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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Proposed Endangered
Status for Ptilimnium nodosum
AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposedrule.

SUMMARY: The Serviceproposesto list
Ptilimnium nodosuin(harperella)asan
endangeredspecies,undertheauthority
of theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,
asamended(Act). This annualis a
relativeof thecarrotandoccursin
Alabama,Georgia,NorthandSouth
Carolina,WestVirginia, andMaryland.
P.nodosumhasbeeneliminatedfrom
overhalf of its knownhistorical
populationsites rangewide.None of the
tencurrentlyknown viablepopulations
is in Federalownershipor other
permanentlyprotectedstatus,although
The NatureConservancyhasan
easementon onepopulationin West
Virginia andis trying to protect
populationsin otherStates.

This proposal,if madefinal, would
implementFederalprotectionprovided
by theAct for Ptiinniium nodosum.The
Serviceseeksdataandcommentsfrom
the public on this proposal.
DATES: Commentsfrom all interested~
partiesmustbereceivedby April 25,
1988.Publichearingrequestsmustbe
receivedby April 11, 1988.
ADDRESSES: Commentsandmaterials
concerningthisproposalshouldbesent
to Field Supervisor,EcologicalServices
Field Office, 1825Virginia Street,
Annapolis,Maryland21401.Comments
andmaterialsreceivedwill beavailable
for public inspection,by appointment,
duringnormalbusinesshoursat the
aboveaddress.
FOR FURTHER IHFORMAT~ONCOHTACT
JudyJacobs,EndangeredSpecies
Biologist (see“ADDRESSES” section)
(301/269—5448).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Background
In 1902Dr. RolandM. Harper

discovereda previouslyunknownplant
growingin ashallowpinelandpondin
SchleyCounty,Georgia.Threeyears
later,Dr. Harpercollectedwhat
appearedto be asecond,closelyrelated
speciesfrom arocky streambedin
DeKalb County,Alabama.Theseplants
werenamedHarpereianodosaand
Harperellafluviatilis respectively,in
honorof their discoverer(Rose1905,
1911).Mathias(1936)notedthatdespite

their verydifferent isafstructure,these
plantswerenot genericallydistinctfrom
membersof thegenusPtiiirnnium. Thus,
theybecamePtilimnium nodosumand
P. fluviatfie, althoughthey arestill
referredto by the commonname,
harperella.

In arecentexaminationof thesetaMe.
Kral (1981)concludedthattheir
observabledifferencesin morphology
andphenologywereverylikely dueto
environmentalfactors,ratherthanto
inherentgeneticdifferences.This is
supportedby theobservationthatboth
formshavesixchromosomepairs
(Easterly1957).Kral (1981)observed
thattheriverineform, P. fluviatile. is
shorteranddevelopsrootsat thenodes,.
probablybecausetheplantsare
frequentlyinundatedandtoppledby
swift-flowing waterin thestrean
situationstheyinhabit. Conversely,the
taller,erectandnon-prolifereusplants
referredto asP. nodosumoccur in the
fringe of grassandsedgearoundponds,
wheretheyarelesslikely to beknocked
downby floodwaters.Thatthese
morphologicaldifferenceswere
environmentallyinducedwas
particularly evidentto Kral (1981)in the’
Little Riverpopulationof “P. fluvie’~lle”
in A1abama~there,,theplantsfroni the
higherseepareas,whereflooding is
infrequent,weremoreclearlyassignabre
to the“P. nodosuin” type.Differencesin
floweringtime betweenthe pondand
river forms,is alsolikely dueto
environmentalfactors,suchas
differencesin temperatureandtimeof
flooding(L Kral, VanderbiltUniversity,.
pers.comm.,19S7~.Becausethereisno
apparentway to take into accounttheir
variationandyettadistinguishthe two
taxa,Kral (1~81Jsynonymizedthetwo
underP. nodasum,theearliername.In
thisproposed.rule, the Servicefollows
Kral~streatment;thus,referencesto P.
rwdoswi~will bemeantto includeP~
fluviatiLe,unlessotherwiseindicatesk

