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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

National Institute of Food and
Agriculture

Notice of Intent To Extend a Currently
Approved Information Collection

AGENCY: National Institute of Food and
Agriculture, USDA.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 and
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) regulations at (5 CFR part 1320),
this notice announces the National
Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA)
intention to request approval for an
extension of the currently approved
information collection for the NIFA
proposal review process.

DATES: Written comments on this notice
must be received by July 28, 2015, to be
assured of consideration. Comments
received after that date will be
considered to the extent practicable.

ADDRESSES: Written comments
concerning this notice and requests for
copies of the information collection may
be submitted by any of the following
methods: Email: rmartin.usda.gov; Fax:
202-720-0857; Mail: Office of
Information Technology (OIT), NIFA,
USDA, STOP 2216, 1400 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20250—
2216.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Martin, eGovernment Program
Leader; Email: rmartin@nifa.usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: NIFA Proposal Review Process.

OMB Number: 0524—0041.

Expiration Date of Current Approval:
05/31/2015

Type of Request: Extension of a
currently approved information
collection for three years.

Abstract: The National Institute of
Food and Agriculture (NIFA) is
responsible for performing a review of
proposals submitted to NIFA
competitive award programs in
accordance with section 103(a) of the
Agricultural Research, Extension, and
Education Reform Act of 1998, 7 U.S.C.
7613(a). Reviews are undertaken to
ensure that projects supported by NIFA
are of high quality, and are consistent
with the goals and requirements of the
funding program.

Proposals submitted to NIFA undergo
a programmatic evaluation to determine
worthiness of Federal support. The
evaluations consist of a peer panel
review and may also entail an
assessment by Federal employees and

electronically submitted (ad-hoc)
reviews in the Peer Review System.

Need and Use of the Information: The
information collected from the
evaluations is used to support NIFA
grant programs. NIFA uses the results of
the proposal evaluation to determine
whether a proposal should be declined
or recommended for award. When NIFA
has rendered a decision, copies of
reviews, excluding the names of the
reviewers, and summaries of review
panel deliberations, if any, are provided
to the submitting Project Director.

Given the highly technical nature of
many of these proposals, the quality of
the peer review greatly depends on the
appropriate matching of the subject
matter of the proposal with the
technical expertise of the potential
reviewer. In order to obtain this
information, an electronic questionnaire
is used to collect information about
potential panel and ad-hoc reviewers. If
the reviewer is already in our database,
the questionnaire asks potential
reviewers to update their basic
biographical information including
address, contact information,
professional expertise, and their
availability to review for NIFA in the
future. If the reviewer is new they are
prompted to complete the
questionnaire. The information
collected from reviewers has been
invaluable in the NIFA review process,
which has been recognized by the
grantee and grantor community for its
quality.

The applications and associated
materials made available to reviewers,
as well as the discussions that take
place during panel review meetings are
strictly confidential and are not to be
disclosed to or discussed with anyone
who has not been officially designated
to participate in the review process.
While each panelist certifies at the time
of preparing a review they do not have
a conflict-of-interest with a particular
application and will maintain its
confidentiality in the Peer Review
System, a certification of their intent at
the time of the panel review
proceedings is collected to emphasize
and reinforce confidentiality not only of
applications and reviews but also panel
discussions. On the Conflict-of-Interest
and Confidentiality Certification Form,
the panelist affirms they understand the
conflict-of-interest guidelines and will
not be involved in the review of the
application(s) where a conflict exists.
The panelist also affirms their intent to
maintain the confidentiality of the panel
process and not disclose to another
individual any information related to
the peer review or use any information
for personal benefit.

Estimate of Burden: NIFA estimates
that anywhere from one hour to twenty
hours may be required to review a
proposal. It is estimated that
approximately five hours are required to
review an average proposal. Each
proposal receives an average of four
reviews, accounting for an annual
burden of 20 hours. NIFA estimates it
receives 4,600 competitive applications
each year. The total annual burden on
reviewers is 92,000 hours. NIFA
estimates that the potential reviewer
questionnaire takes an estimated 10
minutes to complete. The database
consists of approximately 50,000
reviewers. The total annual burden of
questionnaire is 8,330 hours. NIFA
estimates that the potential Conflict-of-
Interest and Confidentiality Certification
Form takes an estimated 10 minutes to
complete. The agency has
approximately 1,000 panelists each
year. The total annual burden of the
certification form is 167 hours. The total
annual burden of the component of the
entire review process is 100,497 hours.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the Agency,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
the Agency’s estimate of the burden of
the proposed collection of information;
(c) ways to enhance the quality, utility
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology.

