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DEPARTMENT OFTHE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Endangered Status for the Shortnose
Sucker and Lost River Sucker

AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Servicedetermines
endangeredstatusfor the shortnose
sucker(Chasinistesbrevirostris) and
LostRiver sucker(Deitistesluxatus),
fishesrestrictedto the KiamathBasinof
south-centralOregonandnorth-central
California. Dams,drainingof marshes,
diversionof riversanddredgingof lakes
havereducedtherangeandnumbersof
both speciesby more than95 percent.
Remainingpopulationsarecomposedof
olderindividualswith little orno
successfulrecruitmentfor manyyears.
Both speciesarejeopardizedby
continuedlossof habitat,hybridization
withmore commoncloselyrelated
species.competitionandpreda1ioraby
exoticspecies,andinsularizationof
remaininghabitats.Thisrule
implementsthe protectionprovidedby
theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973, as
amended,for theshortnosesuckerand
Lost River sucker.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 17, 1~&
ADDRESSES: Thecompletefile for this
rule is availablefor inspection,by
appointment,during normal business
hoursat the U.S.FishandWildlife
Service,Lloyd 500Building. 500NE.
MultnomahStreet,Suite 1092,Portland,
Oregon9V232.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. WayneS. White, Chief, Division of
Endan~ru1Species.U.S.Fish and
Wildlife Service,Lloyd 500Buildk~,500
NE. MultnomahStreet.Suite1692,
Portland,Oregon97232(503/231-8131or
FTS 429—6131).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
Cope (1879)originally describedthe

shortnosesucker(Chasmistes
brevirostris)andLostRiver sucker
(Deltistesluxatus) fromUpperKlamath
Lake,Oregon.Later,Gilbert (1898) and
EvermannandMeek (1898)described
two otherspeciesof Chasmistesfrom
thesamelake. A carefulreviewof all
availablespecimens,however,
documentedthatbrevirostrisis the unly
valid speciesof ChasmistesfromUpper
KlamathLakeand that theother two
“species”weremerelysexor condition

variantsof brevirostris(Miller asd
Smith~

TheLestRiver suckerwasoriginally
placedin thegenusChasmistesby cope
(1879). Deitistes,a monotypicgenus.
waserectedfor theLostRiver nickerin
1896basedon thedelta-shapedgill
rakers(Seale1896). In additionto the
deltoid, shortgill rakers,theLostRiver
suckeris characterizedby subterminal
mouth, smallhumpon thesnout(at least
in preservedspecimens),andlargesize
of adults(ca.10 lbs.). Theprimary
morphologicalcharactersthat
distinguishthe shortnosesuckerfrom
otherspeciesof Chasmistesindudethe
presenceofa terminal,obliquemouth
with weakor no papillaeon thelips.
Scalesaresmall, with65 to 79 in the
lateralline and 21 to 25 aroundthe
caudalpeduncle(Miller andSinth 1901).

UpperKiamathLake andits
tributariesarenow theprimaryrefuge
for bbththe LostRiver andshortnose
suckers.A substantialpopulationof
shortnosesuckersoccursin Copco
Reservoiron theKiamathRiver.but the
LostRiver suckerpopulationhas
practicallybeeneliminatedthere(Beak
Consultants1987).Remnantor highly
hybridizedpopulationsof thesetwo
speciesoccurin the LostRiver system
andothernearbyareas.

In additionto UpperKlamathLake,
Copco Reservoir,andtheir tributary
streams,shortnosesuckersandLost
River suckershavebeencollectedfrom
IronGateRe.ervuir,California
tCaliforniaDept.of Fish andGame
1980,,J.C.Beyle&eservoir,Oregon(Jeff
S.Ziller. pem.comm.)andClearLake
Reservoir,California (Coots1965,Loch
et ci. 1975).Additionally, shortnoue
au~ershavebeescollectedfrom Lake
of theWoods,Oregon(Andreasen
1975a).TheLostRiver suckeralso was
lau,wefain SheepyLake,Lower
KiemathLakeandTule Lakein
California(Coots1965).

