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Agencies to plan for the security and
privacy of their computer systems.

PURPOSE(S):

the underlying raw data in this system
of records is used by DOJ systems and
security personnel, or persons
authorized to assist these personnel, to
plan and manage system services and to
otherwise perform their official duties.
Authorized DOJ managers may use the
records in this system to investigate
improper access or other improper
activity related to computer system
access; to initiate disciplinary or other
such action; and/or where the record(s)
may appear to indicate a violation or
potential violation of the law, to refer
such record(s) to the appropriate
investigative arm of DOJ, or other law
enforcement agency for investigation.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSE OF SUCH USE:

Information maybe made available in
accordance with the disclosure
provisions cited below.

1. To members of Congress or staff to
respond to inquiries made on behalf of
individual constituents who are record
subjects.

2. To representatives of the General
Services Administration and/or the
National Archives and Records
Administration who are conducting
records management inspections under
the authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906.

3. To the news media and the public
pursuant to 28 CFR 50.2 unless it is
determined that the release of the
specific information in the context of a
particular case would constitute an
unwarranted invasion of personal
privacy.

4. To a Federal, state, local, tribal or
foreign agency, or a private contractor,
in connection with: the hiring or
retention of any employee; the issuance
of a security clearance; the conduct of
a security or suitability investigation or
pursuit of other appropriate personnel
matter; the reporting of an investigation
on an employee; the letting of a
contract; or the issuance of a grant,
license, or other benefit to an employee
by the agency, but only to the extent
that the information disclosed is
relevant and necessary to the agency’s
decision on the matter.

5. To provide information to any
person(s) authorized to assist in an
approved investigation of improper
usage of DOJ computer systems.

6. To an actual or potential party or
his or her authorized representative for
the purpose of negotiation or discussion
on such matters as settlement of the case

or matter, or informal discovery
proceedings.

7. In the event that material in this
system of records appears to indicate,
either on its face or in conjunction with
other information, a violation or
potential violation of law, whether civil,
criminal, or regulatory in nature, and
whether arising by general statute, or by
regulation, rule, or order issued
pursuant thereto, to a Federal, State
local tribal, or foreign unit of
government charged with the
responsibility therefor.

8. In a proceeding before a court or
adjudicative body, when any of the
following is a party to litigation or has
an interest in litigation and such records
are determined by the DOJ to be
arguably relevant to the litigation: the
DOJ; any employee of the DOJ in his or
her official capacity; or any employee of
the DOJ in his or her individual capacity
where the DOJ has agreed to represent
or has authorized private attorneys to
represent the employees; or, the United
States, where the DOJ determines that
the litigation is likely to affect it or any
of its subdivisions.

9. To contractors, grantees, experts,
consultants, detailees, and other non-
DOJ employees performing or working
on a contract, service, grant, cooperative
agreement, or other assignment for the
Federal government, when necessary to
accomplish an agency function related
to this system of records.

10. To other government agencies
where required by law.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE:

Records are stored in electronic and/
or paper form.

RETRIEVABILITY:

Records may be retrieved by user
name, user ID, e-mail address, or other
identifying search term employed,
depending on the record category. The
Department does not usually connect IP
addresses with a person. However, in
some instances, for official government
business purposes, the Department may
connect the IP address with an
individual, and records may be
retrieved by IP address.

SAFEGUARDS:

Access is limited to those who have
an official need to know. Specifically,
only systems and security personnel or
persons authorized to assist these
personnel have access to automated
records and magnetic storage media.
These records are kept in a locked room
with controlled entry. The use of
password protection identification

features and other automated data
processing system protection methods
also restrict access. All records are
located in buildings with restricted
access.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Records of verification, authorization,
computer system access, and other
activities generated by the system shall
be retained no longer than one year,
unless required for management review,
then destroyed/deleted. (Records
retention schedule pending approval by
the Archivist of the United States.)

SYSTEM MANAGER:

Deputy Assistant Attorney General,
Information Resources Management,
Justice Management Division,
Department of Justice, Washington, DC
20530.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:
To determine whether the system may

contain records relating to you, write to

the System Manager identified above.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Same as ““Notification Procedure”
above. Provide name, assigned
computer location, and a description of
information being sought, including the
time frame during which the record(s)
may have been generated. Provide
verification of identity as instructed in
28 CFR, §16.41(d).

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

See “Notification Procedure” and
“Record Access Procedure” above.
Identify the information being
contested, the reason for contesting it,
and the correction requested. In general,
this information is computer-generated
and is not subject to contest.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

Most records are generated internally,
i.e., computer activity logs; individuals
covered by the system; and management
officials.

SYSTEMS EXEMPTED FROM CERTAIN PROVISIONS
OF THE ACT:

None.
[FR Doc. 99-33838 Filed 12—29-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4410-0J-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

James Garvey Cavanagh, M.D.
Revocation of Registration

On August 5, 1999, the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA), issued an Order
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to Show Cause to James Garvey
Cavanagh, M.D., of Hawthorne, Nevada,
notifying him of an opportunity to show
cause as to why DEA should not revoke
his DEA Certificate of Registration
AC9084485 pursuant to 21 U.S.C.
284(a)(3), and deny any pending
applications for renewal of such
registration pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 823(f),
for reason that he is not currently
authorized to handle controlled
substances in the State of Nevada. The
order also notified Dr. Cavanagh that
should no request for a hearing be filed
within 30 days, his hearing right would
be deemed waived.

DEA received a signed receipt
indicating that the Order to Show Cause
was received on August 21, 1999. No
request for a hearing or any other reply
was received by the DEA from Dr.
Cavanagh or anyone purporting to
represent him in this matter. Therefore,
the Acting Deputy Administrator,
finding that (1) 30 days have passed
since the receipt of the Order to Show
Cause, and (2) no request for a hearing

having been received, concludes that Dr.

