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record, and the public interest, the 
Commission has determined that 
EndyMed violated section 337 by reason 
of importation and sale of articles that 
infringe asserted claims 1, 9, and 22 of 
the ’836 patent; claims 11 and 16 of the 
’536 patent; claim 14 of the ’774 patent; 
and claims 5, 13, and 18 of the ’812 
patent. Regarding the issues under 
review, the Commission has determined 
to (1) provide the modification in the 
accompanying Commission opinion for 
the ID’s findings on jurisdiction and 
standing, (2) affirm the ID’s findings on 
the economic prong of domestic 
industry for the reasons provided in the 
ID as supplemented in the opinion, (3) 
take no position on the ID’s contributory 
infringement finding, (4) affirm the ID’s 
findings on secondary considerations 
for the reasons provided in the ID, and 
(5) reverse and remand the ID’s 
indefiniteness finding of the asserted 
claims of the ’444 patent. 

For the ’444 patent, the Commission 
has determined to remand to the ALJ for 
further proceedings consistent with the 
Commission’s opinion and remand 
order. The target date is extended to July 
8, 2025. For remedy, the Commission 
has determined to issue a limited 
exclusion order prohibiting further 
importation of infringing products and 
cease and desist orders against 
EndyMed. The Commission has also 
determined that the public interest 
factors enumerated in paragraphs 
337(d)(1) and (f)(1) (19 U.S.C. 
1337(d)(1), (f)(1)) do not preclude the 
issuance of these remedial orders. The 
Commission has determined to set a 
bond in the amount of eighty-five 
percent (85%) of the entered value of 
the EndyMed Pure, and seventy percent 
(70%) of the entered value of the 
EndyMed Pro, for infringing products 
imported during the period of 
Presidential review pursuant to 19 
U.S.C. 1337(j). The Commission’s orders 
were delivered to the President and to 
the United States Trade Representative 
on the day of their issuance. 

The Commission vote for this 
determination took place on June 3, 
2025. The investigation is hereby 
terminated with respect to the ’836, 
’536, ’774, and ’812 patents. The ’444 
patent is remanded to the ALJ.The 
authority for the Commission’s 
determination is contained in section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), and in Part 
210 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR part 
210). 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: June 3, 2025. 
Lisa Barton, 
Secretary to the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2025–10394 Filed 6–6–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020–02–P 

JOINT BOARD FOR THE 
ENROLLMENT OF ACTUARIES 

Meeting of the Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

AGENCY: Joint Board for the Enrollment 
of Actuaries. 
ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory 
Committee meeting. 

SUMMARY: The Joint Board for the 
Enrollment of Actuaries gives notice of 
a teleconference meeting of the 
Advisory Committee on Actuarial 
Examinations (a portion of which will 
be open to the public) on July 10–11, 
2025. 

DATES: Thursday, July 10, 2025, from 
10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. (ET), and Friday, 
July 11, 2025, from 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 
p.m. (ET). 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held by 
teleconference. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Elizabeth Van Osten, Designated Federal 
Officer, Advisory Committee on 
Actuarial Examinations, at 202–317– 
3648 or elizabeth.j.vanosten@irs.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given that the Advisory 
Committee on Actuarial Examinations 
will meet by teleconference on 
Thursday, July 10, 2025, from 10:00 a.m. 
to 6:00 p.m. (ET), and Friday, July 11, 
2025, from 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. (ET). 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
discuss topics and questions that may 
be recommended for inclusion on future 
Joint Board examinations in actuarial 
mathematics and methodology referred 
to in 29 U.S.C. 1242(a)(1)(B) and to 
review the May 2025 Basic (EA–1) and 
Pension (EA–2L) Examinations in order 
to make recommendations relative 
thereto, including the minimum 
acceptable pass score. Topics for 
inclusion on the syllabus for the Joint 
Board’s examination program for the 
November 2025 Pension (EA–2F) 
Examination also will be discussed. 

A determination has been made as 
required by section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. 
1009(d), that the portions of the meeting 
dealing with the discussion of questions 
that may appear on the Joint Board’s 
examinations and the review of the May 
2025 Basic (EA–1) and Pension (EA–2L) 
Examinations fall within the exceptions 
to the open meeting requirement set 

forth in 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(9)(B), and that 
the public interest requires that such 
portions be closed to public 
participation. 

