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Respondents/Affected Public: Tribal,
State, and local, governments and non-
governmental organizations.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Respondents: 116.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 116.

Estimated Completion Time per
Response: 5 hours per application, and
2 hours each for the midway report and
the final report.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 532 hours.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

Frequency of Collection: Once per
respondent.

Total Estimated Annual Non hour
Burden Cost: None.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor nor is a person required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number. The authority for this
action is the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

Phadrea Ponds,

Information Collection Clearance Officer,
National Park Service.

[FR Doc. 2025-12749 Filed 7-8-25; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4312-52-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation Nos. 701-TA-764-766 and
731-TA-1747-1749 (Preliminary)]

Hardwood and Decorative Plywood
From China, Indonesia, and Vietnam

Determinations

On the basis of the record ! developed
in the subject investigations, the United
States International Trade Commaission
(“Commission”) determines, pursuant
to the Tariff Act of 1930 (‘“the Act”),
that there is a reasonable indication that
an industry in the United States is
materially injured by reason of imports
of hardwood and decorative plywood
from China, Indonesia, and Vietnam,
provided for in subheadings 4412.10.05,
4412.31.06, 4412.31.26, 4412.31.42,
4412.31.45, 4412.31.48, 4412.31.52,
4412.31.61, 4412.31.92, 4412.33.06,
4412.33.26, 4412.33.32,4412.33.57,
4412.34.26, 4412.34.32, 4412.34.57,
4412.39.40, 4412.39.50, 4412.41.00,
4412.42.00, 4412.51.10, 4412.51.31,
4412.51.41, 4412.51.50, 4412.52.10,
4412.52.31, 4412.52.41, 4412.91.06,
4412.91.10, 4412.91.31, 4412.91.41,
4412.92.07, 4412.92.11, 4412.92.31, and
4412.92.42 of the Harmonized Tariff

1The record is defined in § 207.2(f) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19
CFR 207.2(f)).

Schedule of the United States, that are
alleged to be sold in the United States
at less than fair value (“LTFV”’) and to
be subsidized by the governments of
China, Indonesia, and Vietnam.2

Commencement of Final Phase
Investigations

Pursuant to section 207.18 of the
Commission’s rules, the Commission
also gives notice of the commencement
of the final phase of its investigations.
The Commission will issue a final phase
notice of scheduling, which will be
published in the Federal Register as
provided in § 207.21 of the
Commission’s rules, upon notice from
the U.S. Department of Commerce
(“Commerce’’) of affirmative
preliminary determinations in the
investigations under §§ 703(b) or 733(b)
of the Act, or, if the preliminary
determinations are negative, upon
notice of affirmative final
determinations in those investigations
under §§ 705(a) or 735(a) of the Act.
Parties that filed entries of appearance
in the preliminary phase of the
investigations need not enter a separate
appearance for the final phase of the
investigations. Any other party may file
an entry of appearance for the final
phase of the investigations after
publication of the final phase notice of
scheduling. Industrial users, and, if the
merchandise under investigation is sold
at the retail level, representative
consumer organizations have the right
to appear as parties in Commission
antidumping and countervailing duty
investigations. The Secretary will
prepare a public service list containing
the names and addresses of all persons,
or their representatives, who are parties
to the investigations. As provided in
section 207.20 of the Commission’s
rules, the Director of the Office of
Investigations will circulate draft
questionnaires for the final phase of the
investigations to parties to the
investigations, placing copies on the
Commission’s Electronic Document
Information System (EDIS, https://
edis.usitc.gov), for comment.

Background

On May 22, 2025, the Coalition for
Fair Trade in Hardwood Plywood, the
members of which are Columbia Forest
Products, Greensboro, North Carolina;
Commonwealth Plywood Co., Ltd.,
Whitehall, New York; Manthei Wood
Products, Petoskey, Michigan; States
Industries LLC, Eugene, Oregon; and
Timber Products Company, Springfield,
Oregon, filed petitions with the
Commission and Commerce, alleging

290 FR 25212 and 90 FR 25225, June 16, 2025.

that an industry in the United States is
materially injured or threatened with
material injury by reason of subsidized
and LTFV imports of hardwood and
decorative plywood from China,
Indonesia, and Vietnam. Accordingly,
effective May 22, 2025, the Commission
instituted countervailing duty
investigation Nos. 701-TA-764-766 and
antidumping duty investigation Nos.
731-TA-1747-1749 (Preliminary).

