may
be determined to be an endangered or
threatened species due to one or more of
the five factors described in section
4(a}{1). The data used lo support a
remeval must be the best scientific and
commercial data available to
substantinte that the species is nefther
endangered nor threatened. Fagtors
leading to delisting include extinction,
recovery of the species, or the original
dala for classification were in error. The
faclors in section 4{a){1) and their
application to the Palau fantail
fiycutcher (Rhipidura lepida). the Palau
ground-dove (Gallico/umba canifrons),
and the Palau owl (Pyrrdgiatux] (= Otus)
podlorgina) are as follows:

A. The present or threatened
destruction, modification, or curtailment
of its habitat or range. The three Palau
birds are all forest species. About 75
percent of Palau is forested. and much of
this forest should remain intact in future
years, particularly on the many smal,
inuccessible islands between Koror and
Peleliu. Despite relatively rapid
development at présent, much of the
growth is concentrated around the
capital of Koror and on the upper
savannas of Babeldach, where there has
always been litile forest habitat.

B. Overutilization for commercial,

recreational, scientific, or educational
purposes. None of the three Palai birds
are utilized for these purposes.
Occasienally, the Palau ow! is taken for
a pet, and the Palau ground-dove is
taken incidental to hunting for the
Micronesian pigeon {Ducule oceanica).
These losses are few and are not
considered & threat to the populalion.

C. Disease or predation. Populaiions
of all three species appear to be stable.
and neither disease nor predation is
thought to pose a threat at present.

D. The inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms. All three
species are protected by local
regulations. Recently a ban on personal
possession of firearms was enacled in
Palau, which may further reduce any

illegal taking of these and other bird
species.

F. Other natural or manmade fuctors
affecting its continued existence. There
are no olher known factors that are
affecling the continued existence of the
three Palau specices.

The Service has carefully assessed the
bes! scienlific and commerciul
information available regarding the past,
present. and future threats faced by
these species in determining to make
this rule final. All three species appear
te have recovered on islands damaged
during World War II. The original status
information was meager and more
recent and complete information is now
available. These three Palau species are
presently distributed throughout their -
former habilat and have stable
populations that survive at or near their
respective carrying capacities. Thus,
they no longer meet the definitions of
threatened or endangered species.
Based on this evaluation, the Service
delista the Palau fantail flycatcher.
Palau ground-dave. and Palau owl.

Effects of Rule

The rule merely acknowledges that
the Palau fantail Aycatcher. Palau
ground-dove, and Palau owl are not
threatened with becoming endangered
or in danger of extinclion and that
further prolection under the Act is not
required. Those prohibitions and
conservation measures under the Act,
sections 7 and 9 in particular, are no
longer applicable to these species. As
there were no specific preservation or
conservation measures for thege species
in effect. there will be no impact on any
agency or individuals,

National Environmental Policy Act

The Fish and Wildiife Service has
determined that an Environmental
Assessment, as defined under the
authority of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, need not be prepared
in connection with regulations adopted
pursuant to section 4(a) of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended. A notice outlining the
Service's reasons for this determination
was published in the Federal Register on
October 25. 1983 (48 FR 49244).
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List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and threalened wildiife,
Fish, Marine Mammals. Plants
(agricullure},

Regulation Promulgation
PART 17—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, Part 17, Subchapter B of
Chapter I, Title 50 of the Code of Federai
Regulations, is amended as set forth
below:

1. The authority citation for Part 17
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. 1. 93-205, &7 Stat. B84: Pub,
L. 94-359, 90 Stat. 911; Pyb. L. 95-832, 92 Siat.
3751 Pubh. L. 96-159, 93 Sial. 1225: Pul. L.o97-
304. 86 Stat, 1411 (16 U.S.C. 1531 ef sen.),

§17.11 {Amended]

2. Amend § 17.11(h) by removing the
following, found in alphabetical order
under BIRDS, from the List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife:
Dove, Palau ground; Flycatcher, Pulay
fantail; and Owl, Palau,

Dated: August 27, 1985.

P. Doniel Smith,

Acting Deputy Assistan! Secretary for Fish
and Wildiife and Parks.