The portion of the meeting dealing 
with the discussion of the other topics 
will commence at 2:30 p.m. (ET) on July 
10, 2025, and will continue for as long 
as necessary to complete the discussion, 
but not beyond 3:30 p.m. (ET). Time 
permitting, after the close of this 
discussion by Advisory Committee 
members, interested persons may make 
statements germane to this subject. 
Persons wishing to make oral statements 
should contact the Designated Federal 
Officer at NHQJBEA@IRS.GOV and 
include the written text or outline of 
comments they propose to make orally. 
Such comments will be limited to 10 
minutes in length. Persons who wish to 
attend the public session should contact 
the Designated Federal Officer at 
NHQJBEA@IRS.GOV to obtain 
teleconference access instructions. 
Notifications of intent to make an oral 
statement or to attend the meeting must 
be sent electronically to the Designated 
Federal Officer by no later than July 3, 
2025. In addition, any interested person 
may file a written statement for 
consideration by the Joint Board and the 
Advisory Committee by sending it to 
NQJBEA@IRS.GOV. 

Dated: June 4, 2025. 
Thomas V. Curtin, 
Executive Director, Joint Board for the 
Enrollment of Actuaries. 
[FR Doc. 2025–10409 Filed 6–6–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4830–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

Ron Dunchok, M.D.; Decision and 
Order 

On October 15, 2024, the Drug 
Enforcement Administration (DEA or 
Government) issued an Order to Show 
Cause (OSC) to Ron Dunchok, M.D., of 
San Dimas, CA (Registrant). Request for 
Final Agency Action (RFAA), Exhibit 
(RFAAX) 1, at 1, 3. The OSC proposed 
the revocation of Registrant’s Certificate 
of Registration No. BD0178081, alleging 
that Registrant’s registration should be 
revoked because Registrant is ‘‘currently 
without authority to handle controlled 
substances in the State of California, the 
state in which [he is] registered with 
DEA.’’ Id. at 1–2 (citing 21 U.S.C. 
824(a)(3)). 

The OSC notified Registrant of his 
right to file with DEA a written request 
for hearing, and that if he failed to file 
such a request, he would be deemed to 

VerDate Sep<11>2014 16:25 Jun 06, 2025 Jkt 265001 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\09JNN1.SGM 09JNN1kh
am

m
on

d 
on

 D
S

K
9W

7S
14

4P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 N
O

T
IC

E
S

mailto:elizabeth.j.vanosten@irs.gov
mailto:NHQJBEA@IRS.GOV
mailto:NHQJBEA@IRS.GOV
mailto:NQJBEA@IRS.GOV


24295 Federal Register / Vol. 90, No. 109 / Monday, June 9, 2025 / Notices 

1 Based on the Government’s submissions in its 
RFAA dated January 15, 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 October 16, 2024, 
the DI attempted to personally deliver the OSC to 
Registrant’s registered address in California, but 
was unsuccessful, as Registrant no longer worked 
there. RFAAX 2, at 1–2. The office manager at this 
location agreed to accept a copy of the OSC and 
deliver it to Registrant. Id. On October 17, 2024, the 
DI mailed a copy of the OSC to Registrant’s known 
residence in Arizona. Id. at 2. On the same date, the 
DI emailed a copy of the OSC to three email 
addresses associated with Registrant. Id. On 
October 21, 2024, Registrant responded to one of 
these emails and referred the DI to his attorney. Id. 

2 Under 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). 

3 Pursuant 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 medicine in California. 
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 Office of the 
Administrator, Drug Enforcement Administration at 
dea.addo.attorneys@dea.gov. 