Notice of the institution of the
Commission’s investigations and of a
public conference to be held in
connection therewith was given by
posting copies of the notice in the Office
of the Secretary, U.S. International
Trade Commission, Washington, DC,
and by publishing the notice in the
Federal Register of May 29, 2025 (90 FR
22757). The Commission conducted its
conference on June 12, 2025. All
persons who requested the opportunity
were permitted to participate.

The Commission made these
determinations pursuant to §§ 703(a)
and 733(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1671b(a) and 1673b(a)). It completed
and filed its determinations in these
investigations on July 7, 2025. The
views of the Commission are contained
in USITC Publication 5648 (July 2025),
entitled Hardwood and Decorative
Plywood from China, Indonesia, and
Vietnam: Investigation Nos. 701-TA-
764-766 and 731-TA-1747-1749
(Preliminary).

By order of the Commission.

Issued: July 7, 2025.

Lisa Barton,

Secretary to the Commission.

[FR Doc. 2025-12772 Filed 7-8-25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

Notice of Receipt of Complaint;
Solicitation of Comments Relating to
the Public Interest

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has received a complaint
entitled Certain Pre-Stretched Synthetic
Braiding Hair and Packaging Therefor
II, DN 3836; the Commission is
soliciting comments on any public
interest issues raised by the complaint
or complainant’s filing pursuant to the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure.


https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
R. Barton, Secretary to the Commission,
U.S. International Trade Commission,
500 E Street SW, Washington, DC
20436, telephone (202) 205-2000. The
public version of the complaint can be
accessed on the Commission’s
Electronic Document Information
System (EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov.
For help accessing EDIS, please email
EDIS3Help@usitc.gov.

General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server at United
States International Trade Commission
(USITC) at https://www.usitc.gov. The
public record for this investigation may
be viewed on the Commission’s
Electronic Document Information
System (EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov.
Hearing-impaired persons are advised
that information on this matter can be
obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD terminal on (202)
205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission has received a complaint
and a submission pursuant to § 210.8(b)
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure filed on behalf of JBS
Hair, Inc. on July 3, 2025. The
complaint alleges violations of section
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1337) in the importation into the United
States, the sale for importation, and the
sale within the United States after
importation of certain pre-stretched
synthetic braiding hair and packaging
therefor II. The complaint names as
respondents: Sun Taiyang Co., Ltd. (d/
b/a Outre®) of Moonachie, New Jersey;
Beauty Elements Corporation (d/b/a
Bijouz®) of Miami Gardens, Florida;
Hair Zone, Inc. (d/b/a Sensationnel®) of
Moonachie, New Jersey; Beauty Essence,
Inc. (d/b/a Supreme™ Hair US) of
Moonachie, New Jersey; SLI Production
Corp. (d/b/a It’s a Wig!) of Moonachie,
New Jersey; Royal Imex, Inc. (d/b/a
Zury® Hollywood) of Santa Fe Springs,
California; GS Imports, Inc. (d/b/a
Golden State Imports, Inc.) of
Paramount, California; Eve Hair, Inc. of
Lakewood, California; Midway
International, Inc. (d/b/a BOBBI BOSS)
of Cerritos, California; Mayde Beauty
Inc. of Port Washington, New York; Hair
Plus Trading Co., Inc. (d/b/a Femi
Collection) of Suwanee, Georgia;
Optimum Solution Group LLC (d/b/a
Oh Yes Hair) of Duluth, Georgia; Chade
Fashions, Inc. of Niles, Illinois; Mane
Concept Inc. of Moonachie, New Jersey;
Beauty Plus Trading Co., Inc. (d/b/a
Janet Collection™) of Moonachie, New
Jersey; Model Model Hair Fashion, Inc.
of Port Washington, New York; New
Jigu Trading Corp. (d/b/a Harlem 125®)

of Port Washington, New York; Shake N
Go Fashion, Inc. of Port Washington,
New York; and Amekor Industries, Inc.
(d/b/a Vivica A. Fox® Hair Collection)
of Conshohocken, Pennsylvania. The
complainant requests that the
Commission issue a general exclusion
order or alternatively limited exclusion
orders, cease and desist orders, and
impose a bond upon respondents’
alleged infringing articles during the 60-
day Presidential review period pursuant
to 19 U.S.C. 1337(j).