R noth,surn,anannualplant, is a
memberof thecarrotfamily (Apiaceae)
thatgrowsto aheightof 0.2—1.0meter.
Unlike those’of themorecommon
members.ofthisgenus.theleavesofP~
nodosumarereducedto hollow, quill-
like structures.Thesmallwhite flowers
occurin headsnotunlike thoseof
“QueenAnneslace” (DaucuscamEo),
andmayappearfrom May to frost.P
nodosumtypically occursin two habitM’
types:(1) Rockyor gravelshoalsand
marginsof clear,swift-flowing strease
sections,and(2) the edgesof
intermittentpinelandpondsor low, wet
savannahmeadowsin thecoastalplain
(Kral 1983).In Georgia,theonly known
extantpopulationoccurson agranite
outcropseep.Thisseeminglyatypical
settingactuallyhasawaterregimenot’

unlikethatof morecharacteristicpond
!rePñtatfor this plant (Rawinskiand
Cassin1986).

Harperellais alwaysfoundon
saturatedsubstratesandreadily
toleratesperiodic,moderateflooding.
This tolerancemay, in fact,beof key
ifipeetanceto theplant’ssurvival, for
few potentialcompetitorsareadaptedto
suchwaterfluctuations.In riverine
situations,short-durationspringfloods
annuallyscourthegravelbarsorrock
creviceswhereP. nodosumgrows,
preventingsubstantialsoil
accumulationsin which weedy
competitorsmight gain afoothold. When
floodwaterssubsideharperellaseeds
gernnnata~shallow,rocky areasand
completetheir life cyclewith theirroot
systasnssubmergedor saturated.
Similarly, pondsitesarenormallyfull of
waterin the springand,dependingon
the rainfall, oftenwell into the summer.
Theplantshavecompletedtheir life
cycle by late summeror fall, when the
pondsareoftendevoidof standing
waterandcompetingspecieshave
me’vul in. As in theriverinesituation,it
appearsthatP.nodosumhassurvived
by ifs adaptationto changingwater
leve~that few otherplantscan tolerate.

Becauseof its veryspecifichabitat
requirements,harperellacanbeeasily
extirpatedfrom anareaevenby
seeminglyminor perturbations.In
riverinesituations,for example,
prolangeàor intensifiedflooding, asa
reau4fof upstreamland usechanges,
couldwa~awayits substrateandits
seedbank.Conversely,reductionsor
lackof flooding, asfromupstream
impoundments,coulddecreasethe
species’competitiveedgeovermore
semonstreamsideplants.In pond
situations,ditchinganddrainingfor
irri~tionand/oragriculturewould be of
obvicusdetrimentto harperella.
Conversionto permanentpondscould
alweliminatethis species.Additional
threstsfacingP.nodosuminclude
siltation of its streamhabitat from
constructionandmining activities
upstream.habitat lossresultingfrom
henkstabilizationandlandowner
aset~waterfront,andwaterquality
de~adetionfrom excessivenutrient
loadingof streams.

Becauseharperellagenerallyoccursin
seseswith ahigh potentialfor human
use, thesethreatshavealready
impactedP. nodosum at various
locationsthroughoutits range.In
Alabama.oneof thethreeknown
historicsitesfor thespeciesis undera
res~v~a~danotherhasbeen
el~ina1edbyexcessivesiltation and
waterquality degradation(R. Kral, pers.
~~rpers. abs.).Numerouscoastal
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plain pondsin SouthCarolinaand
Georgia,includingthetype locality,
havebeendrainedorotherwiseseverely
disturbed.In WestVirginia, ten
thousandplantsweredestroyedin 1984
by constructionatahousing
subdivision.Throughoutits range.over
50 percentof theknownharperella
populationshavebeendestroyed.

