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DEPARTMENT OFTHE INTERIOR

Ash and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

RIN 1018-AB42
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Proposed Threatened
Status for the Louisiana Black Bear.
Proposed Designation of Threatened
by Similarity of Appearance of all
Bears of the Species Ursus
americanus Within the Historic Range
of U. a. luteolus
AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposedrule.

SUMMARY: The Serviceproposesto list
theLouisianablackbear(Ursus
americanusluteolus)asathreatened
specieswithin its historic rangeandto
designateotherbearsof thespeciesU
americanuswithin thesamerangeas
threatenedby similarity of appearance
undertheauthorityof theEndangered
SpeciesAct of1973, asamended(Act).
Its historic rangeincludessouthern
Mississippi,Louisiana,andeastTexas.
TheLouisianablackbearis vulnerable
to habitatlossandillegal killing. This
proposal,if madefinal,would
implementprotectionsof theAct. The
Servicerequestscommentsandrelevant
datafrom thepublic on this proposal.
DATES: Commentsfrom all interested
partiesmustbereceivedby August20,
1990. Publichearingrequestsmustbe
receivedby August6. 1990.

ADDRESSES: Commentsandmaterials
concerningthis proposalshouldbesent
to theJacksonField Office, JacksonMall
Office Center,Suite 316,300 Woodrow
Wilson Avenue,Jackson.Mississippi
39213.Commentsandmaterialsreceived
will beavailablefor public inspection,
by appointment,duringnormalbusiness
hoursat theaboveaddress,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
WendellA. Neal(SeeADDRESSES
section),telephone601/965—4900, FFS
490-4900.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATiON:

Background

The Americanblackbear(Ursus
americanus) wasformerly widespread

in North Americafrom northernAlaska
andnorthernCanada,including
Newfoundland,southto centralnorthern
Mexico (Lowery1981). Hall (1981) lists
16 subspeciesof U americanus.The
blackbearis ahuge.bulkymammal
with long blackhair, with brownishor
cinnamoncolorphasesoftenfoundin
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westernpartsof its range.Thetail on
theblackbearis shortandwell haired.
The facialprofile is ratherblunt, the
eyessmallandthenosepadbroadwith
largenostrils.Themuzzleis yellowish
brown andawhite patchis sometimes
presenton the lowerthroatandchest.
Therearefive toeson the front andhind
feetwith short curvedclaws.Large
malesmay weighmorethan600pounds,
but weightvariesconsiderably
throughouttheirrange.

In 1821,EdwardGriffith in his work
“Carnivora” calledthebearfrom
Louisianathe “yellow bear,”according
it a full speciesrank, i.e., U luteolus.
The first formal citation of theLouisiana
blackbearasa subspecies(U. a.
luteolus)wasby Miller andKellog
(~955),cited by Lowery(1981). In 1893,
C. H. Merriam describedtheLouisiana
blackbearusingfive skulls from aMer
Rougelocality in MorehouseParishin
northeasternLouisiana.The
distinctivenessof theseskulls, when
contrastedwith otherblackbears,is
that theyarerelativelylong, narrow,
andflat, andhaveproportionatelylarge
molar teeth(Nowak1986).

Accordingto Hall (1981),U. a. luteolus
onceoccurredthroughoutsouthern
Mississippi,all of Louisianaandeastern
Texas.Thehistoric rangeaccordingto
Hall (1981)includedall Texascounties
eastof andincluding Cass,Marion,
Harrison,Upahur,Rusk,Cherokee,
Anderson,Leon, Robertson,Burleson,
Washington,Lavaca,Victoria, Refugio,
andAransas;all ofLouisiana,andthe
southernMississippicountiessouthof
andincluding Washington,Humphreys,
Holmes,Attala, Neshoba,and
Lauderdale.While Hall (1981)included
the southernmostcountiesin Arkansas
aspart of the range,therewereno
Arkansasspecimensto supportdoing
so. Accordingly.Arkansasis not
consideredaspartof thehistoric range
for purposesof thisproposedrule.

TheLouisianablackbearwas
includedin category2 in theService’s
noticesof reviewon December30, 1982
(47 FR 58454);September16. 1985 (50 FR
37958);andJanuary8, 1989(54FR 554).
Cateogry2 includestaxafor which
informationthen in possessionof the
Serviceindicatesthatproposingto list
thespecieswaspossiblyappropriatebut
for which availabledatawerenot
jodgedsufficientto supportaproposed
rule.