Proposed respondents, other
interested parties, members of the
public, and interested government
agencies are invited to file comments on
any public interest issues raised by the
complaint or § 210.8(b) filing.
Comments should address whether
issuance of the relief specifically
requested by the complainant in this
investigation would affect the public
health and welfare in the United States,
competitive conditions in the United
States economy, the production of like
or directly competitive articles in the
United States, or United States
consumers.

In particular, the Commission is
interested in comments that:

(i) explain how the articles potentially
subject to the requested remedial orders
are used in the United States;

(ii) identify any public health, safety,
or welfare concerns in the United States
relating to the requested remedial
orders;

(iii) identify like or directly
competitive articles that complainant,
its licensees, or third parties make in the
United States which could replace the
subject articles if they were to be
excluded;

(iv) indicate whether complainant,
complainant’s licensees, and/or third
party suppliers have the capacity to
replace the volume of articles
potentially subject to the requested
exclusion order and/or a cease and
desist order within a commercially
reasonable time; and

(v) explain how the requested
remedial orders would impact United
States consumers.

Written submissions on the public
interest must be filed no later than by
close of business, eight calendar days
after the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register. There
will be further opportunities for
comment on the public interest after the
issuance of any final initial
determination in this investigation. Any
written submissions on other issues
must also be filed by no later than the
close of business, eight calendar days
after publication of this notice in the
Federal Register. Complainant may file

replies to any written submissions no
later than three calendar days after the
date on which any initial submissions
were due, notwithstanding § 201.14(a)
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure. No other submissions
will be accepted, unless requested by
the Commission. Any submissions and
replies filed in response to this Notice
are limited to five (5) pages in length,
inclusive of attachments.

Persons filing written submissions
must file the original document
electronically on or before the deadlines
stated above. Submissions should refer
to the docket number (‘“Docket No.
3836”’) in a prominent place on the
cover page and/or the first page. (See
Handbook for Electronic Filing
Procedures, Electronic Filing
Procedures 1). Please note the
Secretary’s Office will accept only
electronic filings during this time.
Filings must be made through the
Commission’s Electronic Document
Information System (EDIS, https://
edis.usitc.gov.) No in-person paper-
based filings or paper copies of any
electronic filings will be accepted until
further notice. Persons with questions
regarding filing should contact the
Secretary at EDIS3Help@usitc.gov.

Any person desiring to submit a
document to the Commission in
confidence must request confidential
treatment. All such requests should be
directed to the Secretary to the
Commission and must include a full
statement of the reasons why the
Commission should grant such
treatment. See 19 CFR 201.6. Documents
for which confidential treatment by the
Commission is properly sought will be
treated accordingly. All information,
including confidential business
information and documents for which
confidential treatment is properly
sought, submitted to the Commission for
purposes of this Investigation may be
disclosed to and used: (i) by the
Commission, its employees and Offices,
and contract personnel (a) for
developing or maintaining the records
of this or a related proceeding, or (b) in
internal investigations, audits, reviews,
and evaluations relating to the
programs, personnel, and operations of
the Commission including under 5
U.S.C. Appendix 3; or (ii) by U.S.
government employees and contract
personnel,2 solely for cybersecurity
purposes. All nonconfidential written
submissions will be available for public

1Handbook for Electronic Filing Procedures:
https://www.usitc.gov/documents/handbook_on_
filing procedures.pdf.