Stateheritageprogramsand
interestedindividuals haveconducted
intensivesearchesfor P.nodosum.In
West Virginia, over260miles of stream
habitat,comprisingnearlyall the
suitablehabitatsin the State,havebeen
checked(R. Bartgis,WestVirginia
NaturalHeritageProgram,pers.comm.,
1987); inMarylandalso,surveyshave
beenmadeof nearlyall known suitable
habitatsfor thespecies(D. Boone,
MarylandHeritageProjectpers.comm.,
1987),andin SouthCarolina,atotal of
360 coastalplain pondshavebeen
examinedin aneffort to locatethis plant
(D. Rayner,SouthCarolinaHeritage
Trust, pers.comm.,1987).In Georgia
extensivesearcheshavebeenmadeof
bothgraniteoutcropsandcoastalplain
ponds(T. Patrick,GeorgiaNatural
HeritageInventory;R. Carter,Valdosta
StateCollege,pers.comms.,1987).
GeorgiaandAlabamasectionsof the
Little Riverhavealsobeenchecked(U.
Whetstone,JacksonvilleState
Universitypers.comm.,1987).Despite
thesesearches,Ptilimniumnodosumis
presentlyknown from only ten
populationsrangewide.Theseinclude
six streampopulations,in Alabama(De
KaIb Co.), Maryland(AlleganyCo.),
North Carolina(oneeachin Granville
andChathamCos.)andWestVirginia
(two MorganCo.) andfourpond
populations,inGeorgia(oneknown
extant,in GreeneCo.)andSouth
Carolina(threeviablepopulationsin
Aiken andSaludaCos. Thespeciesmay
bepresentin smallnumbersat two
additionalsites,but its presencehasnot
beenconfirmedrecentlyand theseare
not consideredto havelong-term
viability). Streampopulationstypically
consistoftensof thousandsof
individualspatchilydistributedalong
shortstreamsections.Locationof these
patchesandnumberof individuals may
changefrom yearto year.Pond
populationsaremorespatially
predictableandtypically numberin
hundreds.However,numbersof
individuals in thesepopulationstoo may
fluctuateconsiderablyfromyearto year.

FederalGovernmentactionson this
speciesbeganasa resultof section12 of
theEndangeredSpeciesActof 1973,
whichdirectedtheSecretaryof the
SmithsonianInstitutionto preparea
reporton thoseplantsconsideredto be

endangered,threatened,orextinct.This
report(HouseDocumentNo, 94—51)was
presentedto Congresson January9,
1975.

TheServicepublisheda notice in the
July 1, 1975 FederalRegister(40FR
27823),of its acceptanceof thereportof
the SmithsonianInstitution asapetition
within thecontextof section4(c)(2)
(petitionprovisionsarenowfoundin
section4(b)(3))of theAct andits
intentiontherebyto review thestatusof
theplant taxanamedtherein.OnJune
16, 1976,the Servicepublisheda
proposalin theFederalRegister(41 FR
24523),to determineapproximately1,700
vascularplant taxato beendangered
speciespursuantto section4 of theAct.
Ptiliinnium nodosum(andP.fluviatile)
wereincludedin theJuly 1, 1975,and
June16, 1976FederalRegister
documents.Generalcommentsreceived
in relationto the1978proposalwere
summarizedin anApril 28, 1978, Federal
Registerpublication(43FR 17909).The
EndangeredSpeciesAct Amendmentsof
1978 requiredthat all proposalsover2
yearsold bewithdrawn.A 1-yeargrace
periodwasgiven to proposalsalready
over2 yearsold. In theDecember10,
1979FederalRegister(44FR70796),the
Servicepublisheda noticeof
withdrawalof theJune8, 1976,proposal.
alongwith fourotherproposalsthathad
expired.

On December15, 1980,theService
publishedin theFederalRegistera
revisedNoticeof ReviewforNative
Plants(45FR 82480).P. nodosumandP.
fluviatile wereincludedin thatnoticeas
Category2 species.Category2 includes
thosetaxafor which listing as
endangeredor threatenedspeciesmay
bewarrantedbutfor whichsubstantial
dataon biological vulnerablityand
threatsis notcurrentlyknownor onfile
to supportproposedrules.OnNovember
28, 1983,theServicepublishedin the
FederalRegistera supplementto the
Notice ofReviewfor NativePlants(48
FR 53640);theplantnoticewasagain
revisedSeptember27, 1985(50 FR
39526).PtilimniumnodosumandP.
fiuviatile wereincludedin bothof these
revisionsasCategory2 species.As
statedabove,theServicenow considers
theseto bea singlespecies,Ptilirnniwn
nodosum.

