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

2 All contract personnel will sign appropriate 
nondisclosure agreements. 

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

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 Doosan 
Bobcat North America, Inc. d/b/a Bobcat 
Company on December 2, 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 skid-steer loaders, 
compact track loaders, excavators, 
wheel loaders, dozers, and components 
thereof. The complaint names as a 
respondent: Caterpillar, Inc. of Irving, 
TX. The complainant requests that the 
Commission issue a limited exclusion 
order, 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. 
3860’’) 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 
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 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 201.10, 210.8(c)). 

By order of the Commission. 
Issued: December 2, 2025. 

Lisa Barton, 
Secretary to the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2025–21963 Filed 12–3–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020–02–P 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

Latania Akers-White, M.D.; Decision 
and Order 

On March 18, 2025, the Drug 
Enforcement Administration (DEA or 
Government) issued an Order to Show 
Cause (OSC) to Latania Akers-White, 
M.D., of Richmond, Virginia 
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1 According to the OSC and Agency records, 
Registrant’s registration expired on June 30, 2025. 
Id. at 1. The fact that a registrant allows her 
registration to expire during the pendency of an 
administrative enforcement proceeding does not 
impact the Agency’s jurisdiction or prerogative 
under the Controlled Substances Act (CSA) to 
adjudicate the OSC to finality. Jeffrey D. Olsen, 
M.D., 84 FR 68474, 68476–79 (2019). 

2 Based on the Government’s submissions in its 
RFAA dated May 8, 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 March 24, 2025, 
the DI and other DEA employees attempted to 
personally serve Registrant a copy of the OSC at her 
last known address, but no one answered the door. 
RFAAX 2, at 1. The DI then called Registrant, 
informed her about the OSC, and verified her 
mailing address. Id. at 2. On March 25, 2025, the 
DI mailed a copy of the OSC to Registrant’s 
registered address through USPS. Id.; see also Id. at 
3. The DI was able to confirm through the USPS 
tracking number that the OSC was delivered to 
Registrant on March 27, 2025, as the last update 
states, ‘‘delivered, left with individual.’’ Id.; see also 
Id., at Attachment A. 

3 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). 

4 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 Order, is not 
licensed to practice medicine in Virginia. 
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 Office of the 
Administrator, Drug Enforcement Administration, 
at dea.addo.attorneys@dea.gov. 

5 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 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. 

(Registrant). Request for Final Agency 
Action (RFAA), Exhibit (RFAAX), at 1, 
4. The OSC proposed the revocation of 
Registrant’s Certificate of Registration, 
No. FA2343630, alleging that 
Registrant’s registration should be 
revoked because Registrant is ‘‘currently 
without authority to prescribe, 
administer, dispense, or otherwise 
handle controlled substances in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, the state in 
which [she is] registered with DEA.’’ Id. 
at 2 (citing 21 U.S.C. 824(a)(3)).1 

The OSC notified Registrant of her 
right to file a written request for hearing, 
and that if she failed to file such a 
request, she would be deemed to have 
waived her right to a hearing and be in 
default. Id. (citing 21 CFR 1301.43). 
Here, Registrant did not request a 
hearing, and the Agency finds her to be 
in default. RFAA, at 3.2 ‘‘A default, 
unless 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. at 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 4; 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 deemed 

admitted. According to the OSC, on or 
about July 11, 2024, the Virginia 
Department of Health Professions 
suspended Registrant’s Virginia medical 
license. RFAAX 1, at 2. According to 
Virginia online records, of which the 
Agency takes official notice,3 
Registrant’s Virginia medical license is 
currently ‘‘Suspended.’’ Virginia 
Department of Health Professions 
License Lookup, https://dhp.virginia
interactive.org/Lookup/Index (last 
visited date of signature of this Order). 
Accordingly, the Agency finds that 
Registrant is not licensed to practice 
medicine in Virginia, the state in which 
she is registered with DEA.4 

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).5 

According to Virginia statute, 
‘‘dispense’’ means ‘‘to deliver a drug to 
an ultimate user or research subject by 
or pursuant to the lawful order of a 
practitioner, including the prescribing 
and administering, packaging, labeling, 
or compounding necessary to prepare 
the substance for that delivery.’’ Va. 
Code § 54.1–3401 (2025). Additionally, 
Virginia statute defines ‘‘practitioner’’ as 
‘‘a physician . . . or other person 
licensed, registered, or otherwise 
permitted to distribute, dispense, 
prescribe and administer, or conduct 
research with respect to a controlled 
substance in the course of professional 
practice or research in [Virginia].’’ Id. 

Here, the undisputed evidence in the 
record is that Registrant lacks authority 
to practice medicine in Virginia. As 
discussed above, a physician must be a 
licensed practitioner to dispense a 
controlled substance in Virginia. Thus, 
because Registrant lacks authority to 
practice medicine in Virginia and, 
therefore, is not authorized to handle 
controlled substances in Virginia, 
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. FA2343630 issued to 
Latania Akers-White, M.D. Further, 
pursuant to 28 CFR 0.100(b) and the 
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authority vested in me by 21 U.S.C. 
823(g)(1), I hereby deny any pending 
applications of Latania Akers-White, 
M.D., to renew or modify this 
registration, as well as any other 
pending application of Latania Akers- 
White, M.D., for additional registration 
in Virginia. This Order is effective 
January 5, 2026. 