2 All contract personnel will sign appropriate
nondisclosure agreements.


https://www.usitc.gov/documents/handbook_on_filing_procedures.pdf
https://www.usitc.gov/documents/handbook_on_filing_procedures.pdf
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://edis.usitc.gov
https://www.usitc.gov
mailto:EDIS3Help@usitc.gov
mailto:EDIS3Help@usitc.gov
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inspection at the Office of the Secretary
and on EDIS.3

This action is taken under the
authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337),
and of §§201.10 and 210.8(c) of the
Comumission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (19 CFR 201.10, 210.8(c)).

By order of the Commission.

Issued: July 7, 2025.
Lisa Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 202512761 Filed 7-8-25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

John Hanley, P.A.; Decision and Order

On February 13, 2025, the Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA or
Government) issued an Order to Show
Cause (OSC) to John Hanley, P.A. of
Santa Fe, New Mexico (Registrant).
Request for Final Agency Action
(RFAA), Exhibit (RFAAX) 1, at 1, 4. The
OSC proposed the revocation of
Registrant’s Certificate of Registration
No. MH4317702, alleging that
Registrant’s registration should be
revoked because Registrant is “currently
without authority to prescribe,
administer, dispense, or otherwise
handle controlled substances in New
Mexico, the state in which [he is]
registered with DEA.” Id. at 2 (citing 21
U.S.C. 824(a)(3) and 21 CFR 1301.37(b)).

The OSC notified Registrant of his
right to file a written request for hearing,
and that if he failed to file such a
request, he would be deemed to have
waived her right to a hearing and be in
default. Id. at 2 (citing 21 CFR 1301.43).
Here, Registrant did not request a
hearing. RFAA, at 2.1 “A default, unless

3Electronic Document Information System
(EDIS): https://edis.usitc.gov.

1Based on the Government’s submissions in its
RFAA dated April 7, 2025, the Agency finds that
service of the OSC on Registrant was adequate. The
included declaration from a DEA Diversion
Investigator (DI) indicates that on February 24,
2025, the DI, an additional DI, and other members
of law enforcement attempted to personally serve
Registrant with a copy of the OSC at Registrant’s
last known home address but were unsuccessful.
RFAAX 2, at 1. The DI then emailed a copy of the
OSC to Registrant’s registered email address on
February 26, 2025, and received a confirmation
message from the Mail Delivery Subsystem that the
OSC was relayed to that email address. In sum, the
Agency finds that the DI’s efforts to serve Registrant
by email and other means were “reasonably
calculated, under all the circumstances, to apprise
[Registrant] of the pendency of the action.” Jones
v. Flowers, 547 U.S. 220, 226 (2006) (quoting
Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co., 339
U.S. 306, 314 (1950)); see also Mohammed S.
Aljanaby, M.D., 82 FR 34552, 34552 (2017) (finding

excused, shall be deemed to constitute
a waiver of the registrant’s/applicant’s
right to a hearing and an admission of
the factual allegations of the [OSC].” 21
CFR 1301.43(e).

Further, “[i]n the event that a
registrant . . . is deemed to be in
default. . . DEA may then file a request
for final agency action with the
Administrator, along with a record to
support its request. In such
circumstances, the Administrator may
enter a default final order pursuant to
[21 CFR] 1316.67.” Id. 1301.43(f)(1).
Here, the Government has requested
final agency action based on Registrant’s
default pursuant to 21 CFR 1301.43(c),
(f), and 1301.46. RFAA, at 1; see also 21
CFR 1316.67.

Findings of Fact

The Agency finds that, in light of
Registrant’s default, the factual
allegations in the OSC are admitted.
According to the OSC, on or about
February 27, 2024, the New Mexico
Medical Board revoked Registrant’s New
Mexico physician assistant license.
RFAAX 1, at 2. According to New
Mexico online records, of which the
Agency takes official notice, Registrant’s
New Mexico physician assistant license
remains revoked.? https://
nmrldlpi.my.site.com/nmmb/s/
searchlicense (last visited date of
signature of this Order). Accordingly,
the Agency finds that Registrant is not
licensed to practice as a physician
assistant in New Mexico, the state in
which he is registered with DEA.3

Discussion

Pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 824(a)(3), the
Attorney General is authorized to
suspend or revoke a registration issued
under 21 U.S.C. 823 “upon a finding
that the registrant . . . has had his State

that service by email satisfies due process where the
email is not returned as undeliverable and other
methods have been unsuccessful). Therefore, due
process notice requirements have been satisfied.