In 1985theServicecontractedwith
The NatureConservancy’sEastern
RegionalOffice to conductstatussurvey
work on Ptilirnnium nodosum(1nchmdin~
P.fluviatile) andseveralotherFederal
candidatespecies.Their-report
(RawinskiandCassin1986)andother
informationindicatethatP. nodosum
andP.fiuviatfleareappropriately
considereda singletaxon,that the

numberof extantsitesfor P. nodosum
hasdeclinedsignificantly,andthat there
is ahigh degreeof threatto remaining
populations.

Section4(b)(3)(B)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct, asamendedin 1982,
requirestheSecretaryto makecertain
findings onpendingpetitionswithin 12
monthsof their receipt.Section2(b)(1)of
the 1982amendmentsfurtherrequires
that all petitionspendingon October13,
1982, betreatedashavingbeennewly
submittedon that date.This wasthe
casefor Ptiimniumnodosum,because
the 1975 Smithsonianreporthadbeen
acceptedasa petition. On October13,
1983; October12, 1984; October11, 1985:
October10,1986; andOctober11, 1987,
theServicefoundtht thepetitioned
listing ofPtilimnium nodosumwas
warrantedbutprecludedby otherlisting
actionsof a higherpriority andthat
additionaldataon vulnerabilityand
threatswerestill beinggathered.
Publicationof thisproposalconstitutes
thefinal 1-yearfinding thatis required
on the petition.

Summaryof FactorsAffectingthe
Species

Section4(a)(1)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct (16 U.S.C.1513etseq.)and
regulations(50CFRPart424)
promulgatedto implementthe listing
provisionsof theAct setforth the
proceduresfor addingspeciesto the
Federallists.A speciesmaybe
determinedto beanendangeredor
threatenedspeciesdueto one or moreof
the five factorsdescribedinsection
4(a)(1).Thesefactorsandtheir
applicationtoPtilimniumnodosum
(Rose)Mathias(harperella)areas
follows:

A. ThePresentor Threatened
Destruction, Modification, or
CurtailmentofitsHabitator Range

Theeffectsofhumanactivities upon
thehabitattypesin which Ptiimnium
nodosumoccurshaveresultedin the
permanenteliminationof theplant and
its habitatinmany locationsthroughout
its range.In Alabama.siltation,
eutrophicationandanimpoundment
haveeliminatedtheplant from two of its
threeknownhistoric localities.In
GeorgiaandSouthCarolina,at least
four Ptilirnnium nodesurn populations
were obliteratedwhenthepondsthey
inhabitedweredrainedandconverted
to agricultureorotherwiseseverely
disturbed.Of thefive populations
knownto remainin SouthCarolina,two
havebeensoseverelydisturbedthat
theyareno longerconsideredviable(D.
Rayner,pers.comm.).In WestVirginia,
anestimatedtenthousandharperella
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plantswere recentlydestroyedduring
constructionof a vacation’home
subdivision(Rawinski andCassin1986).
Approximately90 percentof theplants
remainingat this sitearenow restricted
to a300-footsectionof stream,where
theyarevulnerableto tramplingand/or
streamsidealterations.

