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counsel for the Petitioner as follows:
Joan Stewart, Esq., Wiley Rein LLP,

2050 M Street NW, Washington, DC
20036.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Emily Harrison, Media Bureau, at
Emily.Harrison@fcc.gov, (202) 418—
1665, or Mark Colombo, Media Bureau,
at Mark.Colombo@fcc.gov, (202) 418—
7611.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May
11, 2022, the Bureau granted a petition
for rulemaking submitted by Gray to
substitute channel 28 for channel 12 at
Wichita for KSCW-DT. On June 21,
2022, Gray was granted a construction
permit for its new channel, with an
expiration date of June 21, 2025. In its
Petition, Gray states that it is unable to
complete construction of the channel 28
facility by the expiration date. Thus,
Gray requests amendment of the table to
allow it to continue to operate on
channel 12, and proposes to specify the
technical parameters of its currently
licensed channel 12 facility.

We believe that the Petitioner’s
channel substitution proposal for
KSCW-DT warrants consideration.
KSCW-DT is currently operating on
channel 12 and the substitution of
channel 12 for channel 28 in the table
will allow the Station to remain on the
air and continue to provide service to
viewers within its service area. Given
that Gray proposes to utilize its
currently licensed parameters, we
believe channel 12 can be substituted
for channel 28 at Wichita as proposed,
in compliance with the principal
community coverage requirements of
section 73.618(a) of the Commission’s
Rules (Rules), at coordinates 38—03'—
37.6” N and 97—45—49.7” W. In
addition, we find that this channel
change meets the technical
requirements set forth in section
73.622(a) of the Rules.

This is a synopsis of the
Commission’s Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, MB Docket No. 25-107;
RM-11997; DA 25-167, adopted
February 25, 2025, and released
February 25, 2025. The full text of this
document is available for download at
https://www.fcc.gov/edocs. To request
materials in accessible formats (braille,
large print, computer diskettes, or audio
recordings), please send an email to
FCC504@fcc.gov or call the Consumer &
Government Affairs Bureau at (202)
418-0530 (VOICE), (202) 418-0432
(TTY).

This document does not contain
information collection requirements
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1995, Public Law 104—-13. In addition,
therefore, it does not contain any

proposed information collection burden
“for small business concerns with fewer
than 25 employees,” pursuant to the

Small Business Paperwork Relief Act of

2002, Public Law 107-198, see 44 U.S.C.

3506(c)(4). Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 601—
612, do not apply to this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that all ex parte contacts are prohibited
from the time a notice of proposed
rulemaking is issued to the time the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, see 47 CFR 1.1208. There are,
however, exceptions to this prohibition,
which can be found in § 1.1204(a) of the
Commission’s rules, 47 CFR 1.1204(a).

See §§1.415 and 1.420 of the
Commission’s rules for information
regarding the proper filing procedures
for comments, 47 CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

Providing Accountability Through
Transparency Act: The Providing
Accountability Through Transparency
Act, Public Law 118-9, requires each
agency, in providing notice of a
rulemaking, to post online a brief plain-
language summary of the proposed rule.
The required summary of this notice of
proposed rulemaking is available at
https://www.fcc.gov/proposed-
rulemakings.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television.
Federal Communications Commission.

Thomas Horan,
Chief of Staff, Media Bureau.

Proposed Rule

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Federal Communications
Commission proposes to amend 47 CFR
part 73 as follows:

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

m 1. The authority citation for part 73

continues to read as follows:
Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 155, 301, 303,

307, 309, 310, 334, 336, 339.

m 2.In §73.622, in the table in

paragraph (j), under Kansas, revise the

entry for “Wichita” to read as follows:

§73.622 Digital television table of
allotments.