2Under the Administrative Procedure Act, an
agency ‘“may take official notice of facts at any stage
in a proceeding—even in the final decision.”
United States Department of Justice, Attorney
General’s Manual on the Administrative Procedure
Act 80 (1947) (Wm. W. Gaunt & Sons, Inc., Reprint
1979).

3Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 556(e), “[w]hen an agency
decision rests on official notice of a material fact
not appearing in the evidence in the record, a party
is entitled, on timely request, to an opportunity to
show the contrary.” The material fact here is that
Registrant, as of the date of this decision, is not
licensed to practice as a physician assistant in New
Mexico. Accordingly, Registrant may dispute the
Agency’s finding by filing a properly supported
motion for reconsideration of findings of fact within
fifteen calendar days of the date of this Order. Any
such motion and response shall be filed and served
by email to the other party and to the DEA Office
of the Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration at dea.addo.attorneys@dea.gov.

license or registration suspended . . .
[or] revoked . . . by competent State
authority and is no longer authorized by
State law to engage in the . . .
dispensing of controlled substances.”
With respect to a practitioner, DEA has
also long held that the possession of
authority to dispense controlled
substances under the laws of the state in
which a practitioner engages in
professional practice is a fundamental
condition for obtaining and maintaining
a practitioner’s registration. Gonzales v.
Oregon, 546 U.S. 243, 270 (2006) (“The
Attorney General can register a
physician to dispense controlled
substances ‘if the applicant is
authorized to dispense . . . controlled
substances under the laws of the State
in which he practices.”. . . The very
definition of a ‘practitioner’ eligible to
prescribe includes physicians ‘licensed,
registered, or otherwise permitted, by
the United States or the jurisdiction in
which he practices’ to dispense
controlled substances. § 802(21).”). The
Agency has applied these principles
consistently. See, e.g., James L. Hooper,
M.D., 76 FR 71371, 71372 (2011), pet.
for rev. denied, 481 F. App’x 826 (4th
Cir. 2012); Frederick Marsh Blanton,
M.D., 43 FR 27616, 27617 (1978).4
According to New Mexico statute,
“dispense” means ‘““to deliver a
controlled substance to an ultimate user
or research subject pursuant to the
lawful order of a practitioner, including
the administering, prescribing,
packaging, labeling or compounding
necessary to prepare the controlled
substance for that delivery.” N.M. Stat.
Ann. § 30-31-2(H) (2024). Further, a
“practitioner” means ““‘a physician . . .
physician assistant, certified nurse
practitioner . . . or other person
licensed or certified to prescribe and

4 This rule derives from the text of two provisions
of the CSA. First, Congress defined the term
“practitioner” to mean “‘a physician . . . or other
person licensed, registered, or otherwise permitted,
by . . . the jurisdiction in which he practices . . . ,
to distribute, dispense, . . . [or] administer. . .a
controlled substance in the course of professional
practice.” 21 U.S.C. 802(21). Second, in setting the
requirements for obtaining a practitioner’s
registration, Congress directed that “[t]he Attorney
General shall register practitioners . . . if the
applicant is authorized to dispense . . . controlled
substances under the laws of the State in which he
practices.” 21 U.S.C. 823(g)(1). Because Congress
has clearly mandated that a practitioner possess
state authority in order to be deemed a practitioner
under the CSA, DEA has held repeatedly that
revocation of a practitioner’s registration is the
appropriate sanction whenever he is no longer
authorized to dispense controlled substances under
the laws of the state in which he practices See, e.g.,
James L. Hooper, M.D., 76 FR at 71371-72; Sheran
Arden Yeates, M.D., 71 FR 39130, 39131 (2006);
Dominick A. Ricci, M.D., 58 FR 51104, 51105
(1993); Bobby Watts, M.D., 53 FR 11919, 11920
(1988); Frederick Marsh Blanton, M.D., 43 FR at
27617.


https://nmrldlpi.my.site.com/nmmb/s/searchlicense
https://nmrldlpi.my.site.com/nmmb/s/searchlicense
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