Othercasesof habitatdisruptionmay
be lessobviousyetno lessdetrimental
to theplants.Harperellapopulations
occurringat Harper’sFerry,West
Virginia andat Hancock,Marylandin
theearly1900’shavebeeneliminated,
possiblyin associationwith the
operationof theChesapeake& Ohio
Canal.Waterquality degradationmay
alsobe threateningcertainstream
populationsof harperella.Thestretchof
the Little Riverin whichit occursin
Alabamamaybereceivingboth
excessivenutrientloadingfrom
insufficientsewagetreatmentandacid
runoff from unreclaimedsurfacemines.
Thispopulationis alsothreatenedby
the existenceupstreamof two unstable
impoundmentsthat couldbreakand
eliminateordegraderemaining
harperellahabitat inAlabama(D.
Whetstone,pers.comm).Maryland’s
oneknownharperellapopulationwas
threatenedby siltationandrunoff
associatedwith theconstructionof a
highwaynearby.Althoughcorrective
measureshavebeentaken,it is not
certainthat thethreatto this sitehas
beentotallyeliminated.

The estimatedlossof 50 percentof
knownpopulationsof Ptilimnium
nodosummayactuallybeconservative;
thespecieswasknownhistoricallyfrom
a few traditional“good” collecting
spots,butsinceit occupieshabitat types
thathavebeensoextensivelyalteredby
humanactivities, it is likely thatother
populationsweredestroyedwithout
beingdiscovered.

B. Overutiizationfor Commercial,
Recreational,Scientificor Educational
Purposes

Harperellahasnot beenatargetfor
collection,sinceit is nota showyplant
andwouldnot surviveundernormal
gardenconditions.Although theplant
hasbeencollectedfor scientificstudy,
this doesnot constituteathreatfor the
species.

C. Diseaseor Predation

In its pondhabitat,P. nodosummay
occasionallybesubjecttograzingor
trampling, whereit occursalongthe
marginsof pondsthathavebeenaltered
for useby livestock.However, the
disruptionof its habitat,ratherthanany
occasionalgrazing,posesthe more
severethreat.Diseaseis not knownto
be a problemfor this species.

D. TheInadequacyofExisting
RegulatoryMechanisms

Ptilimnium nodosumis notknownto
occuron Federallandandpresently
receivesno protectionunderany
Federallaw. Somepopulationsdo occur
on State-ownedland,in streamsover
whichStateshavejurisdiction, or on
preservesownedby TheNature
Conservancy.In NorthCarolinaand
Maryland,theplant isprotectedfrom
tradeandunauthorizedtake.However,
exceptinMaryland,whereit receives
limited protection,it is not protected
from habitatloss, theprimary threatto
its survival.StateNaturalHeritage
Programs,particularlyin WestVirginia
andSouthCarolina,havebeenactively
pursuingbotheasementsandvoluntary
protectionagreementswith landowners.
The agreements,while potentiallyvery
useful inprotectingtheplants,haveno
legal authority.

E. OtherNatural or ManmadeFactors
Affectingits ContinuedExistence

In WestVirginia, theexoticgrass
Arthraxonhispidusis seenas a
potentialcompetitorto P. nodosum.
Overthepastdecade,this aggressive
Asianintroductionhasbecome
widespreadinmanypartsof theState.
As anannual,it cancompetedirectly
with partsof the State.As anannual,it
cancompletedirectlywith harperella
for occupationof ephemeralhabitats;
withoutcontrol,A. hispiduscould
overrunand locally extirpateharperella.

The Servicehascarefully assessedthe
bestscientific andcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuture threatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto proposethis
rule. Basedon this evaluation,the
preferredactionis to list Ptilimnium
nodoswnasendangered.At leasteight
populationsareknownto havebeen
destroyed,andoverhalfof the
remainingknownpopulations,together
constitutingover95 percentof the
known individuals,arefacedwith
continuinghabitatdegradation.
Although streampopulationsmay be
largein termsof numberof individuals,
destructionor degradationof their
habitatwould beequallyeffectiveat
extirpatingthemregardlessof their
number.