Thepopulationsof shortnoseandLost
River sucker,in Copco andIronGate
Reservuirsmayhaveresultedfromdrill
of indivi~alsdownstreamin the
KlamathRiverfrom UpperKlamath
Lake.Specimensof shortnosesunken
collectedfromCopco Reservoirin 1962,
1978and 1979wereintrogressedwith
theKiamathsmaliscalesucker
(Catostomusrimiculus) (Miller and
Smith1981).Nonetheless,Miller and
Smith(1981) regardedthe Copco
Reservoirpopulationasconsistiz~ala
“relatively intactgenepoolof
Chosmistesbrevirostris.” A few
shortnosesuckershaverecentlybeen
collectedfromJ.C.Boyle Reservoir,
locatedalong theKlamathRiver
betweenUpperKiamathLake and
CopcoReservoir.Thestatusof this

population,whichappearsquite small,
isancertain.Otherreachesof the
KiamathRiver betweenCopcoReservoir
andUpperKlamathLakealsomay
harborsmall remnantpopulationsof
both species.Theremainingpopulations
of shortnosesuckershavenot faredas
well. TheLake of the Woodspopulation
waslost in 1952during a fish
eradicationprogramaimedat removing
carpandperchfrom the lake
(Andreasen1975a).TheClearLake
Reservoirpopulationof shortnose
suckersshowsevidenceof extensive
hybridizationwith the Klamath
largescalesucker(Catostomussnyderi)
{Williams et ci. 1985),but furtherwork
isneededto preciselydeterminethe
geneticconstitutionof suckersin this
system.

A few LostRiver suckershavebeen
collectedfrom J.C.BoyleReservoirin
theKlamathRiver betweenUpper
KianiathLake andCopcoReservoir(Jeff
S.Ziller. pets.comm.).Only oneLost
Riversuckerwascollectedfrom Copco
ReservoIrin 1987despiteintensive
collectionefforts (BeakConsultants
1987),Populationsof LostRiver suckers
inSheepyLake,Lower KlamathLake
eIKI Tule Lakewerelost after1924,
whenthe lakesweredrainedfor farming
(Moyle 19761.Prior to 1924,large
nwnbersof LostRiver suckerswere
takenfrom SheepyCreek,thespawning
streamtributaryto SheepyLake, for
hemancensumptionandlivestockfeed
(Cacti1965).The ClearLakeReservoir
populationof LostRiver suckersis the
lastknownremnantof the speciesin the
Lost River system.The populationin
ciearLakeReservoiris small and
suffersfrom largenumbersof exotic
speciesandlackof sufficientspawning
area(Kochet ci. 1975).

Theprimary factorsin thewidespread
declineof the shortnosesuckerandLost
Riversuckerhaveincludeddammingof
rivers, instreamflow diversion,draining
ofmarshes,dredgingof UpperKiamath
Lake andotherformsof water
manipulation.Damshavebeen
particularlydestructivein that they
haveblockedspawningruns of the fish
andfacilitatedhybridizationwith other
typesofsuckersin thedam’s tailwaters.
Althoughtheconstructionof large
reservoirsmayprovidesuitablefeeding
andrestinghabitat for theselacustrine
species,the reservoirsoften lacklong
stretchesof largeinflowing rivers that
arenecessaryfor successfulspawning.
Snth is thecaseinClearLakeReservoir.
wheresmallintermittentcreeksarethe
only habitat that remainsfor spawning
attmnpts.