{FR Doc. 85-21764 Filed 9-11-85: 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatenad Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Endangered Status and Designation ot
Criticai Habitat for the White River
Spinedace

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ATTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Service determines a
fish, the White River spinedace
(Lepidemeda albivallis), to be an
endangered species and designates jis
critival habitat under the authority
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énntained in the Endangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended. This action is
being taken because five populations of
this species have been climinated and
the remaining two populations have
deciined due to habital destruction
through channelization and diversion of
their spring habitats, and due to the
intreduction of exotic fishes, which
compete with and prey on the White- -
River spinedace. The White River
spingdace ccours in remnant waters of
the pluvial White River system in
seuthern While Pine County and
exireme northeastern Nye County,
Nevada. A determination that the White
River spinedace is an endangered
species and designation of its critical
habitat will implement the protection
provided by the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended.

DAvES: The effective date of this rule is
October 15, 1685.

ADDRESSES: The complete file for this
rule is available for inspection, by
appointment, during norma! business
hours at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Lloyd 500 Building, 500 NE.
Multnomah Street, Suite 1692, Portland,
Qregon 97232,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Wayne S. White, Chief, Division of
Endangered Species, at the above
address (503/231-6131 or FTS 415-6131).
BUPPLEMENTARY {NFORMATION:

Backyround

The While River spinedace
(Lepidomeda alhivailis) was described
by Miller and Hubbs (1560) based on
material collected in 1934. It is one of six
species belonging to the Plagopterini, a
unique tribe of cyprinid fishes noted for
their adaptations to small, swift-water
desert streams. Members of the
Plaguptarini are restricted to the lower
Colorado River system and are
characterized by the possession of two
spinal rays in the dorsal fin and a
reduction in scalation In certain taxa
{Miller and Hubbs 1980, Uyeno and
Milier 1973}. The White River spinedace
is a relatively large species of
Lepidomeda, and ofter attaing a length
of 4 to 5 inches (1013 cm). It can be
distinguished from other species of
- Lepidomeda by its possession of g
phacygeal tooth formula of 54 in the
muin row, typically fewer than 0o
lateral-line scales, a inoderately oblique
rmouth, a dersat fin of moderate height,
and distinctive body coloration. The
species exhibits a bright green tg olive
color dorsally, brassy over bright silver
luteraliy. and silvery-white ventrally.
The head is coppery-red to red on the
sides with gilt reflections on the cheeks
und opercles (Miller and Hubbs 1960j.

The White River spinedace is the only

- representative of the tribe within the

upper White River system of southern
White Pine County and extreme
northeastern Nye County, Nevada.
During pluvial times, 10,000 to 40,000
years ago, the White River was tributary
to the Colorado River by way of the
Vizgin River (Hubbs ef af. 1974). As the
pluvial waters desiccated because of the
more xeric climates, the White River
spinedace was restricted to permanent
walers such as springs or perennial
sections of the White River. Currently,
the White River is dry for much of its
course. In the mid 1900's, the White
River spinedace was known from
Prestun Big, Nicholas, Arnaldson, Cold,
Lund, and Flag Springs as well as from
the White River near its confluence with
Ellison Creek {Miller and Hubbs 1960,
Wiiliams and Wilde 1981),

Presently, viable populations of the
White River spinedace are found only in
Lund Spring and Flag Springs. Lund
Spring is privately owned and Flag
Springs is State owned and within a
wildlife management area. The former
locality contains established
populations of exotic species. Both
spring systems have been altered by
human activities. The primary threats to
the continued existence of the White
River spinedace are the channelization
and diversion of water within the spring
habitats as well as the introduction of
exotic fishes such us guppies (Poeciliy
reticulata), mosquilefish (Gambusia
affinis), and goldfish (Cargssius
aurgatus} into spinedace habitat. The
exotic fishes compete with and, in some
instances, prey on the spinedace.

On December 30, 1982, the Service
published a vertebrate Notice of Review
{47 FR 58454} and included the White
River spinedace as s ciategory 1 species.
Calegory 1 indicates that the Service
has substantial information to support
the bivlogical appropriateness of listing
the species as threatened or endangered.