Critical Habitat
Section4(a)(3) of theAct, asamended,

requiresthat to themaximumextent
prudentanddeterminable,theSecretary
designateanyhabitatof a specieswhich
is consideredto becritical habitatat the
time the speciesis determinedto be
endangeredor threatened.TheService
finds that designationof critical habitat

is notprudentfor Ptilimniumnodosum.
In its pondhabitats,if its locationwere
specificallydelineated,asthrough the
publicationof criticalhabitatmaps,it
could be easily extirpatedby vandalsor
curiosity seekers.Becauseit doesnot
occuron Federalland, such taking
would not be prohibitedby the
EndangeredSpeciesAct. In stream
situationsalso,theseplantswould be
vulnerableto vandalismif thestream
sectionsin which theyoccurwere
specificallylocated.The Stateagencies
andlandownersinvolved in managing
thehabitatof this specieshavebeen
informedof theplant’s generallocations
andof theimportanceof protection.
Therefore,thedeterminationof critical
habitatwould not beprudent,andno
additionalbenefitwould resultfrom it.

Available Conservation Measures

Conservationmeasuresprovidedto
specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection,andprohibition
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
andprivateagencies,groups,and
individuals.TheEndangeredSpecies
Act providesfor possibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Statesandrequiresrecoveryactionsbe
carriedout for all listedspecies.Such
actionsareinitiatedby theService
following listing. Theprotectionrequired
of Federalagenciesandtheprohibitions
againsttaking arediscussed,in part,
below.

Section7(a) oftheAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listedasendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitat.Regulations
implementingthis interagency
cooperationprovisionof the Act are
codifiedat 50 CFR Part402.Section
7(a)(4)requiresFederalagenciesto
conferinformally with theServiceon
anyactionthat is likely to jeopardize
thecontinuedexistenceof a proposed
speciesor resultin thedestructionor
adversemodificationofproposed
critical habitat.If aspeciesis
subsequentlylisted,section7(a)(2)
requiresFederalagenciesto ensurethat
activitiestheyauthorize,fund,or carry
outarenot likely to jeopardizethe
continuedexistenceof suchaspeciesor
to destoryor adverselymodify its
critical habitat.If aFederalactionmay
affecta listedspeciesor its critical
habitat,theresponsibleFederalagency
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mustenterinto formalconsultationwith
theService.

At present,theonly ongoingproject
with Federalinvolvementknown to
havepotentialimpactsto P. nodosumis
themaintenanceof MarylandRoute46
in WesternMaryland.Theconstruction
phaseof this projecthasbeenlargely
completed;althougherosioncontrol
measureshavebeentaken,continued
monitoringwill benecessaryto evaluate
theireffectiveness.Otherfederally
fundedorpermittedactionswhichcould
affect this plant include,but arenot
limited to, SCSwatershedmanagement
activities,FERC-permittedhydroelectric
projects,constructionprojectsinvolving
FederalHighwayAdministrationor
FarmersHomeAdministrationfunds,or
thosewithin thejurisdiction of the
CorpsofEngineers.

TheAct andits implementing
regulationsfoundat CFR 17.61.17.62.
and17.63 setforth a seriesof general
tradeprohibitionsandexceptionsthat
applyto all endangeredplants.All trade
prohibitionsof section9(a)(2)of theAct,
implementedby 50 CFR17.61,would
apply.Theseprohibitions,in part,would
makeit illegal for any personsubjectto
the jurisdictionof theUnited Statesto
importor export,transportin interstate
or foreigncommercein thecourseof a
commercialactivity, sell oroffer for sale
this speciesin interstateor foreign
commerce,or to removeandreduceto
possessionthespeciesfrom areasunder
Federaljurisdiction.Certainexceptions
canapplyto agentsof theServiceand
Stateconservationagencies.TheAct
arid 50 CFR17.62and17.6~alsoprovide
for the issuanceof permits tocarryout
otherwiseprohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredspeciesundercertain
circumstances.In thecaseofPtilimn’iurn
nodosum,it is anticipatedthat fewtrade
permitswould everbesoughtor issued
sincethespeciesis not commonin
cultivationor in the wild. Requestsfor
copiesof theregulationson plantsand
inquiries regardingthemmaybe
addressedto the Office ofManagement
Authority, U.S.FishandWildlife
Service,P.O. Box 27329,Washington.DC
20036(202/343—4955).