Serveywork performedin 1984—1986
by theOregonDepartmentof Fishand
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Wildlife, TheKiamathTribe,andthe
Servicehaveshowndrasticdeclinesin
the largestremainingpopulationsof
both speciesin UpperKiamathLake
(Bienz andZiller, ma.). Duringthe1984
survey,thepopulationof shortnose
suckersmoving out of Upper Kiamath
Lake in the spawningrun wasestimated
at 2,650individuals.The1985and1986
surveysfoundtoofew shortnosesuckers
to accuratelyestimatethe population
size. Thecatchperuniteffort of
shortnosesuckersdeclined34 percent
betweenthe 1984and 1985spawning
runs. In 1986,catchper effortstatistics
yielded 74 percentdecreasein the
spawning run whencomparedto 1985.
Although the populationlevels of the
LostRiver suckerhaveremained
substantially abovethosecritically law
levelsobservedfor theshortnose,the
overall declinehasbeenequally
precipitous. In 1984,a populationof
23,123Lost River suckerswasestimated
in theUpperKlaniathLakespawning
run.By the1985spawningrun,the
populationhaddeclinedto 11,861(Bienz
andZiller, ma.).Althoughthe shortnose
suckerandLost River suckerare long-
lived (up to at least43 yearsin thelatter
species),thedrasticdeclinecanbe
explainedby lackof successful
spawning.No significantrecruitmentof
younginto thepopulationshasoccurred
for approximately18 years(Scoppettone
19861.

The Serviceincluded both the Lost
River and shortnosesuckersin category
2 of its December30, 1982,
comprehensivenoticeof review (47FR
58954)a! vertebratespeciesunder
consideration for listing as endangered
or threatened.Category 2 includesthose
speciesfor which informationindicator
that proposing to list as endangeredor
threatened is possibly appropriate but
for whichadditionaldataareneeded.
These two suckersweremaintainedin:
the September18, 1985,update(50FR
37958)of the 1982notice. Surveys
conductedsince1984 providedthe
additional information on which to base
a proposedrule. The shortnosesucker
and Lost River suckerwere proposedas
endangeredspecieson August26, 1987
(52 FR 32145—32149)in accordancewith
section4(b) of theEndangeredSpecies
Act of 1973, as amended.

Summaryof Commentsand
Recommendations

In theAugust26, 1987, proposedrule
(52 FR 32145-32149)andassociated
notifications,all interestedpartieswere
requestedto submit factual reportsor
informationthatmight contributeto the
developmentof afinal rule.Appropriate
Stateagencies,countygovernments,city
governments,Federalagencies.

scientific organizations,andother
interestedpartieswerecontactedand
requestedtocomment.Newspaper
noticesinviting publiccommentswere
publishedin theAshlandTidings
(September22,1987).MedfordMail
Tribune(September22, 1987).Redding
Recorri.-.Seo.rchlight(September22..
1987),KiamathFallsHerald& News
(September20, 1987). TheOregonian
(September20,1987), and Siskiycu
News(September20. 1987).

A total of 13written commentswere
receivedduring the 60-daycomment
period following publication of the
proposedrule. Commentswere
submittedby two Federalagencies,two
Stateagencies,one Indiantribe, one
City government,five conservation
organizations,andtwo privateparties.
Twelveresponsessupportedlistingand
aceresponseexpressedno opinion
regardingthe listing.No commentsin
oppositionto thelisting werereceived.
TheCity of KiamathFalls took no
positionregardingtheListing,butoffered
results of studies on thepotentialimpact
of the proposedSaltCaves
1-lydroelectricProjecton bothspecies.It
is the opinionof theCity that theproject
would notimpact eitherspecies,
however,datato supportthis position
arelacking.Governmentagencies
writing to expresstheir supportfor the
listing includedthe U.S.ForestService,
Bureauof LandManagement.California
Departmentof FishandGame,and
OregonDepartmentof FishandWildlife.

In additionto voicing supportfor the
listing, TheKiamathTribe, DesertFishes
Council, RogueChapterof theSierra
Club,andSaveour KiamathRiveralso
statedtheir beliefthatcritical habitat
shouldbe officially designatedfor both
species.Thecritical habitatdesignation
is discussedbelow.