The FishandWildlife Servicewas
petitionedon March8, 1987,under
section4(b)(3)(A)of theAct to list the
Louisianablackbearasanendangered
species.The Servicehasmadetwo 12-
monthfindings (August19, 1988,53 FR
31723andAugust10, 1989, 54 FR 32833)
indicatingthat theactionrequested

(listing) hasbeendeterminedto be
warrantedbut precludedby other
actionsto amendthelists.This proposal
constitutesthefinal finding for the
petitionedaction.

To clarify taxonomicquestions,the
Serviceundertookastudyin
cooperationwith theLouisiana
Departmentof Wildlife andFisheriesto
obtainandanalyzegeneticmaterials
andcranialcharactersto answer
questionson thetaxonomicissue.The
resultsof theseinvestigations,which
includedbloodprotein electrophoresis,
mitochondrialDNA andskull
measurements,werereceivedby the
Serviceon July21, 1989(Pelton1989).

A peerreviewof this reportgenerated
avarietyof comments,whichallow
generalconclusionson geneticsand
morphology.Althoughcircumstantial
evidenceremainsthatnativebearshave
interbredwith introducedMinnesota
bears,amorphologicaldistinctiveness
remains.Therewasdisagreementon the
taxonU a. luteolusasbeingvalidated
by themulti-charactermorphological
approach.However, it wasconcluded
that,notwithstandingconflicting
opinionsaboutacceptedmammaltian
taxonomiccriteria,availableevidence,
while not overwhelming,did not
invalidatethe taxon.Asa subspecies,U
a. luteolusqualifiesfor considerationas
alisted species.This actionpresupposes
bearswithin thehistoric rangeof U a.
luteoluspossessthosecranialfeatures
characterizingU. a. luteolus.
Accordingly, threatsto thispopulation
of bearsthreatensthetaxonandthereby
anyuniquegeneticmaterialpossibly
possessedby the taxon.

Summaryof FactorsAffecting the
Species

Section4(a)(1Jof the Endangered
SpeciesAct (16U.S.C.1531 at seq.]and
regulations(50CFR part424)
promulgatedto implementthelisting
provisionsof theAct setforth the
proceduresfor addingspeciesto the
Federallists. A speciesmaybe
determinedto beendangeredor
threateneddueto oneor moreof thefive
factorsdescribedin section4(a)(1).
Thesefactorsandtheirapplicationto
theLouisianablackbear(Ursus
americonusluteolus)areas follows:

A. Thepresentor threatened
destruction,modification,or curtailment
of its habitator range.The habitatof U.
a. luteolushassufferedextensive
modificationwith suitablehabitat
havingbeenreducedby morethan60
percentas of 1980.Theremaining
habitathasbeenreducedin qualityby
fragmentationdueto intrusionof man
andhis structures(e.g., proximity to
man’sdisturbingactivities,multilane

highways.etc.),therebyBtressingthe
remainingpopulationof bears.
Accordingto Rieben(1980)ascitedby
Nowak(1986), the original 25,000,000
acresofbottomlandforestsof thelower
MississippiRiverValley hadbeen
reducedto 5,000,000acres,andanother
165,000acresarebeingclearedeach
year.Someof theMississippiRiver
Deltacountiesin thelower YazooRiver
Basinmay haveas little as 5percentof
the originalbottonilandhardwood.

Presentlyoccupiedbearhabitatin
Louisianaconsistsof two coreareas,the
TensasandAtchafalayaRiverBasins.
Within thebasins,only woodedareas
(bottomlandhardwoods)areconsidered
asbearhabitat,althoughmarshesalong
thelower rim of theAtchafalayaBasin
andagricultural lands(sugarcane,
soybeans)in otherareasarealsoused.
Theonceextensivebottomlandforests
of theTensasBasinno longerexist, with
only 15 percent(about100,000acres)of
theoriginal standsremaining
(Gosselink,LouisianaStateUniversity,
in iitt. 1988).Of this, only about15
percentis in public ownershipor under
plansfor public acquisition.

The entireAtchafalayaBasin
contained718,500acresof bottomland
hardwoodsas of 1975 (O’Neil et al.
1975).In thelower AtchafalayaRiver
Basin (southof U.S. Highway190), there
arepresentlyapproximately518,000
acresof bottomlandhardwoods,with a
projectedamountof 537,000by theyear
2030dueto accretion(LeBlancet al.
1981).In thelower Basin, thereis a
recentlyestablishedAtchafalaya
NationalWildlife Refugeof about15,000
acresandaStateownedarea(Sheburne
Wildlife ManagementArea)of about
12,000acresthat is to be increasedby
23,000acres.The purchaseof 367,000
acresof habitatprotectioneasements
areplanned.Dow Chemicalhasdonated
30,000acresto theStateandthereare
61,000acresof accretedStatelandswith
landusecontrols.