4 This rule derives from the text of two provisions 
of the Controlled Substances Act (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 71371–72; Sheran 
Arden Yeats, 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 
27617. 

have waived his 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 excused, shall be 
deemed to constitute a waiver of the 
[registrant’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), 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 2, 2023, the Medical Board of 
California revoked Registrant’s 
California medical license, effective 
March 6, 2023, but stayed the revocation 
for three years during which time 
Registrant was placed on probation 
subject to various terms and conditions. 
RFAAX 1, at 1–2. On November 8, 2023, 
the Medical Board of California issued 
a Cease Practice Order to Registrant, 
prohibiting him from practicing 
medicine due to violating the terms of 
his probation. Id. at 2. According to 
California online records, of which the 
Agency takes official notice, Registrant’s 
California medical license was 
surrendered.2 California DCA License 
Search, https://search.dca.ca.gov (last 
visited date of signature of this Order). 

Accordingly, the Agency finds that 
Registrant is not licensed to practice 
medicine in California, 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 
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 California statute, 
‘‘dispense’’ means ‘‘to deliver a 
controlled substance to an ultimate user 
or research subject by or pursuant to the 
lawful order of a practitioner, including 
the prescribing, furnishing, packaging, 
labeling, or compounding necessary to 
prepare the substance for that delivery.’’ 
Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11010 
(West 2024). Further, a ‘‘practitioner’’ 
means a person ‘‘licensed, registered, or 
otherwise permitted, to distribute, 
dispense, conduct research with respect 
to, or administer, a controlled substance 
in the course of professional practice or 
research in [the] state.’’ Id. 
section 11026(c). 

Here, the undisputed evidence in the 
record is that Registrant currently lacks 
authority to practice medicine in 
California. As discussed above, an 
individual must be a licensed 
practitioner to dispense a controlled 
substance in California. Thus, because 
Registrant currently lacks authority to 
practice medicine in California and, 
therefore, is not currently authorized to 
handle controlled substances in 
California, Registrant is not eligible to 
maintain a DEA registration. 
Accordingly, the Agency will order that 
Registrant’s DEA registration be 
revoked. 

Order 
Pursuant to 28 CFR 0.100(b) and the 

authority vested in me by 21 U.S.C. 
824(a), I hereby revoke DEA Certificate 
of Registration No. BD0178081 issued to 
Ron Dunchok, M.D. Further, pursuant to 
28 CFR 0.100(b) and the authority 
vested in me by 21 U.S.C. 823(g)(1), I 
hereby deny any pending applications 
of Ron Dunchok, M.D., to renew or 
modify this registration, as well as any 
other pending application of Ron 
Dunchok, M.D., for additional 
registration in California. This Order is 
effective July 9, 2025. 

Signing Authority 
This document of the Drug 

Enforcement Administration was signed 
on June 2, 2025, by Acting 
Administrator Robert J. Murphy. That 
document with the original signature 
and date is maintained by DEA. For 
administrative purposes only, and in 
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compliance with requirements of the 
Office of the Federal Register, the 
undersigned DEA Federal Register 
Liaison Officer has been authorized to 
sign and submit the document in 
electronic format for publication, as an 
official document of DEA. This 
administrative process in no way alters 
the legal effect of this document upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Heather Achbach, 
Federal Register Liaison Officer, Drug 
Enforcement Administration. 
[FR Doc. 2025–10364 Filed 6–6–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4410–09–P 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

Information Collection Activities; 
Comment Request 

AGENCY: Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Department of Labor. 
ACTION: Notice of information collection; 
request for comment. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Labor, as 
part of its continuing effort to reduce 
paperwork and respondent burden, 
conducts a pre-clearance consultation 
program to provide the general public 
and Federal agencies with an 
opportunity to comment on proposed 
and/or continuing collections of 
information in accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. This 
program helps to ensure that requested 
data can be provided in the desired 
format, reporting burden (time and 
financial resources) is minimized, 
collection instruments are clearly 
understood, and the impact of collection 
requirements on respondents can be 
properly assessed. The Bureau of Labor 
Statistics (BLS) is soliciting comments 
concerning the proposed extension of 
the ‘‘Multiple Worksite Report and the 
Report of Federal Employment and 
Wages.’’ A copy of the proposed 
information collection request can be 
obtained by contacting the individual 
listed below in the ADDRESSES section of 
this notice. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted to the office listed in the 
Addresses section of this notice on or 
before August 8, 2025. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Erin 
Good, BLS Clearance Officer, Division 
of Management Systems, Bureau of 
Labor Statistics by email to BLS_PRA_
Public@bls.gov. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Erin 
Good, BLS Clearance Officer, at 202– 