Additionaldataon thedeclineof the
shortnosesuckerandLostRiver sucker
wereprovidedby TheKiamathTribe,
CaliforniaDepartmentof Fishand
Game,OregonDepartmentof Fishand
Wildlife, andanindependentbiologist
familiarwith thespecies.As
appropriate,this additionalinformation
wasincorporatedinto this final rule.

Summaryof FactorsAffecting the
Species

After a thorough review and
considerationof all information
available,theServicehasdetermined
thattheshortnosesuckerandLostRiver
suckershouldbeclassifiedas
endangeredspecieaProceduresfoundat
section:4(a)(1)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct (16 U.S.C.1531 etseq.)and
regulations~5OCFRPart424)
prosnulgatedtoimplementthelisting
provisionsof theAct werefollowed. A

speciesmaybedeterminedtobean
endangeredorthreatenedspeciesdueto
oneor moreof thefive factorsdescribed
insection4(a)(1).Thesefactorsand
their application to theshoitnosesucker
(ChasmistesbrevirvstrisandLostRiver
sucker(Deltistesluxatus)areasfollowm

A. Thepresentor threatened
destruction.madification.or curtailment
ofits habitator range.Initial biological
surveysof theKlainathSa8inindicated
thepresenceof largepopulationsof
fishes,andsuckersin particular(Cope
1879,Gilbert1896).Spawningrunsof
suckersfromUpperKiamathLakewere
largeenoughto provide a majorfood
sourcefor Indiansandlocalsettlers.The
shortuosesuckerandLostRiver sucker
werestaplesin thediet of theKiamath
Indians for thousandsof years(Charles
E. Kimbol, pens.comm.).In the late
l89tYs,a cannerywasoperatedfor
commercialharvestof the LostRiver
suckeron theLostRivernearOlene,
Oregon(Howe1984).Eventhroughthe
1960’sand1970’s,runs of suckers
movingfrom UpperKlamathLakeup
intotheWilliamsonandSpragueRivers
weregreatenoughto providea major
sportfisherythatannuallyattracted
manypeoplefrom throughouttheWest
(BienzandZiller, ms.;JohnFortune,
pers.comm.).Theprimaryspecieswas
the largerLostRiver sucker,locally
known asmullet, butsignificant
numbersof shortnosesuckersalso
occurredin the runs. During
thepestyears,however,The
KlamathTribeandlocalbiologistshave
beenso alarmedby thepopulation
declineofbathsuckersthat in 1967,the
OregonFishandWildlife Commission
closedthe fishery forbothspeciesand
placethorn on the State’slist of
protectedspecies.

Causesof thedeclinesarevariedand
not fully understood.Clearly,therehas
beena drasticreductionin spawning
success.Recentdatashowthatneither
speciesof suckerhassuccessfully
spawnedin Oregonfor approximately
18years(Bienaand Ziller, ms.~
Scoppettone1986).Similarresultshave
recentlybeenobtainedforpopulations
of bothspeciesin Copco Reservoir.
California(BeakConsultants198?).Most
of thespawinghabitatfortheshorthose
suckerandLostRiversuckerin the
UpperKiamathLakedrainagehasbeen
lost.Theprimaryfactormayhavebeen
theconstructionof theSpragueRiver
Damat Chiloquin, Oregon.Thedamis
locatedsuetupstreamof the~mctionof
the Spragueand WilliamsonRiversand
probablyeliminatedmoie than96
percentof thehistoricalspawning
habitat.Neithertheshortnosesucker
norLostRiversuckerspawnin the
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Williamson River upstreamof its
confluencewith the Sprague.Fish
laddershavebeenconstructedat
varioustimeson the SpragueRiver Dam
but their effectivenessin facilitating
movementof suckersaroundthe
structurehasbeenminimal tonon-
existentbecause,althoughthesesuckers
arestrong-swimmers.their leaping
ability is greatlylimited. Any
successfully-spawnedlarvaemaybe
divertedinto agriculturalfields by
unscreenedirrigationpumpsand
diversions.Minor secondaryspawning
occurredin the largerspringsthat flow
from alongtheshoresof UpperKlamath
Lake.However, theusefulnessof these
spawningareasalongthe eastshoreof
the lakewaslost whena railroadwas
constructedandriprapwasusedto fill
in the springs.Furtherproblemsmay
havebeencausedby decreasesin water
quality that resultfrom timberharvest,
dredgingactivities, removalof riparian
vegetationand livestockgrazing.

