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of the United States. The EPA submitted
a report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
today’s Federal Register. This rule is
not a ‘‘major rule’’ defined by 5 U.S.C.
804(2).

Paperwork Reduction Act
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act,

44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., Federal agencies
must consider the paperwork burden
imposed by any information request
contained in a proposed rule or a final
rule. This rule will not impose any
information requirements upon the
regulated community.

Executive Order 13084 Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

Under Executive Order 13084, EPA
may not issue a regulation that is not
required by statute, that significantly or
uniquely affects the communities of
Indian tribal governments, and that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs on those communities, unless the
Federal government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
cost incurred by the tribal governments.
If EPA complies with consulting,
Executive Order 13084 requires EPA to
provide to OMB, in a separately
identified section of the preamble to the
rule, a description of the extent of EPA’s
prior consultation with representatives
of affected tribal governments, a
summary of the nature of their concerns,
and a statement supporting the need to
issue the regulation. In addition,
Executive Order 13084 requires EPA to
develop an effective process permitting
elected officials and other
representatives of Indian tribal
governments ‘‘to provide meaningful
and timely input in the development of
regulatory policies on matters that
significantly or uniquely affect their
communities’’.

This rule is not subject to Executive
Order 13084 because it does not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of Indian governments.
The State of Oklahoma is not authorized
to implement the RCRA hazardous
waste program in Indian country. This
action has no effect on the hazardous
waste program that EPA implements in
the Indian country within the State.

Executive Order 13132 Federalism
Executive Order 13132, entitled

‘‘Federalism’’ (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), requires EPA to develop an
accountable process to ensure
‘‘meaningful and timely input by State

and local officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
implications’’. ‘‘Policies that have
federalism implications’’ is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have ‘‘substantial direct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government’.

Under section 6 of Executive Order
13132, EPA may not issue a regulation
that has federalism implications, that
impose substantial direct compliance
costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the Federal government provides
the funds necessary to pay the direct
compliance costs incurred by State and
local governments, or EPA consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. The EPA also may not issue
a regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law unless the Agency consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation.

This action does not have federalism
implication. It will not have a
substantial direct effect on States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, because it
affects only one State. This action
simply approves Oklahoma’s proposal
to be authorized for updated
requirements of the hazardous waste
program that the State has voluntarily
chosen to operate. Further, as result of
this action, those newly authorized
provisions of the State’s program now
apply in the State of Oklahoma in lieu
of the equivalent Federal program
provisions implemented by EPA under
HSWA. Affected parties are subject only
to those authorized State provisions, as
opposed to being subject to both Federal
and State regulatory requirements.
Thus, the requirements of section 6 of
the Executive Order do not apply.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 271
Administrative practice and

procedure, Confidential business
information, Hazardous materials
transportation, Hazardous waste, Indian
lands, Intergovernmental relations,
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Water pollution control,
Water supply.

Authority: This notice is issued under the
authority of sections 2002(a), 3006, and
7004(b) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act as
amended, 42 U.S.C. 6912(a), 6926, 6974(b).

Dated: July 12, 1999.
Jerry Clifford,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 6.

Editorial Note: This document was
received at the Office of the Federal Register
on March 22, 2000.

[FR Doc. 00–7448 Filed 3–28–00; 8:45 am]
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50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 000211039–0039–01; I.D.
032300A]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock Within the
Shelikof Strait Conservation Area in
the Gulf of Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for pollock within the Shelikof
Strait conservation area in the Gulf of
Alaska (GOA). This action is necessary
to prevent exceeding the B season
allowance of the pollock total allowable
catch (TAC) for the Shelikof Strait
conservation area in the GOA.
DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.l.t.), March 25, 2000, until 1200
hrs, A.l.t., August 20, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Furuness, 907–586–7228
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
GOA exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council
under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Regulations governing
fishing by U.S. vessels in accordance
with the FMP appear at subpart H of 50
CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

In accordance with
§ 679.22(b)(3)(iii)(C), the B season
allowance of the pollock TAC within
the Shelikof Strait conservation area is
6,996 metric tons (mt) as established by
the Final 2000 Harvest Specifications
for Groundfish (65 FR 8298, February
18, 2000) and subsequent correction (65
FR 11909, March 7, 2000).

In accordance with § 679.20(d)(1)(i),
the Administrator, Alaska Region,
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NMFS (Regional Administrator), has
determined that the B season allowance
of the pollock TAC within the Shelikof
Strait conservation area will soon be
reached. Therefore, the Regional
Administrator is establishing a directed
fishing allowance of 6,696 mt, and is
setting aside the remaining 300 mt as
bycatch to support other anticipated
groundfish fisheries. In accordance with
§ 679.22(b)(3)(iii)(A), the Regional
Administrator finds that this directed
fishing allowance will soon be reached.
Consequently, NMFS is prohibiting
directed fishing for pollock within the
Shelikof Strait conservation area in the
GOA.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§ 679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
overharvesting the seasonal allocation of
pollock within the Shelikof Strait
conservation area. Providing prior
notice and an opportunity for public
comment is impracticable and contrary
to the public interest. Further delay
would only result in overharvest. NMFS
finds for good cause that the

implementation of this action should
not be delayed for 30 days. Accordingly,
under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), a delay in the
effective date is hereby waived.

This action is required by § 679.20
and is exempt from review under E.O.
12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: March 23, 2000.

George H. Darcy,
Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 00–7696 Filed 3–24–00; 4:29 pm]
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