Muchof the northernportion of the
Basin(consideredasnorth of U.S.
Highway190andwhichcontainsthe
betterdrainedareas)hasbeencleared
for agriculture.As of the1975O’Neil
report, therewereabout200,000acresof
forestlandnorthof U.S. Highway 190.
Todaythereare100,000 to 128,000acres
of forestedlandsremaining(Simmering,
U.S. Departmentof Agriculture, in litt.
1989).The privatelyownedlandsof the
AtchafalayaRiverBasinmayremain
exposedto threatfrom clearing.
Privatelyownedwoodlandsfor both
riverbasinswereestimatedto bein the
rangeof 115,000to 143,000acresof
occupiedbearhabitatoutof a total
woodlandbaseof 633,000 to 651,000
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acres.This meansapproximatelyone
fifth of theoccupiedbearhabitatis
privatelyowned,andundernoplansfor
protectionthroughconservation
easementsor acquisition.Clearing
forestedwetlandsfor accommodating
cropusemayforgoUSDA farmprogram
benefitsfor thelandowner.This, in the
short term,should protecttheselands.
In the long term, asubstantialupturnin
commoditypricesmay makeit
economicallyfeasibleto clearforested
wetlandsandfarmwithout USDA
programbenefits.Sincethe 1965Food
SecurityAct is re-writtenevery5 years,
thereis no guaranteeof continued
protectionof privatelyownedforested
wetlands.In addition,catfishfarming,
now abouta13,000-acreindustryin
Louisiana.is rapidly expanding.This,
alongwith crayfishfarmingand
pasturelandareotherpossibleusesthat
would not belimited by theFood
SecurityAct.

Pastlossesof habitatquantityand
quality havebeensevere(rangingfrom
95 percentin somelowerMississippi
Delta countiesto 63 percentin the
AtchafalayaRiverBasin).Protectionof
privatelyownedwoodlandsin thenorth
AtchafalayaandtheTensasRiver
Basinsis not assured.Long-term
protectionof thesebearhabitatsmay
dependuponfactorstheServiceneither
controlsnorcanadequatelypredict. The
Louisianabearhasexhibitedapast
vulnerabilityto habitatloss.Furtherloss
of privatelyownedoccupiedhabitatsas
anincrementto pastlosseswould
representathreatto this subspeciesin a
significantportion of its range.Suchloss
couldtheoreticallybreachthe minimum
populationsizenecessaryto ensure
continuedsurvivalof theLouisiana
bear.

B. Overutilizationfor commercial.
recreational,scientific,or educational
purposes.Black bearpopulationsrange
in densityfrom oneto two bearsper
squaremile. TheGreatSmokyMountain
NationalPark carries500 to 600bears
on 512,000acres(Peltonpers.comm.
1989).The WhiteRiverNationalWildlife
Refugein Arkansascarries130bearson
113,000acres(Smith1983).Through
trappingandextrapolationof untrapped
bearsandknown family groupsof bears.
Weaver(pers.comm.1989)is ableto
accountfor 49 bearsin about70,000
acresof timberlandof theTerisasRiver
Basin,which containsabout100,000
acresof woods.Whatfraction49 is of
thetotal bearsin theTensasBasin is
unknown.

In theAtchafalayaRiverBasin, there
areapproximately718,500acresof
timberland,about518,000of whichare
below U.S. Highway190.For this vast

tract, thereis essentiallyno population
data.The populationestimatesthatare
availablefor U a. luteolusrangein
accuracyfromcrudeto little morethan
intuition, astheestimatesquotedby
Nowak (1986).All that is known for
certainis thatbearsexist in the
AtchafalayaRiverBasin,andthatdueto
bearmovementsit would bedifficult to
separatebearsfrom thelower,middle,
or upperbasin.