Cavanagh is deemed to have waived his
hearing right. After considering material
from the investigative file in this matter,
the Acting Deputy Administrator now
enters his final order without a hearing
pursuant to 21 CFR 1301.43(d) and (e)
and 1301.46.

The Acting Deputy Administrator
finds that Dr. Cavanagh currently
possesses DEA Certificate of
Registration AC9084485 issued to him
in Nevada. The Acting Deputy
Administrator further finds that on
March 18, 1999, the Board of Medical
Examiners of the State of Nevada issued
its Findings of Fact, Conclusions of
Law, and Order revoking Dr. Cavanagh’s
license to practice medicine in the State
of Nevada.

The Acting Deputy Administrator
concludes that Dr. Cavanagh is not
currently licensed to practice medicine
in Nevada, and therefore, it is
reasonable to infer that he is not
currently authorized to handle
controlled substances in that state. The
DEA does not have the statutory
authority under the Controlled
Substances Act to issue or maintain a
registration if the applicant or registrant
is without state authority to handle
controlled substances in the state in
which he conducts his business. See 21
U.S.C. 802(21), 823(f), and 824(a)(3).
This prerequisite has been consistently
upheld. See Romeo J. Perez, M.D., 62 FR
16,193 (1997); Demetris A. Green, M.D.,
61 FR 60,728 (1996); Dominick A. Ricci,
M.D., 58 FR 51,104 (1993).

Here it is clear that Dr. Cavanagh is
not currently authorized to handle

controlled substances in the State of
Nevada. As a result, Dr. Cavanagh is not
entitled to a DEA registration in that
state.

Accordingly, the Acting Deputy
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration, pursuant to the
authority vested in him by 21 U.S.C. 823
and 824 and 28 CFR 0.100(b) and 0.104,
hereby orders that DEA Certificate of
Registration AC9084485, previously
issued to James Garvey Cavanagh, M.D.
be, and it hereby is, revoked. The Acting
Deputy Administrator further orders
that any pending applications for the
renewal of such registration, be, and
they hereby are, denied. This order is
effective January 31, 2000.

Dated: December 22, 1999.
Julio F. Mercado,
Acting Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc. 99-33978 Filed 12—-29-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration
[Docket No. 99-1]

Michael Alan Patterson, M.D., Grant of
Restricted Registration

On September 23, 1998, the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA), issued an Order
to Show Cause to Michael Alan
Patterson, M.D. (Respondent) of
Memphis, Tennessee, notifying him of
an opportunity to show cause as to why
DEA should not deny his application for
registration as a practitioner pursuant to
21 U.S.C. 823(f), for reason that his
registration would be inconsistent with
the public interest.

By letter dated October 22, 1998,
Respondent, through counsel, requested
a hearing on the issues raised by the
Order to Show Cause. Following
prehearing procedures, a hearing was
held in Nashville, Tennessee on March
10, 1999, before Administrative Law
Judge Gail A. Randall. At the hearing,
both parties called witnesses to testify
and introduced documentary evidence.
After the hearing, both parties submitted
proposed findings of fact, conclusions of
law and argument. On August 11, 1999,
Judge Randall issued her Recommended
Rulings, Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law, and Decision (Opinion),
recommending that Respondent’s
application for registration be granted
subject to various conditions. Neither
party filed exceptions to Judge Randall’s
Opinion, and on September 15, 1999,
Judge Randall transmitted the record of

these proceedings to the Deputy
Administrator.

The Acting Deputy Administrator has
considered the record in its entirety,
and pursuant to 21 CFR 1316.67, hereby
issues his final order based upon
findings of fact and conclusions of law
as hereinafter set forth. The Acting
Deputy Administrator adopts, with
specifically noted exceptions, the
Recommended Rulings, Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decision
of the Administrative Law Judge. His
adoption is in no manner diminished by
any recitation of facts, issues or
conclusions herein, or of any failure to
mention a matter of fact or law.

The Acting Deputy Administrator
finds that Respondent admits to a
history of drug and alcohol abuse,
beginning with marijuana and beer on
the weekends as a teenager. When
Respondent entered college in 1980, he
used cocaine sporadically after being
introduced to the drug by one of his
brothers.

Respondent received his medical
degree in 1983, and from July 1983
through June 1986, Respondent was a
resident in family practice in Florida.
During his residency Respondent used a
DEA Certificate of Registration issued to
him in Florida that expired on March
31, 1987. As a resident, his drug use
remained sporadic but became more
frequent.

In 1986, Respondent moved to
Mississippi to fulfill an obligation to the
National Health Service Corps.
Respondent obtained medical licenses
in both Mississippi and Tennessee.
Ultimately, Respondent was issued DEA
Certificates of Registration in both
states.

In order to earn additional income,
Respondent also worked for an
emergency room service and for a
freestanding urgent care center from
1986 through 1989. During this time he
worked approximately 80 to 100 hours
per week. According to Respondent, in
1986 his drug use “progress[ed] to
heavy,” and the use of cocaine helped
him stay awake so he could continue
working.

Respondent testified that financial,
marital, and work-related stress
contributed to his drug use. He further
testified that he began staying out late
at night, if he returned home at all, and
he frequented topless clubs. He failed to
show up for work, and if he did show
up, he was too “crashed out” to be
productive. Eventually, Respondent’s
former wife notified his employer that
Respondent had a cocaine problem.

As a result, the then-medical director
of the Tennessee Medical Foundation,
Physicians Health Program, (PHP), set
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