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7 Chapter 458 regulates medical practice. 

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(f). Because Congress has 
clearly mandated that a practitioner 
possess state authority in order to be 
deemed a practitioner under the CSA, 
the 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, 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, 43 FR at 
27617. Moreover, because ‘‘the 
controlling question’’ in a proceeding 
brought under 21 U.S.C. 824(a)(3) is 
whether the holder of a practitioner’s 
registration ‘‘is currently authorized to 
handle controlled substances in the 
[S]tate,’’ Hooper, 76 FR at 71371 
(quoting Anne Lazar Thorn, 62 FR 
12847, 12848 (1997)), the Agency has 
also long held that revocation is 
warranted even where a practitioner is 
still challenging the underlying action. 
Bourne Pharmacy, 72 FR 18273, 18274 
(2007); Wingfield Drugs, 52 FR 27070, 
27071 (1987). Thus, it is of no 
consequence that in this case, 
Respondent’s underlying conviction is 
being appealed. What is consequential 
is my finding that Respondent is no 
longer currently authorized to dispense 
controlled substances in Florida, the 
state in which he is registered with the 
DEA. 

According to Florida statute, ‘‘A 
practitioner, in good faith and in the 
course of his or her professional practice 
only, may prescribe, administer, 
dispense, mix, or otherwise prepare a 
controlled substance.’’ Fla. Stat. Ann. 
893.05(1)(a) (West 2022). Further, a 
‘‘practitioner’’ as defined by Florida 
statute includes ‘‘a physician licensed 
under chapter 458.7 ’’ Id. at § 893.02(23). 

Here, the undisputed evidence in the 
record is that Respondent currently 
lacks authority to practice medicine in 
Florida. As already discussed, a 
physician must be a licensed 
practitioner to dispense a controlled 
substance in Florida. Thus, because 
Respondent lacks authority to practice 
medicine in Florida and, therefore, is 
not authorized to handle controlled 

substances in Florida, Respondent is not 
eligible to maintain a DEA registration. 
Accordingly, I will order that 
Respondent’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. FG2055158 issued to 
Omar Garcia, M.D. Further, pursuant to 
28 CFR 0.100(b) and the authority 
vested in me by 21 U.S.C. 823(f), I 
hereby deny any pending application of 
Omar Garcia, M.D. to renew or modify 
this registration, as well as any other 
pending application of Omar Garcia, 
M.D. for additional registration in 
Florida. This Order is effective June 27, 
2022. 

Anne Milgram, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 2022–11507 Filed 5–26–22; 8:45 am] 
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Notice of Lodging of Proposed 
Consent Decree Under the 
Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation and Liability 
Act 

On May 23, 2022, the Department of 
Justice lodged a proposed consent 
decree with the United States District 
Court for the District of Montana 
entitled United States and the State of 
Delaware v. Burlington Northern Santa 
Fe Railway Co. and Montana Rail Link, 
Inc., Civil Action No. 6:22–cv–00035– 
SEH. 

The United States filed this lawsuit 
under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation 
and Liability Act (CERCLA). The 
complaint alleges that the defendants 
are liable in connection with the 
releases of hazardous substances at the 
East Helena Superfund Site (the ‘‘Site) 
in East Helena, Montana. Under the 
consent decree, the defendants will 
expend an estimated $852,200 to 
remediate an active railyard within the 
Site boundaries. They will also 
reimburse EPA’s costs of overseeing 
their work. In return, the United States 
and Delaware agree not to sue the 
defendants under sections 106 and 107 
of CERCLA. 

The publication of this notice opens 
a period for public comment on the 
consent decree. Comments should be 
addressed to the Assistant Attorney 
General, Environment and Natural 
Resources Division, and should refer to 
United States v. Burlington Northern 

Santa Fe Railway Co. and Montana Rail 
Link, Inc., D.J. Ref. No. 90–11–3–08633/ 
7. All comments must be submitted no 
later than thirty (30) days after the 
publication date of this notice. 
Comments may be submitted either by 
email or by mail: 

To submit 
comments: Send them to: 

By email ....... pubcomment-ees.enrd@
usdoj.gov. 

By mail ......... Assistant Attorney General, 
U.S. DOJ—ENRD, P.O. 
Box 7611, Washington, DC 
20044–7611. 

During the public comment period, 
the consent decree may be examined 
and downloaded at this Justice 
Department website: https://
www.justice.gov/enrd/consent-decrees. 
We will provide a paper copy of the 
consent decree without the exhibits 
upon written request and payment of 
reproduction costs. Please mail your 
request and payment to: Consent Decree 
Library, U.S. DOJ—ENRD, P.O. Box 
7611, Washington, DC 20044–7611. 

Please enclose a check or money order 
for $10.50 (25 cents per page 
reproduction cost) payable to the United 
States Treasury. 

Jeffrey Sands, 
Assistant Section Chief, Environmental 
Enforcement Section, Environment and 
Natural Resources Division. 
[FR Doc. 2022–11489 Filed 5–26–22; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment and Training 
Administration 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Comment Request; Worker 
Profiling and Reemployment Services 
Activity and Worker Profiling and 
Reemployment Services Outcomes 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Labor’s 
(DOL) Employment and Training 
Administration (ETA) is soliciting 
comments concerning a proposed 
extension for the authority to conduct 
the information collection request (ICR) 
titled, ‘‘Worker Profiling and 
Reemployment Services Activity and 
Worker Profiling and Reemployment 
Services Outcomes.’’ This comment 
request is part of continuing 
Departmental efforts to reduce 
paperwork and respondent burden in 
accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA). 
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