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relationship under the Clean Air Act,
preparation of flexibility analysis would
constitute Federal inquiry into the
economic reasonableness of state action.
The Clean Air Act forbids EPA to base
its actions concerning SIPs on such
grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA,
427 U.S. 246, 255–66 (1976); 42 U.S.C.
7410(a)(2).

F. Unfunded Mandates

Under Section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must
prepare a budgetary impact statement to
accompany any proposed or final rule
that includes a Federal mandate that
may result in estimated annual costs to
State, local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate; or to private sector, of $100
million or more. Under Section 205,
EPA must select the most cost-effective
and least burdensome alternative that
achieves the objectives of the rule and
is consistent with statutory
requirements. Section 203 requires EPA
to establish a plan for informing and
advising any small governments that
may be significantly or uniquely
impacted by the rule.

EPA has determined that the approval
action promulgated does not include a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated annual costs of $100 million
or more to either State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate, or to the
private sector. This Federal action
approves pre-existing requirements
under State or local law, and imposes
no new requirements. Accordingly, no
additional costs to State, local, or tribal
governments, or to the private sector,
result from this action.

G. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12 of the National Technology
Transfer and Advancement Act

(NTTAA) of 1995 requires Federal
agencies to evaluate existing technical
standards when developing new
regulations. To comply with NTTAA,
the EPA must consider and use
‘‘voluntary consensus standards’’ (VCS)
if available and applicable when
developing programs and policies
unless doing so would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical.

EPA believes that VCS are
inapplicable to this proposed action.
Today’s proposed action does not
require the public to perform activities
conducive to the use of VCS.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Intergovernmental regulations, Nitrogen
oxides, Ozone, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Volatile
organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: March 20, 2000.
David P. Howekamp,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 00–7736 Filed 3–29–00; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: We, the Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service), pursuant to the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (Act), reopen the comment
period on the proposal to list Ambrosia
pumila (San Diego ambrosia) as an
endangered species. The comment
period is reopened in response to a
request from the public for additional
time to obtain biological information
regarding the plant and formulate
comments on the proposed rule. In
addition, reopening of the comment
period will allow further opportunity
for all interested parties to submit
comments on the proposal, which is
available (see ADDRESSES section). We
are seeking comments or suggestions
from the public, other concerned
governmental agencies, the scientific
community, industry, or any other
interested parties concerning the
proposed rule. Comments already
submitted on the proposed rule need
not be resubmitted as they will be fully
considered in the final determination.

DATES: The reopened comment period
closes May 30, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials
concerning this proposed rule should be
sent to the Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Carlsbad Fish and
Wildlife Office, 2730 Loker Avenue
West, Carlsbad, California, 92008.
Comments and materials received will
be available for public inspection, by
appointment, during normal business
hours at the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gary
Wallace, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife
Office (see ADDRESSES section) at (760)
431–9440.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
On December 29, 1999, the Service

published a rule proposing endangered
status for Ambrosia pumila (San Diego
ambrosia) in the Federal Register (64 FR
72993). The original comment period
closed on February 28, 2000. The
comment period now closes on May 30,
2000. Written comments should be
submitted to the Service (see ADDRESSES
section).

Ambrosia pumila is a herbaceous
perennial plant with underground
rhizome-like roots. This wind pollinated
species is restricted to San Diego and
western Riverside counties and from
Colonet to Lake Chapala, in Baja
California, Mexico. The species is
currently known from 13 extant native
occurrences in the U.S. Ambrosia
pumila is threatened by the following;

destruction, fragmentation, and
degradation of habitat by recreational
and commercial development; highway
construction and maintenance;
construction and maintenance activities
associated with utility easements;
competition from non-native plants;
trampling by horses and humans; off-
road vehicle (ORV) use; and inadequate
regulatory mechanisms. Comments from
the public regarding the accuracy of this
proposed rule are sought, especially
regarding:

(1) Biological, commercial trade, or
other relevant data concerning any
threat (or lack thereof) to this species;

(2) The location and condition of any
additional occurrences of this species
and the reasons why any habitat should
or should not be determined to be
critical habitat pursuant to section 4 of
the Act;

(3) Aditional information concerning
the range, distribution, and population
size of this species;

(4) Current or planned activities in the
subject area and their possible impacts
on Ambrosia pumila or its habitat;

Author

The primary author of this notice is
Gary D. Wallace, Ph.D. (see ADDRESSES
section).

Authority

The authority for this action is the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Dated: March 22, 2000.
Elizabeth H. Stevens,
Acting Manager, California/Nevada
Operations Office.
[FR Doc. 00–7800 Filed 3–29–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P
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