PublicCommentsSolicited

The Serviceintendsthatanyfinal
actionresultingfrom thisproposalwill
beas accurateandaseffectiveas
possible.Therefore,anycommentsor
suggestionsfrom the public, other
concernedgovernmentalagencies,the
scientificcommunity,industry,or any
otherinterestedparty concerningany
aspectof this proposalarehereby
solicited.Commentsparticularlyare
soughtconcerning:

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

(2) Thelocationof any additional
populationsof Ptilimniuin nodosumand
the reasonswhy anyhabitatshouldnot
bedeterminedto becritical habitatas
providedby section4 of theAct

(3) Additional informationconcerning
therangeanddistributionof the species;
and

(4) Currentor plannedactivitiesin the
subjectareaandtheirpossibletmpacts
onPnodosum.

Final promulgationof theregulation
onPtilimniumnodoswrrwill take into
considerationthecommentsandany
additionalinformationreceivedby the
Service,andsuchcommunicationsmay
leadto adoptionof a final regulation
thatdiffersfrom this proposal.

The EndangeredSpeciesAct provides
fora publichearingon this proposal,if
requested.Requestsmustbefiled within
45 daysof thedateof theproposal.Such
requestsmustbemadeinwriting and
addressedto theFieldSupervisor,
EcologicalServicesField Office (see
“ADO~�S5F~”section).

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act

The fish andWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
PolicyAct of 1969~neednotbeprepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto section4(a)of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973, as
amended.A notice outliningthe
Service’sreasonsfor this determination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983 (48FR49Z44).
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List of Subjectsin50 CFRPart17

Endangeredandthreatenedwildlife,
Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

ProposedRegulationPromulgation

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

PART 17—(AMENDED]
1. The authoritycitation for Part 17

continuesto readasfollows:
Authority: Pub.L 93—205,87SEaL884;Pub.

L. 94—355, 90Stat.911; Pub.L 95—632,92Stat.
3751; Pub.L 96-159.93Stat.1225;Pub. L 97-
304,96 Stat.1411 (16 U.S.C.1531 et seq.);Pub.
L. 99-625,100 Stat.3500(1966).unless
otherwisenoted.

2. It isproposedto amend§ 17.12(h)
by addingthe following, in alphabetical
orderundertheFamilyApiaceae,to the
List of EndangeredandThreatened
Plants:

§ 17.12 Endangeredandthreatened
plants.

(h) * * *

Species Historic range
Scientific name Common name

Status
Criticat

When listed habitat
~“—“iaI

rules

Apiaceae-CarrotFw~ly~
Ptilimnium nodo&nn r ~ Rarpecefle. - ..~. U.S.A. IAL GA, MO, NC. SC. WV) - E .._.. NA NA
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mustenterinto fornaal.consultationwith
theService.

At present,theonly ongoingproject
with Federalinvolvementknownto
havepotential impactsto P. nodosumis
themaintenanceof MarylandRoute48
in WesternMaryland.Theconstruction
phaseof this projecthasbeenlargely
completed;althougherosioncontrol
measureshavebeentaken,continued
monitoringwill benecessaryto evaluate
their effectiveness.Otherfederally
fundedor permittedactionswhichcould
affect this plant include,but arenot
limited to, SCSwatershedmanagement
activities,FERC-permittedhydroelectric
projects,constructionprojectsinvolving
FederalHighwayAdministrationor
FarmersHomeAdministrationfunds, or
thosewithin the jurisdiction of the
Corpsof Engineers.