B. Overutilizationfor commercial,
recreational,scientific,or educational
purposes.Prior to1987, OregonState
law alloweda snagfisheryfor theLost
River sucker. In 1987,the Oregon Fish
andGameCommissionremovedboth
speciesfrom the list of fishesin the
Statethatmaybeharvested.The
shortnosesuckerwasincidentallytaken
eachspringduringits spawningrunsby
sportfishermensnaggingthelargerLost
River sucker.In the1985sportfishery.
Lost River suckerscomprised92 percent
of the catch, whereasshortnoseand
Klamath largescaleaccountedfor 3 and
6 percent,respectively(BienzandZiller,
ms.).Prior to recent population declines,
somerecreational take of the shortnose
sucker and Lost River sucker was
acceptable.No commercial take is
known. It shouldbe noted that nearly all
scientificdatahasbeenobtainedfrom
fish collectedin naturaldie-offs (see
FactorE, below),or duringsportfishing.
High mortality of the shortnosesucker
occurredduringa recentstudyat Copco
Reservoir (Beak Consultants1987),
indicatingthatgreatcareshouldbe
takenin future studiesof thesespecies.

C. Diseaseorpredation.Exotic fishes
havebeenstockedinto theKiamath
Basinandhaveplayedsomerole in the
declineof theshortnosesuckerandLost
River sucker. In addition to preying on
youngsuckers,suchexoticspeciescan
serveassourcesof parasitesand/or
diseases.

D. Theinadequacyofexisting
regulatorymechanisms.Recentaction
by the Stateof Oregon to removethe
shortnosesuckerandLost River sucker
from the list of fishesthatmaybe
harvested,andplaceboth specieson the

State’slist- of protectedspecieshas
improved the adequacyof regulations to
protectthesespecies.CaliforniaState
Law lists the shortnosesuckerandLost-
River suckerasendangered.Although
the CaliforniaEndangeredSpeciesAct
hasprovisionsfor Stateagenciesto
consultwith the California Department
of FishandGameon projectsaffecting
State-listedspecies,neitherStatelaw
protectshabitatof thespeciesfrom
projectsthatarepermitted,fundedor
carried-outby Federalagencies.

E. Othernatural ormanmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.
Hybridizationwith the Klamath
largescaleandKlamathsmallscale
suckershasbeen recognizedas a
problemin maintainingthegenetic
purity of shortnosesuckerpopulations
(Miller andSmith 1981, Williams etci.
1985).Similarly, hybridizationbetween
the KlamathlargescalesuckerandLost
Riversuckerhasbeenreportedin Upper
KlamathLake(Andreasen1975a).
Althoughhybridizationoccursnaturally
betweenmany speciesof suckers
(family Catostomidae),increased
incidenceof hybridizationoccursif one
of theparentalspeciesexperiencesa
major populationdecline,asin thecase
of the shortnosesucker.Further
hybridizationis facilitatedby damsthat
block spawning runsand force
individualsof closely relatedspeciesto
spawnin massin the dam’stailwaters.
Spawning of the shortnose,Lost River
and Klamath largescalesuckeroccurs
below the SpragueRiver Dam at
Chiloquin.

An additionalsourceof mortalityis
late-summerdie-offs in UpperKiamath
Lake. A major die-off of Lost River and
shortnosesuckerswasobservedduring
1986 that resulted fromblue-greenalgal
blooms (genusAphanizomenon)
(Scoppettone1988).Suckerdie-offsdo
notoccureveryyear,butmay occurin
dry or particulary hot years.Pollution of
the lake and decreasedsummerinflows,
perhapscausedby diversion of water
for agricultural purposes.aggravatethis
phenomenon.