On April 12, 1983, the Service received
a petition from the Desert Fishes
Council requesting that the White River
spinedace along with 18 other fish
species be added to the List of
Endangered end Threatened Wildlife.
The Service published in the Federal
Register (48 FR 27273) on June 14, 1983, a
finding that the petition presented
substantial information and that the
petitioned action may be warranted,
Publication of the proposed rule on May
29, 1984 (49 FR 22359), constituted the
required 12-month petition finding in
accordance with section 4{b}(3)(ii} of the

LAk
|

Summary of Comments and
Recomrmmendations

In the May 29, 1884, proposed rule (49
FR 22359) and associated notifications,
all interested parties were requested {o
submit factual reports or information
that might contribute to the development
of a final rule. Appropriate State
agencies, county governments, Federal
agencies, scientific organizations, and
other interested parties were contacted
and requested to comment, Newspaper
notice were published in the Ely Daily
Times on June 26, 1984, The Las Vegas
Sun on June 26, 1984, and the Las Vegas
Review Journal on June 13, 1984, which
invited general public comment. Six
comments were received and are
discussed below. No public hearing wag
requested or held.

Supportive comments were received

" from the International Union for

Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources (IUCN), American Society of
Ichthyologists, Nevada Department of
Censervation and Natural Resources
{NDCNR}, and Thomas M. Baugh,
University of Nevada. In addition, a
comment was received from the Nevada
Department of Wildlife (NDOW)
supporling the listing of the Lund Spring
population and the designation of
critical habitat at Lund Spring and

. Preston Big Spring. However, NDOW

withheld support: for the listing of the
Flag Springs popwlation and designation
of critical habitat at Flag Springs. The
Nevada Department of Wildlife felt that
its management of the wildlife.area
afforded the Whife River spinedace
adeguate protection at this site and that
because of its managemen! policies the
population was not endangered. The
Flag Springs population is small and
vulnerable to any habitat disturbance.
In the past, the springs have been
modified and adverse effects to the
species’ habitat have resulted. It is the
position of the Service that State
management of the spinedace habitat is
not sufficient to allow complete '
recovery of the species and its habitat,
Designation of this site as critical
habitat will provide full protection for
the species including future recovery
actions. In addition, due to the
importance of this small site as one of
only two existing locations for the fish,
the exclusion of this site from critical
habitat designation is not considered
prudent.

One oppesing comment was received
from the Regional Planning Commission,
White River County. The main concern
was the effect the rulemaking migHt
have on the private landowners in this
agricultural area. In response to the

i
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above concern, the only activilies that
may be affected by the listing of the
White River spinedace and the
designation of crilicat habitat are
Federal activities that might adversely
affect the species or its critical habitat
and the “taking” of the fish itself, a
prohibition already enforced under the
State of Nevadua's regulations regarding
protected species. Private op county
activities, unless undertaken with
assistance from Federa] sources, will not
be uffected by this rule. and there are no
kriown or anticipaled aclivities
involving Federal funds or permits for
these lands,

Summary of Factors Affecting the
Species

Alter a thorough review and
consideration of all information
available, the Service has determined
that the White River spinedace
{Lepidomeda albi vallis) should be
classified as an endangerced spacies,
Procedures found at segtion 4(a)(1) of
the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C.
1531 e! seq.} and regulalions
promulgated to implement the listing
pravisions of the Act {50 CFR Dart 424}
were followed. A species may be
determined to be an endangered or

- threatened species due to one or more of
the five factors described in section.
4({a}(1). These factors and their
application to the White River .
spinedace (Lepidomeda allhivallis) are
as follows: ‘

A. The present or threatened
destruction, modification, or curtailment
of its habitat or range. When the White
River spinedace was described by Mitler

. and Hubbs in 1960, the species wis
present in large numbers throughout its
range. By 1979, the spinedace wag
considered rare in all localities surveyed
{Hardy 1980). Physical and biological
habitat alteration have Brecipitated thisg
decline. During the latter half of thig
century, agricultural and residential uge
increased within the White River
spinedace range because of the
abundant water supply found there. The
~available suitable habitat for the
spinedace has been reduced by

» channelization of spring flows and the

development of diversian structures

. around outflow creeks, activities that

“made water available for residential and
agricultural uses. Continued
channelization and diversion of the
water supply threatens the remaining
habitat of the White River spinedace.

B. Overutilization for commercial,
recreational, scientific, or edvcational
Purposes. No such threats are known,

C. Disease or predation. Introduction
of exatic fish, such as guppies (Poecilig

reticulata), mosquitofish {Gambusia

affinis), and goldfish (Carassius
quratus). into the aquatic habitals of the
White River spinedace has occurred,
The establishment of guppies and
mosquitofish in habitats occupied by the
White River spinedace has been
particularty harmful. It is thought that
some of these exotic fish prey upon the
spinedice and have led to population
declines. In general, the introduction of
exaiic fishes is usually detrimental 1o
nalive fishes because of competition,
predation, or the introduction of exotic
parasites and discases (Deacon et al.
1964, Hubbs and Deacon 1964).