Therearerumorsof individualskilling
bearsfor depredatingsugarcaneandfor
robbingtraplines. Bearsarealsokilled
incidentally to otherformsof hunting. It
maywell bethatbearnumbersin the
Atchafalayaarefar greaterthanmost
believe,andthat illegal kill is not a
threat.The WhiteRiverNational
Wildlife Refugein Arkansashas
sustainedheavyhuntingpressureand
hasmaintainedamid-rangebear
density.A rule of thumbtheVirginia
Departmentof NaturalResourcesusesis
that theirbearpopulationcanwithstand
a20 percentannuallossto hunting
without affectingthepopulation’sability
to sustainitself. Asapopulationof
bearsapproachestheminimumviable
numberthreshold,themoresignificant
is any lossto thatpopulation.While
illegal killing of bearsoccurs(Weaver
1988),andthatillegal kill canbe athreat
areboth true,theeffectsof that illegal
kill remainspeculative.

Theappearanceof anabnormallylow
densityof U a. luteolusin the
AtchafalayaBasinmaybeanartifactof
thepoorquality of populationdataor it
mayindicateconsiderableillegal kill is
occurringon privateandpublic lands.
Shouldthe latterbe thecase,andat this
time it cannotberuledout, illegal kill of
thatmagnitudewould unequivocallybe
athreatto thecontinuedexistenceof a
viablepopulationof Louisianablack
bears.

C. Diseaseor predation.While U a.
luteolus.like all otherforms of
vertebratewildlife, suffersfrom disease,
or possiblepredation(youngbearsbeing
killed by oldermales),this is not
consideredlimiting or threateningto the
population.

D. Theinadequacyof existing
regulatorymechanisms.Thedramatic
lossesof bottomlandhardwoodforests,
including the loss of forestedwetlands,
asdiscussedin factorA, portraythe
inadequacyof existingregulatory
mechanismsfor protectionof such
habitats.If illegal killing is athreat,the
possibilityof prosecutionundertheAct
asopposedto Statelawsor regulations,
may serveasadeterrentin some
instances.

E. Othernatural or manmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.The

introductionof 161—163 bearsof the
subspeciesU a. americanusfrom
Minnesotainto theAtchafalayaand
TensasRiverBasinsin themid-60’s is
consideredby some(Nowak1986) to
representa manmadethreatto the
nativesubspecies,U a. luteolus.This
threatwasconsideredasoneof
“hybridization,” in this instancecross
breedingbetweentheintroduced
subspeciesandthenativesubspecies.
Otherresearcherscontendedthat little
geneticdifferencewould befound. In
gatheringdataon this question,theFish
andWildlife Service,in close
consultationwith theLouisiana
Departmentof Wildlife andFisheries,
institutedaplanin July 1988to obtain
geneticsamplesfrombearsin Louisiana
for comparisonwith bearsfrom the
originalMinnesotatrappinglocaleand
otherbearpopulations,including the
Florida subspecies,U. a.floridanus.
Skull measurementsfrom variousbear
populations,including Louisianabears
takenbeforeandaftertheintroduction
of Minnesotabears,werealso
compared.

Thegeneticanalysesdidnot show
significantdifferencesbetweenthe
varioussubspecies(Pelton1989).Some
interbreedingbetweensubspeciesis a
normal andexpectedoccurrencesimply
basedon opportunity.Themobile nature
of bears,plus the fact therewasamore
or lesscontinuousdistributionin
relativelyrecenttimes(inan
evolutionarysense),wasthebasisfor
theassertionsby somethat little genetic
differencewould befound. It appears
that in abiological sense,hybridization
asa threatat this taxonomiclevel may
not bea significantcausefor concern,
unlesstherearerealgeneticdifferences
thatwereundetected.Hybridizationas
a threathasneitherbeendiscountedor
provenandremainsunsettled.Sincethe
geneticprofile of aknown U a. luteolus
is unavailable,theissueis unlikely to be
settled.The greatestlikelihood is that
thepopulationof bearsinhabiting the
AtchafalayaandTensasRiverBasinsis
amixture; that in a definitionalsense,
thepopulationis probably
intraspecificallyhybridized.In a
biological sense,U a. luteolus is likely
prettymuchunchanged(genetically)
becauseof the low probabilityof
reproductiveisolation thatwould he
necessaryfor anextendedperiodin
orderfor theevolutionaryprocessof
geneticdifferentiationto operate.

However,to theextentthegenetic
investigationsdid not identify real
differences,or to theextentapure
geneticheritageis arealisticconcept
whenappliedto subspeciesnot likely to
be reproductivelyisolated,thethreat
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may(have)exist(ed).SinceU. a.
luteolusandU a. americanusareso
similar as to bedifficult to distinguish
evenby experts,theonly practical
meansavailablefor protectingany
possibly remaininguniquegenetic
materialoriginally belongingto the
nativeU. a. luteoluswould bethrough
listing andprotectingthe taxonnow
distinguishedby cranialfeaturesasU. a.
luteolus.

TheServicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientificandcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuture threatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto proposethis
rule. B&~edon this evaluation,the
preferredactionis to list theLouisiana
blackhearasthreatened,definedunder
theAct aslikely to becomeendangered
within theforeseeablefuturethroughout
all or asignificantportion of its range.
Thepreferredactionis chosenbecause
of thecontinuedexposureof privately
ownedoccupiedbearhabitatsto
clearing,theLouisianablackbear’s
demonstratedpastvulnerabilityto such
loss,andthe significanceof these
unprotectedhabitatsto theoverallwell-
beingandhealthof thesubjectbear
populations.Endangeredstatusis not
chosenbecausethe threatsarenot
believedto placethe Louisianablack
bearhi imminentdangerof extinction.
For law enforcementpurposes,the
Serviceproposesto list all bearsof the
speciesU americanuswithin the
historic rangeof U. a. luteolusas
threatenedby similarity of appearance.
Critical habitat is not beingproposedas
discussedbelow.

Critical Habitat

Section4(a)(3)of theAct, asamended,
requiresthat to themaximumextent
prudentanddeterminable,theSecretary
proposecritical habitatat the time the
speciesis proposedto beendangeredor
threatened.TheServicefinds that
designationof critical habitatis not
presentlyprudentfor this species.All
FederalandStateagencieslikely to be
involvedhavebeennotified of the
locationandimportanceof protecting
this species’habitat.No additional
benefitswould accruefrom acritical
habitatdesignationthatwould not
accruefromthe listing. Locality dataare
availableto appropriateagencies
throughthe Serviceoffice describedin
theADDRESSES section.Protectionof
thisspecies’habitatwill be addressed
throughtherecoveryprocessand
throughSection7 of theAct. Therefore,
it would notnow beprudentto
determinecritical habitatfor the
Louisianablackbear.

AvailableConservationMeasures

Conservationmeasuresprovidedto
specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection,andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal.State,
andprivateagencies,groups,and
individuals.The EndangerdSpeciesAct
providesfor possiblelandacquisition
andcooperationwith theStatesand
requiresthatrecoveryactionsbecarried
outfor all listed species.Theprotection
requiredof Federalagenciesandthe
prohibitionsagainsttakingandharmare
discussed,in part.below.

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 theActarecodifiedat 50 CFR part
402. Section7(a)(4)requiresFederal
agenciesto conferinformallywith the
Serviceon anyactionthat is likely to
jeopardizethecontinuedexistenceof a
proposedspeciesor resultIn destruction
oradversemodificationof proposed
critical habitat.if aspeciesis listed
subsequently,section7(a)(2)requires
Federalagenciesto ensurethat
activities theyauthorize,fund,or carry
out arenot likely to jeopardizethe
continuedexistenceof suchaspecieaor
to destroyor adverselymodify its
critipal habitat.if aFederalactionmay
affectalistedspeciesor its critical
habitat,theresponsibleFederalagency
mustenterinto formalconsultationwith
the Service.PossibleFederalactions
may includeCorpsofEngineerswetland
permits,Soil ConservationService
watershedprojectsortheService’s
activities orNationalWildlife Refuges
within thespecies’occupiedhabitat.
Formal consultationandtheresulting
biological opinionissuedby theService
may precludeor modify Federalactions
dependingonthenatureandextentof
theimpacton listed species.

TheAct andimplementingregulations
foundat 50 CFR17.21and17.31setforth
aseriesof generalprohibitionsand
exceptionsthatapplyto all threatened
wildlife. Theseprohibitions.in part,
makeit illegal for anypersonsubjectto
thejurisdiction of theUnited Statesto
take(includesharass,harm,pursue,
hunt,shoot,wound,kill, trap,or collect;
or to attemptanyof these),import or
export,ship in interstatecommerceIn
thecourseof commericalactivity, orsell

or offer for salein interstateorforeign
commerceanylistedspecies.It alsois
illegal to possess,sell,deliver, carry,
transport,or ship anysuchwildlife that
hasbeentakenillegally. Certain
exceptionsapplyto agentsof the
Servicearid Stateconservation
agencies.