* * * * *
(]') * *x %
Community Channel No.
Kansas

Community Channel No.
Wichita .....ccceeviiiiiiiiees 10, 12, 15, 26
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 2025-03466 Filed 3—4—25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 600 and 660
[RTID 0648—XE525]

Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions;
Fisheries Off West Coast States;
Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery
Management Plan; Amendment 35;
Notice of Availability

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

ACTION: Notice of availability of
proposed fishery management plan
amendment; request for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces that the
Pacific Fishery Management Council
(referred to as ‘‘the Council”’) has
submitted amendment 35 to the Pacific
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management
Plan (PCGFMP) to the Secretary of
Commerce for review. If approved,
amendment 35 would define stocks that
are in need of conservation and
management, consistent with the
provisions and guidelines of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act). Amendment
35 would define stocks for eight species
within the fishery management unit.
These species were prioritized because
they are scheduled for stock
assessments in 2025 or in 2027.
Amendment 35 is necessary for NMFS
to make stock status determinations,
which in turn will help prevent
overfishing, rebuild overfished stocks,
and achieve optimum yield.
Amendment 35 is administrative in
nature and does not change harvest
levels or timing and location of fishing,
nor does it revise the goals and
objectives or the management
frameworks of the PCGFMP.

DATES: Comments on amendment 35
must be received no later than May 4,
2025.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on this document, identified by NOAA-
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NMFS-2025-0012, by the following
method:

e Electronic Submission: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal e-Rulemaking Portal. Go to
https://www.regulations.gov and enter
NOAA-NMFS-2025-0012 in the Search
box. Click the “Comment’ icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

Instructions: Comments must be
submitted by the above method to
ensure that the comments are received,
documented, and considered by NMFS.
Comments sent by any other method, to
any other address or individual, or
received after the end of the comment
period, may not be considered. All
comments received are a part of the
public record and NMFS will post for
public viewing on https://
www.regulations.gov without change.
All personal identifying information
(e.g., name, address, etc.), confidential
business information, or otherwise
sensitive information submitted
voluntarily by the sender is publicly
accessible. NMFS will accept
anonymous comments (enter “N/A” in
the required fields if you wish to remain
anonymous).

Electronic Access

This rulemaking is accessible via the
internet at the Office of the Federal
Register website at https://
www.federalregister.gov. Background
information and documents including
an analysis for this action (referred to as
“Analysis”), which addresses the
statutory requirements of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act are available from the
Pacific Fishery Management Council’s
website at https://www.pcouncil.org.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Abbie Moyer, Fishery Management
Specialist, at 206—305-9601 or
abbie.moyer@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fisheries in the
exclusive economic zone (EEZ) seaward
of Washington, Oregon, and California
under the PCGFMP. The Council
prepared and NMFS implemented the
PCGFMP under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, 16 U.S.C. 1801
et seq. and by regulations at 50 CFR
parts 600 and 660. The Magnuson-
Stevens Act requires that each regional
fishery management council submit any
fishery management plan (FMP) or plan
amendment it prepares to NMFS for
review and approval, disapproval, or
partial approval by the Secretary of
Commerce. The Magnuson-Stevens Act
also requires that NMFS, upon receiving
an FMP or amendment, immediately
publish notification that the FMP or

amendment is available for public
review and comment. This notification
announces that the proposed
amendment 35 to the PCGFMP is
available for public review and
comment. NMFS will consider the
public comments received during the
comment period described above in
determining whether to approve,
partially approve, or disapprove
amendment 35 to the PCGFMP.

Background

In 2021, NMFS was unable to make
stock status determinations for stocks
that were assessed in 2021, because the
“stocks” for which the Council was
expecting status determinations did not
exist in the PCGFMP. At that time, the
PCGFMP contained a list of over 80
species and did not describe whether
each species is a single stock within the
fishery management unit or if it is
multiple (e.g., regional) stocks. NMFS
requested that the Council undertake
amendment 31 to define stocks for 14 of
those species listed in the PCGFMP at
its March 8-14, 2022 meeting in San
Jose, California. The Council prioritized
a sub-set of species, because they were
subject to stock assessments in 2021 or
were subject to stock assessments in
2023, and were therefore the most likely
candidates to be the subject of NMFS’
forthcoming status determinations,
which are often based on new
assessments. Amendment 31 was
published on November 16, 2023 (88 FR
78677).