D. The inadequacy of existing
regilatory mechanisms. The State of
Nevada has placed the White River
spinedace on its Protected Species List.
However, this getion does not provide
protection to the species’ habitat.
Through Federal listing, protection for
the species and its habitat will be
implemented as provided by the
Endangered Species Act.

E. Other natural or manmade factors
affecting its continued existence. The
use of copper sulfate for contral ol zlgae
may have been partly responsible [or

he elimination of the species from
“Prestan Big Spring and may threaten the

remaining populations (Courtenay et af,
ms),

The Service has carefully assessed the
best scientific and commercial
information available regarding the past,
present, and future threats faced by this
species in determining 1o make this rule
final. Based on this evaluation, the
preferred action is to list the White
River spinedace as endangered. The
elimination of five populations, and the
reduction of the remaining two by
channelization and diversjon activities
in their spring habitats, as wel} as
competition and predation from exotic
species, indicate that the species is
imminently threatened with extinction,
Therefore, endangered status s
warranted. The reasons for designation
of critical habitat are discussed below,

Critical Ha bitat

Critical habital, as defined by Section
3 of the Act means: (i) the specific aress
within the géographical area occupied
by a species, at the time it is listed in
accordance with the Act, on which are
found those physical or biological
features (I) essential to the conservation
of the species and (H) that may require
special management considerations or
prolection, and {ii} specific areas outside
the geographical area occupied by a
species at the time it is ligted, upon a
determination that such areas are
essentiai for the conservation of the
species,

Section 4{a}(3) of the Act requires that
critical habitat be designaled 1o the
maximum extent prudent and
determinable cencurrently with the
determinalion that a species is
endangered or threatened, Critical

habitat is being designated for the White -

River spinedace (Lepidomeda albivaliiy)
to include three areas in Nevada.
Preston Big Spring (approximately 4.0
acres) and Lund Spring (approximaiely
1.3 acres) are critical habyjtat areas in
While Pine County and Flag Springs (3.0
acrfggvis located in northeastern Nye
Couftty. Preston Big Spring is included in
the-._jtical habitat designalion as an
area outside the present geographical
runge occupied by the species byt
essential for the species’ conservation
4and within the historic range of the
species. The White River spinedace is
thought to have been extirpated from

is spring shortly before 1980 [Courtnay
ol al. ms). Efforts to reestablish the
spinedace at this recenl historical sile
are planned and are considered
necessary lo increase the species’
numbers, the population numbers, and
the genelic viability of this species.
Constituent elements at all sitas include
consistently high quality cool (65"-70°F)
springs and oulflows with a sufficient
quantity of water, and surrounding land
arcas thal provide vegetation for cover
and habitat for insects and other
invertebrales on which the species
feeds. A precise description of the
critical habitat can be found in the
"Regulations Promulgation" section.

The areas proposed as critical habitat
for the White River spinedace satisfy al]
known criteria for jts ecological,
behavioral, and physiolegical
requirements. The most critical element
to the survival of the spinedace is a
consistent quality and quantity of
springllow. The critical habitat being
designated includes the springs and
associated outflows as well as the
immediately surrounding riparian areas.
These narrow riparian land areas are
essential for vegelative cover that
contribules to the uniform water
conditions preferred by the spinedace
and provides habitat for insects and
other invertebrates that constitute a
substantial portion of the spinedace
diet,

‘Section 4{b}(8) requires, for any
proposed or final regulation that
designates critical habitat, a brief
description and evaluation of those
activities-(public or private} which may
adversely modify such habitat or.may
be affecled by such designation.”
Aclivilies that may adversely aflect the
critical habitat of the White River
spinedace include poliution of the
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ingwaler {such as through the use of
hemicals lo controf algae). introduction
f exotic species, excessive pumping of
vater from nearby aquifers, and further