Signing Authority 
This document of the Drug 

Enforcement Administration was signed 
on November 24, 2025, by 
Administrator Terrance C. Cole. That 
document with the original signature 
and date is maintained by DEA. For 
administrative purposes only, and in 
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. 2025–21885 Filed 12–3–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4410–09–P 

MORRIS K. UDALL AND STEWART L. 
UDALL FOUNDATION 

Sunshine Act Meetings 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. 
(MST–AZ), Tuesday, December 16, 
2025. 
PLACE: Virtual Board of Trustees 
Meeting via Microsoft Teams. 
STATUS: This virtual meeting of the 
Board of Trustees will be open to the 
public. Members of the public who 
would like to attend this meeting may 
request remote access by contacting Sara 
Moeller at moeller@udall.gov prior to 
December 16, 2025, to obtain the 
teleconference connection information. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: (1) Call to 
Order and Chair’s Remarks; (2) Trustees’ 
Remarks; (3) Executive Director’s 
Remarks; (4) Consent Agenda Approval 
(Minutes of the May 6, 2025, Board of 
Trustees Meeting; Board Reports 
submitted for Education Programs, 
Finance and Internal Controls, John S. 
McCain III National Center for 
Environmental Conflict Resolution, and 
Udall Center for Studies in Public 
Policy, including the Native Nations 
Institute for Leadership, Management, 
and Policy and Special Collections at 
the University of Arizona Libraries; and 

Board takes notice of any new and 
updated personnel policies and internal 
control methodologies); and (5) The 
University of Arizona Fiscal Year 2026 
Program Work Plan and Funding 
(including votes on resolutions 
regarding Allocation of Funds to the 
Udall Center for Studies in Public 
Policy and Special Collections at the 
University of Arizona Libraries and 
Funds Set Aside for the Native Nations 
Institute for Leadership, Management, 
and Policy, a program of the Udall 
Center for Studies in Public Policy). 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION: 
Sara Moeller, Chief Operating Officer, 
434 E University Blvd., Suite 300, 
Tucson, AZ, 85705, (520) 345–3562. 

Dated: December 2, 2025. 

David P. Brown, 
Executive Director, Morris K. Udall and 
Stewart L. Udall Foundation. 
[FR Doc. 2025–21954 Filed 12–2–25; 4:15 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6820–FN–P 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities: Comment Request; Account 
Management Profile 

AGENCY: National Science Foundation. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The National Science 
Foundation (NSF) is announcing plans 
to reinstate this collection. In 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, we 
are providing opportunity for public 
comments on this action. After 
obtaining and considering public 
comment, NSF will prepare the 
submission requesting Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) 
clearance of this collection for no longer 
than 3 years. 
DATES: Written comments on this notice 
must be received by February 2, 2026 to 
be assured consideration. Comments 
received after that date will be 
considered to the extent practicable. 
Send comments to address below. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Suzanne H. Plimpton, Reports Clearance 
Officer, National Science Foundation, 
2415 Eisenhower Avenue, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22314; telephone (703) 292– 
7556; or send email to splimpto@
nsf.gov. Individuals who use a 
telecommunications device for the deaf 
(TDD) may call the Federal Information 
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877– 
8339, which is accessible 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week, 365 days a year 
(including Federal holidays). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Title of Collection: Account 
Management Profile. 

OMB Control No.: 3145–0269. 
Expiration Date of Approval: Not 

applicable. 
Abstract: The purpose of the National 

Science Foundation’s (NSF) Account 
Profile is to collect information (contact, 
demographics, professional and 
academic references) on Research.gov. 
This profile will assist the NSF in 
maintaining a centralized registration 
and profile management process for 
individuals. NSF may track information 
provided over time to review and 
evaluate NSF programs, facilitate 
proposal submission, simplify reviewer 
activities, and provide data for the 
selection and management of reviewers 
and related merit review functions. 
Collecting this information supports the 
program officers across each directorate 
by improving efficiencies for internal 
staff, leveraging consolidated profile 
data, and creating a seamless user 
experience for the scientific community. 
This process will also provide 
researchers with a consolidated profile 
and access to their information in the 
Research.gov system, with the ability to 
easily access and update their 
information as necessary. 

Respondents: Researchers and 
administrative support professionals. 

Estimated Number of Annual 
Respondents: 606,678. 

Burden on the Public: Estimated 5 
minutes to fill out the contact, 
demographics, professional and 
academic information, including the 
collection of data to fill in the fields. 
This assumption includes users who 
have filled out information in the past 
and do not wish to update their 
information. The demographic 
information should be readily available 
as the selection fields are available on 
Research.gov today and the professional 
information can be gathered from 
external data sources. The estimated 
burden time is 50,557 hours. 

Dated: December 2, 2025. 
Suzanne H. Plimpton, 
Reports Clearance Officer, National Science 
Foundation. 
[FR Doc. 2025–21959 Filed 12–3–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7555–01–P 

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. MC2026–122 and K2026–122; 
MC2026–123 and K2026–123; MC2026–124 
and K2026–124; MC2026–125 and K2026– 
125] 

New Postal Products 

AGENCY: Postal Regulatory Commission. 
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