At its November 13-18, 2024 meeting
in Costa Mesa, California, the Council
recommended stock definitions for eight
species of Pacific Coast groundfish
(chilipepper rockfish, English sole,
redbanded rockfish, rougheye/
blackspotted rockfish (a cryptic pair),
widow rockfish, yellowtail rockfish, and
yelloweye rockfish) that will have stock
assessments in 2025 or in 2027 (priority
species) so that NMFS may be able to
make stock status determinations.
Amendment 35 would define stocks for
eight species within the fishery
management unit (FMU; the jurisdiction
of the FMP from 3 to 200 nautical miles
offshore between the United States
border with Canada and the United
States border with Mexico, which may
also be referred to as ‘‘coastwide’’) that
require conservation and management.

The goal of this process is to create
stock definitions for all Pacific coast
groundfish species in need of
conservation and management. Given
time constraints, this process to develop
stock definitions for all managed Pacific
coast groundfish species is a multi-
phase process. The Council is pursuing
a process for stock definitions for the

remaining species in the PCGFMP under
another action. The current proposed
amendment 35 overlaps with that action
but will allow NMFS to make stock
status determinations and allow the
Council to initiate the 2027-2028
biennial harvest specifications and
management measure process based
upon new stock definitions for those
species assessed in 2025. This
amendment is administrative in nature,
and the economic impacts, if any, will
come when stock assessments are
completed, the status of the stocks are
determined by NMFS, and appropriate
fishery management actions are taken by
the Council.

During the development of
amendment 31, the Council was advised
by the Scientific and Statistical
Committee (SSC) that indications of
population structure within a species
should be an indicator of whether stock
status should be determined at a finer
scale than coastwide. Therefore, the
Council evaluated a literature review of
the best scientific and biological
information available for each species,
which is appended to the Analysis
developed for amendment 35, available
on the Council website (see Electronic
Access section).

The Analysis considered a single
stock definition alternative for most of
the priority species except yelloweye
rockfish and yellowtail rockfish, as
explained below. Generally, species
with no known population structure,
based on the literature review, or with
known single-population structure
based on genetic information, were
considered under a single stock
definition alternative. Based on best
scientific information available along
with past and recent fishery
management and policy decisions,
yellowtail rockfish was only considered
under one alternative defining it as two
stocks, one stock north of latitude (lat.)
40°10’ N and one stock south of lat.
40°10’ N. Yelloweye rockfish had no
known indicators of population
structure, but was noted by the SSC at
the June 2024 Council meeting for
having uncertainty in movement rates.
Therefore, yelloweye rockfish was
initially considered under two
alternatives: one as a single stock
definition and a second alternative
defining it as two stocks (one as a
Washington and Oregon stock and one
as a California stock). The second
alternative for yelloweye rockfish was
later removed from further
consideration due to insufficient
scientific support to warrant stock
structure finer than coastwide at the
time.


https://www.federalregister.gov
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https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.pcouncil.org
mailto:abbie.moyer@noaa.gov

11244

Federal Register/Vol. 90, No. 42/Wednesday, March 5, 2025/Proposed Rules

The Analysis assumed each
alternative stock definition was
adopted, then applied the PCGFMP’s
harvest specifications framework to
each stock to assess some of the
biological, socioeconomic, and fishery
management trade-offs that might be
expected from implementation of future
management actions based on the
alternative stock definitions. Impacts of
these stock definitions are expected to
flow from future, subsequent action(s) to
set harvest specifications and
management measures for the stock(s),
but the Analysis provided information
for the Council to consider in making its
decision. The Council considered these
tradeoffs when making its final stock
definition recommendations at its
November 13-18, 2024 meeting. The
following narrative provides species-
specific information, in alphabetical
order by common name, and rationale
for the stock definition for each species
that would be implemented by
amendment 35.

Chilipepper Rockfish (Sebastes goodei)

Chilipepper rockfish (Sebastes
goodei) range from British Columbia to
the United States-Mexico border, with
peak abundance near Cape Mendocino,
California and declines north of Cape
Blanco, Oregon. Chilipepper rockfish
are an important commercial target
species in California waters and were
historically an important recreational
target in southern California waters.
There is no evidence of population
structure for chilipepper rockfish, and
information is limited on larval
dispersal distances and adult movement
rates.