The presenceofexotics, suchas
fathead minnows (Pimephales
promelas)and yellow perch (Perca
f/avesuens),may Inhibit recovery.
Fathead minnows were first
documentedin theKiamath River
systemduring1974and have now
spread into Upper Klamath Lake, where
they have becomeabundant (Andreasen
1975b;Jeff S. Ziller, pers.comm.).The
minnows may competewith the native
suckers for food. Perhaps in responseto
the increasednumberof fathead
minnows, theyellow perchpopulation in
Upper Kiamath Lake has increased

recently(JeffS. Ziller, pers.comm.).The
perchare potential predatorson larval
suckersand may be a major factor in
preventing any youngsuckersfrom
being recruited into the population.
Exotic fishesin the Lost River system
include bullheads (Ictalurus spp.),
largemouthbass(Micropterus
salmoides),crappie(Pomoxissp.),green
sunfish (Lepomiscyane//us),and
Sacramento perch (Archoplites
interruptus)(Koch eta!. 1975; Jack E.
Williams, pers.obs.).

The Servicehascarefully assessedthe
bestscientific and commercial
information availaberegarding the past,
present, and future threats facedby
thesespeciesin determining to make
this rule final. Basedon this evaluation,
the preferred action isto list the
shortnoseand Lost River suckers as
endangered.Threatenedstatus would
not adequatelyreflect the sharpdecline
of eitherspecies,lack of recruitment, or
thecontinued threat to remaining
habitat fragments. Critical habitat is not
being designatedfor this speciesat this
time for reasonsdiscussedbelow.

Critical Habitat
Section4(a)(3)of the Act, asamended,

requires that to the maximum extent
prudent and determinable, the Secretary
designatecritical habitat at the time a
speciesis determinedto be endangered
or threatened.The Servicefinds that
designationof critical habitat is not
prudent or determinable for these
speciesat thistime. As notedin Factor
“A” of the above“Summaryof Factors
Affecting the species”much of the
historicspawninggrounds of the Upper
KlamathLakepopulationis no longer
accessiblebecausea dam blocks the
spawning run near the confluenceof the
Sprague and Williamson Rivers.
Similarly, damson theKlamath River
downstreamof UpperKlamathLake
haveeliminatedorblockedaccessto
spawninghabitat.Therefore,
determining the boundaries of areas to
be included ascritical habitat is
difficult. Further, agencypersonnelare
well-awareof the distribution of both
speciesthroughthe Klamath Basin
SuckerInteragencyWorkingGroup.
Little additional benefitsof notification
of the speciespresencewould be
achievedthrough critical habitat
designation.Becauseof thesefactors,
the Servicefinds that the determination
of critical habitatcannotbemadeat this
time.

Available ConservationMeasures

Conservationmeasuresprovided to
specieslisted asendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
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SpeciesAct includerecognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection,andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlisting encouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
andprivateagencies.groups,and
individuals.TheEndangeredSpecies
Actprovidesfor possibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Statesandrequiresthatrecovery
actionsbecarriedout for all listed
species.Suchactionsareinitiatedby the
Servicefollowing listing. Theprotection
requiredof Federalagenciesandthe
prohibitionsagainsttakingandharmare
discussed,in part. below.

Section7(a)of the Act, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate
their actionswith respectto anyspecies
that is proposedor listedasendangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitatif any is being
designated.Regulationsimplementing
this interagencycooperationprovision
of theAct arecodifiedat 50 CFR Part
402. Section7(a)(2)requiresFederal
agenciesto ensurethatactivities they
authorize,fund,or carryoutarenot
likely to jeopardizethecontinued
existenceof alistedspeciesor to
destroyoradverselymodify its critical
habitat.If a Federalactionmayaffecta
listedspeciesor itscritical habitat,the
responsibleFederalagencymustenter
into formalconsultationwith the
Service.