691–7628 (this is not a toll free number). 
(See ADDRESSES section.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 
The Quarterly Census of Employment 

and Wages (QCEW) program is a 
Federal/State cooperative effort which 
compiles monthly employment data, 
quarterly wages data, and business 
identification information from 
employers subject to State 
Unemployment Insurance (UI) laws. 
These data are collected from State 
Quarterly Contribution Reports (QCRs) 
submitted to State Workforce Agencies 
(SWAs). The States send micro-level 
employment and wages data, 
supplemented with the names, 
addresses, and business identification 
information of these employers, to the 
BLS. The State data are used to create 
the BLS sampling frame, known as the 
longitudinal QCEW data. This file 
represents the best source of detailed 
industrial and geographical data on 
employers and is used as the sampling 
frame for most BLS surveys. The 
longitudinal QCEW data include the 
individual employers’ employment and 
wages data along with associated 
business identification information that 
is maintained by each State to 
administer the UI program as well as the 
Unemployment Compensation for 
Federal Employees (UCFE) program. 

The QCEW Report, produced for each 
calendar quarter, is a summary of these 
employer (micro-level) data by industry 
at the county level. Similar data for 
Federal Government employees covered 
by the UCFE program also are included 
in each State’s report. These data are 
submitted by all 50 States, the District 
of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands to the BLS which then 
summarizes these micro-level data to 
produce totals for the States and the 
Nation. The QCEW Report provides a 
virtual census of nonagricultural 
employees and their wages, with 
approximately 56 percent of the workers 
in agriculture covered as well. 

For employers having only a single 
physical location or worksite in the 
State and, thus, operating under a single 
industrial and geographical code, the 
data from the States’ UI accounting files 
are sufficient for statistical purposes. 
However, such data are not sufficient for 
statistical purposes for those employers 
having multiple establishments or 
engaging in different industrial 
activities within the State. In such cases, 
the employer’s QCR reflects only 
statewide employment and wages and is 
not disaggregated by establishment or 
worksite. Although data at these levels 
are sufficient for many purposes of the 

UI program, more detailed information 
is required to create a sampling frame 
and to meet the needs of several ongoing 
Federal/State statistical programs. The 
Multiple Worksite Report (MWR) is 
designed to supplement the QCR when 
more detailed information is needed. 

Because of the data captured by the 
MWR, improved establishment business 
identification data elements have been 
incorporated into and maintained by the 
longitudinal QCEW database. The MWR 
collects a physical location address, 
secondary name (trade name, division, 
subsidiary, etc.), and reporting unit 
description (store number, plant name 
or number, etc.) for each worksite of 
multi-establishment employers. 

Employers with more than one 
establishment reporting under the same 
UI account number within a State are 
requested to complete the MWR if the 
sum of the employment in all of their 
secondary establishments is 10 or 
greater. The primary worksite is defined 
as the establishment with the greatest 
number of employees. Upon receipt of 
the first MWR form, each employer is 
requested to supply business location 
identification information. Thereafter, 
this reported information appears on the 
MWR each quarter. The employer is 
requested to verify the accuracy of this 
business location identification 
information and to provide only the 
employment and wages for each 
worksite for that quarter. By using a 
standardized form, the reporting burden 
on many large employers, especially 
those engaged in multiple economic 
activities at various locations across 
numerous States, is reduced. 

The function of the Report of Federal 
Employment and Wages (RFEW) is to 
collect employment and wages data for 
Federal establishments covered under 
the UCFE program. The MWR and 
RFEW are essentially the same. The 
MWR/RFEW forms are designed to 
collect data for each establishment of a 
multi-establishment employer. 

No other standardized report is 
available to collect current 
establishment-level monthly 
employment and wages data by SWAs 
for statistical purposes each quarter 
from the private sector nor State and 
local governments. Also, no other 
standardized report currently is 
available to collect installation-level 
Federal monthly employment and 
wages data each quarter by SWAs for 
statistical purposes. Completion of the 
MWR is required by law in 31 States 
and territories. 

II. Current Action 
Office of Management and Budget 

clearance is being sought for an 
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