Stock assessments have been
conducted on a coastwide scale since
2007. Prior to 2007, chilipepper rockfish
were assessed in the area south of lat.
40°10” N where they are predominantly
found. The 2007 chilipepper rockfish
stock assessment was extended to their
entire west coast range through waters
off Oregon. To date, chilipepper
rockfish have been managed with stock-
specific harvest specifications south of
lat. 40°10” N and as part of the Shelf
Rockfish Complex north of lat. 40°10” N.
The harvest specifications that are
compared to mortality estimates to
assess whether the species is subject to
overfishing are derived from the
coastwide stock assessment. The
overfishing limit (OFL)/acceptable
biological catch (ABC)/annual catch
limit (ACL) is then apportioned to each
area north and south of lat. 40°10" N.
Although the ACL scale is less than
coastwide, by application of the harvest
specifications framework in the
PCGFMP, a coastwide ACL is calculated

using a coastwide ACL control rule and
then the ACL is subsequently
apportioned north and south. Under a
single coastwide stock definition, this
management structure is assumed to
continue and is not expected to trigger
future allocative actions, increase
management burden during the next
biennial cycle compared to 2025-2026
or result in short-term or long-term
biological impacts if status is
determined at a coastwide scale. The
only alternative the Council considered
was a coastwide stock definition, as
only a single geographic delineation
clearly aligned well with the best
scientific information available and
aligns with past and recent fishery
management and policy decisions for
the species. Therefore, the Council
recommended and NMFS is proposing
to approve a single stock of chilipepper
rockfish in the PCGFMP.

English Sole (Parophrys vetulus)

English Sole (Parophrys vetulus)
range from Unimak Island in Alaska to
Baja California, Mexico. English sole are
primarily caught by groundfish bottom
trawls. Current literature has found little
genetic diversity among sampled
individuals, and there is no evidence to
support a stock delineation on a finer
geographic scale than coastwide. The
harvest specifications that are compared
to mortality estimates to assess whether
the species is subject to overfishing have
been set at a coastwide scale. English
sole’s single, coastwide ACL is formally
allocated in the PCGFMP between trawl
and non-trawl fisheries. Defining
English sole as a stock at a coastwide
scale is not expected to trigger future
allocative actions, increase management
burden during the next biennial cycle
compared to 2025-2026, or result in
short-term or long-term biological
impacts if status is determined at a
coastwide scale. The only alternative
the Council considered was a coastwide
stock definition, as only a single
geographic delineation clearly aligned
well with past and recent fishery
management and policy decisions for
the species as well as best scientific
information available. Therefore, the
Council recommended and NMFS is
proposing to approve a single stock of
English sole in the FMP.

Redbanded Rockfish (Sebastes
babcocki)

Redbanded rockfish (Sebastes
babcocki) range from the Gulf of Alaska
to southern California but are most
abundant in southeast Alaska.
Redbanded rockfish do not have a
directed fishery and are considered a
data-limited species. While population

structure remains poorly understood,
there are no known indications that the
species has distinct geospatial
population structure. To date,
redbanded rockfish has not been fully
assessed. Using the Depletion-Based
Stock Reduction Analysis (DB—SRA)
method, redbanded rockfish was
included in estimates of sustainable
yield for data poor stocks in the
PCGFMP in 2010. Since then, revisions
to the OFL contributions to correct
several errors were made and have
provided the current values used in
harvest specifications and management.
Redbanded rockfish are managed north
and south of lat. 40°10" N in the Slope
Rockfish Complex. OFL values are
apportioned to management areas north
and south of lat. 40°10" N based on
cumulative catch data. ACL
contribution is calculated using a
coastwide ACL control rule and then the
ACL contribution is subsequently
apportioned north and south. Under a
single coastwide stock definition, this
management structure is assumed to
continue and is not expected to trigger
future allocative actions, increase
management burden during the next
biennial cycle compared to 2025-2026,
or result in short-term or long-term
biological impacts if status is
determined at a coastwide scale. The
only alternative the Council considered
was a coastwide stock definition, as
only a single geographic delineation
aligned well with the best scientific
information available, and is unlikely to
require the Council to consider changes
to fishery management and policy
decisions for the species. Therefore, the
Council recommended and NMFS is
proposing to approve a single stock of
redbanded rockfish in the PCGFMP.