Federalactionsthatmay affectthe
shortnosesuckerandLost Riversucker
areissuancesof lincensesor permitsfor
damprojectsby theFederalEnergy
RegulatoryCommission;grazingor
timberharvestingpracticeson Forest
Servicelandin theUpperKlamathLake
andClearLake Reservoirwatersheds;
andagreements,leases,or other
arrangementsbetweentheKiamath
Tribe andlocal irrigation intereststhat
would resultin thediversionof water
from theWilliamson orSpragueRivers;
andmanagementof canalsand
diversionstructuresby theBureauof
Reclamation.Permittingactivitiesof the
Army Corpsof Engineerspursuantto
section404 of the CleanWaterAct or
section10 of the RiverandHarborAct
alsomaybe affected.

The Act implementingregulations
foundat 50 CFR 17.21 setforth aseries
of genera!prohibitionsandexceptions
thatapply toall endangeredwildlife.
Theseprohibitions.inpart, would make
it illegal forany personsubjectto the
jurisdictionof theUnitedStatesto take,
import, shipin interstatecommercein
the courseof a commercialactivity, or

sellor offer for salein interstateor
foreigncommerceanylistedspecies.It
alsois illegal to possess,sell, deliver,
carry, transport,orshipany such
wildlife thathasbeentakenillegally.
Certainexceptionsapplyto agentsof
theServiceandStateconservation
agencies.

Permitsmaybeissuedto carryout
otherwiseprohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredfish or wildlife species
undercertaincircumstances.
Regulationsgoverningpermitsareat 50
CFR 17.22and17.23. Suchpermitsare
availablefor scientificpurposes,to
enhancethepropagationorsurvival of
the species,and/orfor incidentaltakein
connectionwith otherwiselawful
activities.In someinstances,permits
maybeissuedduringa specifiedperiod
of time to relieveundueeconomic
hardshipthatwould besufferedif such
reliefwerenot available.

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act
TheFishandWildlife Servicehas

determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedby theNational
EnvironmentalPolicy Act of 1969,need
notbepreparedin connectionwith
regulationsadoptedpursuanttosection
4(a) of the EndangeredSpeciesAct of
1973, asamended.A noticeoutlining the
Service’sreasonsfor thisdetermination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983 (48 FR 49244).
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List of Subjectsin 50 CFR Part17

Endangeredandthreatenedwildlife,
Fish,Marine mammals,Plants
(agriculture).

RegulationsPromulgation
Accordingly.Part17, SubchapterB of

ChapterL Title 50of theCodeof Federal
Regulations.is amendedasset forth
below:

PART 17—[AMENDED]

1. Theauthoritycitation forPart 17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authodty Pub~L 93-205.87Stat.884; Pub.
L 94-359.90Stat911; P&o. L. 95-532,92Stat.
3751; Pub.L 96-159.935~at.1225;Pub.L 97-
304, 96Stat.1411 (18US.C. 1531 etseq3Pub.
L. 99—625, 100Stat.3500 (1986),unless
otherwisenoted.

2. Amend § 17.11(h) by addingthe
following, inalphabeticalorder,under
“Fishes” to theList of Endangeredand
ThreatenedWildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangeredandthreatened
wildlife.

(h) * *
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Species
~st~ ~__

,~

Vertebrate
populationwhere
endangeredOr s~ When~listed

Critical
habitat

Special
rulesCommonname Scientificname

FISHES
Sucker.Lost River De/listesluxatus U.S.A. (OR. CA) Entire E • 313 NA NA

Sucker.Short-nose Chasmjs(esbrevirostris U.S.A. (OR, CA) Entire E • 313 NA NA

Dated:June 27,1988.
SusanRecce,
ActingAssistantSecretaryforFishand
WildlifeandParks.
[FR Doc. 88—16062Filed7—15—88; 8:45aml
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