such as through channelization and
diversion of springflows or clearing of
“the surrounding vegetation).
. Agriculture is the primary activity-on
private lands near the two White Pine
County springs proposed as critical
habitat. The water from these two
prings enters pipes after an open area
near the spring head and is used for
irrigating crop lands. The springs system
on State lands within the proposed
critical habitat is part of the Kirch
wildlife Management Area and is
¥ relatively unmodified. Two
 impoundments occur away from the
i spring heads for wildlife use. Currently,
- there are no known activilies involving
Federa! funds or permits that may affect
; or be affected by the designation of
critical habitat for this species. If &
landowner seeks Federal assistance in
activities such as modification of the
-~ sorings or their immediate outflows the
Federal agency involved must enter Into
consultation with the Service to ensure
that such activities do not adversely
affect the White River spinedace or its
habilat. -
. Section 4(b){2} of the Act requires the
Service to consider economic and other
impacts of designating a particular area
as critical habitat. No additional
information has been received asa
result of the proposed rule on eCOnNOoMuL
or other impacts that might result from
designation of the critical habitat. The
critical habitat area is approximately 8.3
acres and includes three spring systems
and their outflows. One of these spring
areas is owned by the State of Nevada
and has been maintained in a relalively
pristine condition as part of a wildlife
management area. The two other springs
are in privale ownership, There is no
known or anticipated involvement of
Federal funds or permits for the private
and State fands included in the critical
habitat designation. Therefore, no
significant economic or other impacts
are expected as a result of the
cesignation.

Awvaileble Consarvation Measuras

Conservalion measures provided to
species listed as endangered or
- threatesied under the Endangered
Species Act include recognition,
recovery aclions, requirements for
Federal protectior, and prohibitions
against certain practices. Recognition
. through listing encourages and results in
~conservation actions by Federal, State,
‘and private agencies, groups and
individuals. The Endangered Species

 physical modification of the spring areas

Act provides for possible land
dcquisition and cooperation with the
States and requires that recovery
actions be carried out for all listed
species. Such actions are initiated by the
Service following listing, The protection
required of Federal agencies and the
prohibitions against taking and harm are
discussed, in part, bilow. :

Section 7(a} of the Act, a3 amended,
requires Federal agencics to evaluate
their actions with respect to any species
that is proposed or listed as endangered
or threatened and with respect to its
critical habitat, if any is being
designated. Regulations implementing
this interagency cooperation provision
of the Act are codified at 50 CFR Part
402 and are now under revision (see
proposal at 48 FR 29990; June 29, 1083).
Section 7{a}(2} requires Federal agencies
lo ensure that activities they authorize,
fund, or carry out are not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of 2
listed species or destroy or adversely
modify itg critical habitat. If & Federal
action may affect a listed species or its
critical habitat, the responsible Federal
agency must enler into formal
consultation with the Service. No such
Federal involvement is known for White
River spinedace.

The Act and implementing regulations
found at 50 CFR 17.21 set forth a series
of general prohibitions and exceptions
that apply to all endangered wildlife. v
These prohibijtions, in part, muke it
iHegal for any person subject to the
jurisdiction of the United States to take,
import or expori, shipin interstate _
cominerce in the course of & commercial
aclivity, or sell or offer for sale in
interstate or foreign commerce any
listed species. It also is illegal to
possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or
ship any such wildlife that had been
taken illegally. Certain exceptions apply
to agents of the Service and State
conservation agencies.

Permits may be issued to carry out
otherwise prohibited activities involving

. endangered wildlife species under
certain circumstances. Regulations
governing permits are at 50 CFR 17.22
and 17.23. Such permits are gvailable for
scientific purposes, to enhance the
propagation or survival of the species,
and/or for incidental take in connection
with otherwise lawful activities. In some
instances, permits may be issued during
a specified period of time 1o relieve
undue economic hardship that would he
suffered if such relief were not
available.

National Environmental Policy Act

The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that an Environmental
Assessment, as defined by the Naticnal

Environmentul Policy Act of 1965, need
not be prepared in connection with
regulations adopted pursuant to section
4(a) of the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. A notice cutlining the
Service's reasons for this determination
was published in the Federal Register on
October 25, 1983 (48 FR 49244).

Regulatory Flexibility Act and Executive
Order 12201

The Department of the Interior has
determined that designation of critical
habitat for this species will not
constitute a major action under
Executive Order 12291 and certifies that
this designation will not have a
significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities

" under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.5.C. 601 et sa4.). The critical habitat
designation as defined in the proposed
rule did not bring forth economic or
other impacts to warrant consideration
of revising the critical habitat. One
spring included as critical habitat is
located within a wildlife management
area owned by the State and the two
other springs designated as critical
habitat are in private ownership. There
is no known or planned invelvement of
Federal funds or permits for the State
and private lands included in the critical
habitat designation. Also, no direct
costs, enforcement costs, ar information
collection er.recordkeeping
requirements are imposed on small
entities by this designation. These

sdeterminations are based on a -

" Determination of Effects that is

available at the U.S, Fish and Wildlife
Service, at the address found in the
“Addresses” section.
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Regulations Promulgation