Rougheye/Blackspotted Rockfishes
(Sebastes aleutianus and Sebastes
melanostictus)

Rougheye rockfish (Sebastes
aleutianus) and blackspotted rockfish
(Sebastes melanostictus) are a pair of
cryptic species that share broad overlap
in their depth and geographic
distributions. They range from Japan to
the Bering Sea and south to Point
Conception, California. Although not
targeted, rougheye/blackspotted rockfish
are desirable and marketable and are
often caught in the bottom trawl,
midwater trawl and longline fisheries. It
is very difficult to visually distinguish
between the two species, and it wasn’t
until genetic studies in the early 2000s
that the two separate species were
identified and described. Therefore,
they are treated in assessments and
fishery management as a single cryptic
species pair. The species have been
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assessed as a single geographic unit
within the FMU since 2013. Rougheye/
blackspotted rockfish are managed north
and south of lat. 40°10" N in the Slope
Rockfish Complex. Coastwide OFL
values are apportioned to management
areas north and south of lat. 40°10" N
based on average historical catch. The
ACL contribution is calculated using a
coastwide ACL control rule and then the
ACL contribution is subsequently
apportioned north and south. Under a
single coastwide stock definition, this
management structure is assumed to
continue and is not expected to trigger
future allocative actions, increase
management burden during the next
biennial cycle compared to 2025-2027,
or result in short-term or long-term
biological impacts if status is
determined at a coastwide scale. The
Council recommended and NMFS is
proposing a single stock of rougheye/
blackspotted rockfish in the FMU due to
a lack of scientific evidence of distinct
population structure off the U.S west
coast. A single geographic delineation
aligned well with the best scientific
information available and is unlikely to
require the Council to consider changes
to fishery management and policy
decisions for the cryptic species pair.

Widow Rockfish (Sebastes entomelas)

Widow Rockfish (Sebastes entomelas)
range from southeast Alaska to Baja
California, Mexico and are most
abundant from British Columbia to
northern California. Widow rockfish are
an important commercial species from
British Columbia to central California
and are a minor component in the
recreational groundfish fishery. All life
stages are pelagic, but older juveniles
and adults are often associated with the
bottom. Survey-based indices of
abundance suggest similar biomass
densities of widow rockfish from
Washington to California. While
population structure remains poorly
understood, current literature found no
genetic variation among widow rockfish
along the California coast. There are no
known indications that the species has
distinct geospatial population structure.
Using two models separated at Coos
Bay, Oregon, the species has been
assessed as a single geographic unit
within the FMU since its first U.S west
coast assessment in 1988, including
throughout the period where it was
managed under a rebuilding plan (2004—
2014). In 2010, a coastwide assessment
produced results comparable to a two-
area model. The harvest specifications
that are compared to mortality estimates
to assess whether the species is subject
to overfishing have been set at a
coastwide scale throughout the period

the species was managed under a
rebuilding plan and in its current rebuilt
status (2012—present). Defining widow
rockfish as a stock at a coastwide scale
is not expected to trigger future
allocative actions, increase management
burden during the next biennial cycle
compared to 20252026, or result in
short-term or long-term biological
impacts if status is determined at a
coastwide scale. The only alternative
the Council considered was a coastwide
stock definition, as only a single
geographic delineation clearly aligned
well with past and recent fishery
management and policy decisions for
the species as well as best scientific
information available. Therefore, the
Council recommended and NMFS is
proposing to approve a single stock of
widow rockfish in the PCGFMP.

Yelloweye Rockfish (Sebastes
ruberrimus)

Yelloweye Rockfish (Sebastes
ruberrimus) range from the western Gulf
of Alaska to northern Baja California,
Mexico and are common from Central
California northward to the Gulf of
Alaska. Yelloweye rockfish are caught
coastwide in all sectors of the Pacific
groundfish fishery but are more
commonly caught with hook and line
gears. Literature suggests there may be
genetic separation between yelloweye
rockfish in the Strait of Georgia (British
Columbia) and the outer coasts of
Washington but show the coastal
populations are not genetically distinct
from each other. Information on
genetics, larval dispersal, and spatial
variation in life history traits with
which to assess stock structure for
yelloweye rockfish is limited. Recent
literature, however, suggests there may
be a high degree of population
connectivity along the U.S. west coast
due to evidence of greater adult
movement rates than were previously
documented.