TheAct andits implementing
regulationsfound at CFR 17.61.17.62.
and17.63setfortha seriesof general
tradeprohibitionsandexceptionsthat
applyto all endangeredplants.All trade
prohibitionsof section9(a){2) of theAct.
implementedby5oCFR 17.61,would
apply.Theseprohibitions,in part.would
makeit illegal for anypersonsubjectto
the jurisdictionof theUnitedStatesto
import orexport.transpertin interstate
orforeigncommercein thecourseofa
commercialactivity, sell or offer for sate
this speciesin interstateorforeign
commerce,or toremoveandreduceto
possessionthespeciesfrom areasunder
Federaljurisdictiosr.Certainexceptions
canapplyto agentsof theServiceand
Stateconservationagencies.The Act
and50 CFR 17.82and17.63alsoprovide
for theissuanceof permitstocarryout-
otherwise-prohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredspeciesundercertain
circumstances.In thecaseof Pt/jimitiurn-
nodosum,it is anticipatedthat few trade
permitswould everbe soughtor issued
sincethespeciesis not commonin
cultivationor in thewild. Requestsfor
copiesof theregulationson plantsand
inquiriesregardingthemmaybe
addressedto theOffice of Management
Authority, U.S.FishandWildlife
Service,P.O.Rex27329,Washington,DC
20036(202/343—4955).

PublicCommentsSolicited

TheServiceintendsthatanyfinal
actionresultingfrom this proposalwill
beasaccurateandaseffectiveas
possible.Therefore,anycommentsor
suggestionsfrom thepublic,other
concernedgovernmentalagencies,the
scientificcommunity,industry,or any
otherinterestedparty concerningany
aspectof this proposalarehereby
solicited.Commentsparticularlyare
soughtconcerning:

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

(2) Thelocationof anyadditional
populationsofPtihinniumnodosumand
thereasonswhy anyhabitatshouldnot
bedeterminedto be criticalhabitatas
providedby section4 of theAct

(3) Additional informationconcerning
the rangeanddistributionof thespecies;
and

(4) Currentor plannedactivities in the.
subjectareaandtheirpossibleimpacts
onPnodosum.

Final promulgationof theregulation
onPt/i/mn/urnnodosunrwill take into
considerationthecommentsandany
additionalinformationreceivedby the
Service,andsuchcommunicationsmay
leadto adoptionof afinal regulation
thatdiffersfrom thisproposaL

TheEndangeredSpeciesAct provides
for apublichearingon thisproposal,it
requested.Requestsmustbe filed within
45 daysof thedateof theproposal.Such
requestsmustbemadeinwriting and
addressedtotheFieldSupervisor,
EcologicalServicesField Office (see
“A04lg~I~”section)~

NationalEnvironmentalPolicyAct

Thefish andWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment.as definedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
PolIcyAct of I90~neednotbeprepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto section4(a)of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973, as
amended.A noticeoutliningthe
Service’sreasonsfor this deterinination
waspublishedin theFederalRegjsteron
October25, 1983(46FR 49244).
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Author

Theprimaryauthorof this proposed
rule is JudyJacobs,AnnapolisField
Office, U.S.FishandWildlife Service,
1825Virginia Street.Annapolis,
Maryland21401(301/269-5448).

List of Subjectsin 50 CFRPart17
Endangeredand threatenedwildlife,

Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

ProposedRegulationPromulgation

Accordingly,it is herebyproposedto-
amendPart17, SubchapterB of Chapter
I, Title 50of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,asset forthbe1ow~

PART 17—EAMENDEDI

1.Theauthoritycitation for Part17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authority: Pub.L. 93-205.87Stat884;Pub.
L 94—359.90Stat.911; Pub.L 95-632,92Stat.
3751;Pub.L. 96-1~96Stat.1225 Pub.L 97-
304, 96Stat.1411 (16U.S.C.1531 e seq.):Pub.
L 99-62s,101)Stat3586(1986).unless
otkeswisenoted.

2. It Isproposedto amend§ 17.12(h)’
by addingthefollowing, in alphabetical
orderundertheFamily Apiaceae,to the
List of EndangeredandThreatened
Plants:§ 17.12 Endanger.dandthreatened

plants.

(h) * * *



5740 FederalRegisterI Vol. 53, No. 37 / Thus.day, FebruaryZL 19~ I Pr~E~dRules

Dated:January13. 1988.
SusanRecce,
ActingAssistantSecretaryfor Fishand
WildlifeandParks.
[FR Doc. 88-3947Filed 2-24—88 8:45am)
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