Permitsmaybeissuedto carryout
otherwiseprohibitedactivitiesinvolving
threatenedwildlife speciesunder
certaincircumstances.Regulations
governingpermits areat50 CFR 17.22.
17.23, and17.32.Suchpermits are
availablefor scientificpurposes,to
enhancethepropagandaor survival of
thespecies,and/orfor incidentaltakein
connectionwith otherwiselawful
activities.For threatenedspecies,there
arealsopermitsfor zoological
exhibition,educationalpurposes,or
specialpurposesconsistentwith the
purposesof theAct.

Similarity of Appearance

Section4(e)of theAct authorizesthe
treatmentof aspecies(or subspeciesor
groupof wildlife in commonspatial
arrangement)asanendangeredor
threatenedspecieseventhoughit Is not
otherwiselistedasendangeredor
threatenedif: (a)Thespeciesso closely
resemblesin appearancesan
endangeredorthreatenedspeciesthat
enforcementpersonnelwould have
substantialdifficulty in differentiating
betweenlistedandunlistedspecies;(b)
the effectof this substantialdifficulty is
anadditionalthreatto theendangered
or threatenedspecies;and(c) that such
treatmentwill substantiallyfacilitate
theenforcementandfurtherthepolicy
of theAct.

Introductionsof bearsfrom Minnesota
in themid-60’sof thesubspeciesU. a.
americanusgivesrise to thepossibility
(howeverremote)thatbearsremain
somewherewith thehistoricrangeof U.
a. luteoluswhichareof U a.
americanu.sancestry.Evidenceof U. a.
americanusin southernArkansasjust
northof theLouisianaline hasbeen
recentlydocumented.This theoretically
couldpresentanenforcementand
taxonomicproblembecauseboth
subspeciesmaynow orlaterinhabit the
samerange,andtheycannotalwaysbe
differentiatedfrom eachotherby
enforcementpersonnelorexpert.For
thesereasons,theServiceintendsto
treatbearsof thespeciesU. americanus
otherthan U. a. luteolusas threatened
by similarity of appearancewithin the
historic rangeof U a. luteolus.

Public CommentsSolicited

TheServiceintendsthat anyfinal
actionresultingfrom this proposalwill
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beaccurateandaseffectiveaspossible.
Therefore,commentsor suggestions
from thepublic,otherconcerned
governmentalagencies,thescientific
community,industry,or any other
interestedpartyconcerningthis
proposedruleareherebysolicited.
Commentsparticularlyaresought
concerning:

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

(2) Thelocationof anyadditional
populationsof thisspeciesandthereasons
why anyhabitatshouldor shouldnot be
determinedto bea’Itical habitatasprovided
by Section4 of theAct;

(3) Additional informationconcerningthe
range,distribution,andpopulationsizeof
this species;and

(4) Currentorplannedactivitiesin the
subjectareaandtheir-possibleimpactson
this species.

Final promulgationof theregulationof
this specieswill takeinto consideration
thecommentsandanyadditional
informationreceivedby theService,and
suchcommunicationsmayleadto a
final regulation that differs from this
proposal.

TheEndangeredSpeciesAct provides
for apublic hearingon this proposal,if
requested.Requestsmustbereceived
within 45 daysof thedateof publication
of theproposal.Such requestsmustbe
madein writing andaddressedto Field
Supervisor(seeADDRESSES section).

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act

The Fish andWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatanEnvironmental

Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
PolicyActof 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 (48FR 49244).
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List of Subjectsin 50 CFR Part17

Endangeredand threatenedspecies,
Fish.Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

ProposedRegulationPromulgation

PART 17—fAMENDEDI

Accordingly, it is herebyproposedto
amendpart17, subchapterB of chapter
I, title 50 of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,as setforth below:

1.Theauthoritycitation for part17
continuesto readas-follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C.1361-1407:16USC.
1531—1543;16 U.S.C.4201—4245;(Pub.L 99—
625),100 Stat.3500, unlessotherwisenoted.

2. It is proposedto amend~ 17.11(h)
by addingthefollowing, in alphabetical
orderunderMammals,to theList of
EndangeredandThreatenedWildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangeredandthreatened
wildlife.

(h)’ * *

Species Vertebrate
population

where
endangeredor

threatened

Status When listed
,.. - -

I

-

l’~
~Common name Scientific name Historicrange

MAMMALS

Bear. Louisianablack.............Ursusamericanus USA (Lu, MS~TX) Entire I NA NA

Bear. American black.... .... Uisusamencanus ..... North America USA (LA. MS, 1(5/A)
TX).

NA NA

Dated:May31, 1990.
RichardN. Smith,
ActingDirector.Fishwid Wildlife Services.
[FR Doc.90—14413Filed 6-20—90;8:45 am)
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