Using multiple area assessments, the
species has been assessed as a single
geographic unit within the FMU since
its first U.S west coast assessment in
2001, including throughout the period
where it has been managed under a
rebuilding plan (2004—present). For over
20 years, the harvest specifications that
are compared to mortality estimates to
assess whether the species is subject to
overfishing have been set at a coastwide
scale. Defining yelloweye rockfish as a
single coastwide stock is not expected to
trigger future allocative actions, increase
management burden during the next
biennial cycle compared to 2025-2026,
or result in short-term or long-term
biological impacts if status is
determined at a coastwide scale. The

Council recommended and NMFS is
proposing a single stock of yelloweye
rockfish due to a lack of scientific
evidence to support a discernable
population structure. A single
geographic delineation for yelloweye
rockfish aligned well with past and
recent fishery management and policy
decisions for the species as well as best
scientific information available.

Yellowtail Rockfish (Sebastes flavidus)

Yellowtail rockfish (Sebastes flavidus)
range from the Aleutian Islands to Baja
California, Mexico with peak abundance
from British Columbia, Canada to
Oregon. The species is commonly
caught in both commercial and
recreational fisheries throughout its
range. Studies have shown a genetic
break in yellowtail rockfish along the
coast, indicating two separate stocks
separated by Cape Mendocino,
California (approximately one north of
and one south of lat. 40°10” N).
Yellowtail rockfish is managed with
stock-specific harvest specifications
north of lat. 40°10” N and within the
southern Shelf Rockfish complex south
of lat. 40°10’ N. Yellowtail rockfish on
the U.S. west coast north of lat. 40°10’
N were first assessed in 1984, and there
has never been an assessment of the
southern population. Attempts have
been made to assess the southern
population using data-moderate
methods, though, a southern model
sufficiently robust for use in
management could not be developed.
The OFL contribution of yellowtail
rockfish to the southern Shelf Rockfish
complex is based on a DB-SRA
estimate. Harvest specification values
that are compared to mortality estimates
to assess whether the species is subject
to overfishing for the population north
of lat. 40°10” N are based on stock
assessment work.

Defining yellowtail rockfish as a
northern stock and a southern stock
within the FMU is not expected to
trigger future allocative actions, increase
management burden during the next
biennial cycle compared to 2025—-2026,
or result in short-term or long-term
biological impacts if status is
determined at that scale. The only
alternative the Council considered was
a two-stock definition (yellowtail
rockfish north of lat. 40°10" N and
yellowtail rockfish south of lat. 40°10
N), as only this geographic delineation
clearly aligned well with past and
recent fishery management and policy
decisions for the species as well as best
scientific information available.
Therefore, the Council recommended
and NMFS is proposing two yellowtail
rockfish stocks in the PCGFMP.
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Summary

The Council recommended defining 8
stocks for 8 species within the over 80

managed groundfish species within the
FMU, as described in table 1. The
Council has begun a comprehensive

effort to define all remaining groundfish
species in the FMP as part of a separate
action.

TABLE 1—GROUNDFISH STOCKS WITHIN THE FMU OF THE PCGFMP AND THEIR BOUNDARIES, AS PROPOSED TO BE

AMENDED THROUGH AMENDMENT 35

Stock

Species scientific name

Stock boundaries

Rockfish:
Chilipepper Rockfish

Redbanded Rockfish .........cccccceveveiiiiinnnnnnn.

Rougheye/Blackspotted Rockfish

Widow Rockfish

Yellowtail Rockfish North ...

Yellowtail Rockfish South ...

Yelloweye Rockfish
Flatfish:

English Sole

S. aleutiamus/S. melanostictus
S. entomelas .........c.cccccoveeeecnnenn.
S. flavidus .....
S. flavidus .....
S. ruberrimus ...