PART 17—[AMENDED]
Accordingly, Part 17, Subchapter B of

; i o . Chapter 1, Title 50 of the Code of Federal §17.11 Endangered and threatened :
c rhfﬁ“&f’l‘"y auéh(ér of thlsdfgml ruleis  Rugylations, is amended as sel forth wildlife. y
arol A, Wilson. Endangered Species below: . - . o . :
Staff, at the address in the “ADDRESSES" 1. The authority citation for Part 17 (h)* * ¥
section. continues lo read as follows: . ‘:
Species Vfrtebral?‘ c s 2
s st . pepulaton where . . ; ritical pecal
Common name Scienlilic name rstore rango e'{g‘,’é";,‘l'ffd” > et Yihen fsted “habital fules
FISHES ’ . - - . . Y - -
Spinedace, White RIVET.....cceereiprnrses Lepidomeda aIbivalis ..o WEA NV m e Entire . E 17.95(e) NA
)
3. Amend § 17.95(c), by adding critical Nc»:udn(i N}'L‘nCmml%(. Flag Spri(r;gs alndd 50 CFR Part 32
habitat of the While River spinedace _ associaled outflows plus surrounding lun i e aa "
(Lepidomeda albivallis), as ]fjollow's: The areas fora distance of 50 feet from the Retuge .Specmc Hunting Begulat:ons
‘position of this entry under § 17.95(c} -Springs land ouiﬂow"s within the following Carm‘c!run o ]
will follow the same alphabetical ?Irﬂi!.‘i::]'}'i'\i. R62E. E % of NE % Sec. 32, SW In R Doc. 85-—'21_036. beginning on
sequence as the species oceurs in Y4 of NW Y4 Sec. 33. page 35815, in the issue of Wednesday.
- £ September 4, 1985, make the following -
§17.11. N : :
. corrections:
§ 17.95 Critical habitat—tishand wildiife. ulw 1. On page 35818, first column.
(e}« ¢+ T 4H sixteenth line, “FR 37736" should read
- » * + . 30 1 "FR 38736".
b _ B 6,:{,/4_\\% 2 2 2. On page 35821, first column: A
TR RIVER SPINEDACE (Lepidonedo | /T D a In § 32.22(d)4](i), fifth line. |
“mussleloader” should read
Nevada, White Pine Counlty. Each of the [ : "muzzleloader”.
fo]lowing' springs and ou!fiows. plus b, In § 32.22{d}{4)(iii), third line, insert L
surrounding land areas for a distance of 50 36 n “five” between “last” and “days". :
feet from these springs and outflows: ) .
Preston: Big Spring and associated oulflows — BILLING CODE 1505-01-M i
within T12N. R61E. NE % Sec. 2. TEN
Lund Spring and associated outflows N
within T11N, R62E, NE % of NE % of Sec. 4; b DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 5
. : H
T12N. R62E, § ¥ of SE 4 Sec. 33. : . National Oceanic and Atmospheric i
P LR b Administration ;
TN T 50 CFR Part 658 ;
. N, visk [Docket No. 30316-39]
Gester \ o . T ':N Known constituent elements for all areas of :
3 2 ' critical habital include consislently high Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico
i quality and quanlity of cool springs and their ) . . .
o | ow | o, \ 8 | s | outfows, and surrounding land area that AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Preson) * provide vegetation for cover and habitat for Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce.
15 w3 & 5 | s insects and other invertebrates on whichthe - ACTION; Final rule: technical

22 23 24 19 ZO\‘

3y |Fewn Sgr.

Q 0 172 1mLE
Nprrmrrdd
11 3 4|

species feeds.

* * * . *

|FR Doc. 85-21824 Filed 9-11-85; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

amendment.

no = SUMMARY: NOAA issues this final rule
- i\ D“te‘d: August 13, 1985. implementing a technical amendment 1o
N 333 { 2 @ 2 P. Daniel Smith, the Fishery Management Plan for the
F L Acting Deputy Assistant Secrelary for Fish - Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico
O R R and Wildlife and Parks. {FMP). Paragraph {b} is removed from

§ 658.22, and the terms “field order” and
“order” are replaced by "Notice in the

-
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