Sebastes goodei ...........ccceiciiiiiiiieinens
S. BADCOCKI ......eveeieiiiiiiieeiieeeeeee

Parophrys vetulus .............ccccoevveecinnnnne.

Pacific West Coast FMU.
Pacific West Coast FMU.
Pacific West Coast FMU.
Pacific West Coast FMU.
North of lat. 40°10” N.

South of lat. 40°10” N.

Pacific West Coast FMU.

Pacific West Coast FMU.

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

Dated: February 28, 2025.
Karen H. Abrams,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2025-03561 Filed 3—4—25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648
RIN 0648—-XE236

Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Amendment 25 to the
Northeast Multispecies Fishery
Management Plan; Atlantic Cod Stocks
in Need of Conservation and
Management

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

ACTION: Notification of availability of
fishery management plan amendment;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces that the
New England Fishery Management
Council (Council) has transmitted
Amendment 25 to the Northeast
Multispecies Fishery Management Plan
to the Secretary of Commerce for
review. If approved, Amendment 25
would revise the stocks of Atlantic cod
managed in the Northeast Multispecies
Fishery Management Plan. This action
is necessary to incorporate the best
scientific information available into the
fishery management plan. The intended
effect of Amendment 25 is to revise the
fishery management plan to manage
Atlantic cod in U.S. waters as four

stocks rather than two. This document
is intended to alert the public to this
action and provide an opportunity for
comment.

DATES: Comments on Amendment 25
must be received on or before May 5,
2025.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on this document, identified by NOAA—
NMFS-2024-0141, by the following
method:

e Electronic Submission: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal e-Rulemaking Portal. Go to
https://www.regulations.gov and enter
NOAA-NMFS-2024-0141 in the Search
box. Click on the “Comment” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

Instructions: Comments sent by any
other method, to any other address or
individual, or received after the end of
the comment period, may not be
considered by NMFS. All comments
received are a part of the public record
and will generally be posted for public
viewing on https://www.regulations.gov
without change. All personal identifying
information (e.g., name, address, etc.),
confidential business information, or
otherwise sensitive information
submitted voluntarily by the sender will
be publicly accessible. NMFS will
accept anonymous comments (enter “N/
A” in the required fields if you wish to
remain anonymous).

Electronic copies of Amendment 25
may be obtained from https://
www.regulations.gov and the New
England Fishery Management Council
website at https://www. https://
www.nefme.org/library/northeast-
multispecies-groundfish-amendment-25.
Electronic copies of the 2023 Research
Track Assessment of Atlantic Cod may
be obtained from https://apps-
nefsc.fisheries.noaa.gov/saw/sasi.php.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Grant, 978—281-9145,
mark.grant@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The New
England Fishery Management Council
manages the northeast multispecies
(groundfish) fishery under the Northeast
Multispecies Fishery Management Plan
(FMP). Amendment 25 to the FMP
would revise the current Atlantic cod
stock management units to ensure that
the FMP reflects the best scientific
information available for stocks in need
of conservation and management. Since
its creation in 1985, the FMP has been
based on scientific information
indicating that Atlantic cod consist of
two biological stock units: Gulf of Maine
cod and Georges Bank cod. Recent
scientific information indicates that
Atlantic cod is more appropriately
considered to consist of four biological
stocks. Amendment 25 would revise the
FMP to reflect the four stocks of Atlantic
cod defined in the 2023 Research Track
Assessment of Atlantic Cod (see
ADDRESSES). A peer review of the
research track stock assessment
approved the outcomes and the 4-stock
structure for Atlantic cod is now the
best scientific information available
(BSIA). A copy of the Summary Report
of the Atlantic Cod Research Track
Stock Assessment Peer Review is
available at: https://
www.fisheries.noaa.gov/s3//2023-08/
PanelSummaryReportoftheAtlantic
CodRTPeerReviewAugust172023-mlt-
508-8-23-23ajd-508gw.pdf. After
reviewing the National Standard
guidelines implementing the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens
Act), the Council has recommended that
the four new Atlantic cod stocks in the
FMP be:

e New stock unit of Eastern Gulf of
Maine cod;
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