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
to OMB for approval. All comments will
become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DG, this 19th day of
May, 2015.

Catherine E. Woteki,

Under Secretary, Research, Education, and
Economics.

[FR Doc. 201513011 Filed 5-28-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-22-P

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Notice of Public Meeting of the Nevada
Advisory Committee To Discuss and
Approve Its Report on Police
Militarization

AGENCY: U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.

ACTION: Announcement of meeting.
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SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given,
pursuant to the provisions of the rules
and regulations of the U.S. Commission
on Civil Rights (Commission) and the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA) that a meeting of the Nevada
Advisory Committee (Committee) to the
Commission will be held on Friday,
June 19, 2015, for the purpose of
discussing and voting upon the
committee report on the militarization
of police. The meeting will be held at
Nevada Department of Employment
Training and Rehabilitation (NDETR),
2800 East St. Louis Ave., Las Vegas, NV
89104. A second videoconference
location for the meeting is NDETR, 1325
Corporate Blvd., Reno, NV 89502. The
meeting is scheduled to begin at 1:30
p-m. and adjourn at approximately 3:00
p.m.

Members of the public are entitled to
make comments during the open period
at the end of the meeting. Members of
the public may also submit written
comments. The comments must be
received in the Western Regional Office
of the Commission by July 17, 2015. The
address is Western Regional Office, U.S.
Commission on Civil Rights, 300 N. Los
Angeles Street, Suite 2010, Los Angeles,
CA 90012. Persons wishing to email
their comments may do so by sending
them to Angelica Trevino, Civil Rights
Analyst, Western Regional Office, at
atrevino@usccr.gov. Persons who desire
additional information should contact
the Western Regional Office, at (213)
894-3437, (or for hearing impaired TDD
913-551-1414), or by email to atrevino@
usccr.gov. Hearing-impaired persons
who will attend the meeting and require
the services of a sign language
interpreter should contact the Regional
Office at least ten (10) working days
before the scheduled date of the

meeting.

Records and documents discussed
during the meeting will be available for
public viewing prior to and after the
meeting at http://facadatabase.gov/
committee/meetings.aspx?cid=261 and
clicking on the ‘“Meeting Details” and
“Documents” links. Records generated
from this meeting may also be inspected
and reproduced at the Western Regional
Office, as they become available, both
before and after the meeting. Persons
interested in the work of this Committee
are directed to the Commission’s Web
site, http://www.usccr.gov, or may
contact the Western Regional Office at
the above email or street address.

Agenda: Call to order; Discussion and
vote on police militarization report;
Open comment; Adjournment.

DATES: Friday, June 19, 2015.

ADDRESSES: NDETR, 2800 East St. Louis
Ave., Las Vegas, NV 89104.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter Minarik, DFO, at (213) 8943437
or pminarik@usccr.gov
Dated: May 22, 2015
David Mussatt,
Chief, Regional Programs Coordination Unit.
[FR Doc. 2015-12978 Filed 5-28-15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6335-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) for clearance the
following proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35).

Note: This notice supplements FR Doc.
2015-09741 with new information, and
extends the comment period to June 28,
2015.

Agency: U.S. Census Bureau.

Title: American Community Survey.

OMB Control Number: 0607—0810.

Form Number(s): ACS—1, ACS-1(SP),
ACS-1(PR), ACS-1(PR)SP, ACS-1(GQ),
ACS—-1(PR)(GQ), GQFQ, ACS CATI
(HU), ACS CAPI (HU), ACS RI (HU), and
AGQ QI, AGQRI.

Type of Request: Regular Submission.

Number of Respondents: 3,760,000.

Average Hours Per Response: 40
minutes for the average household
questionnaire.

Burden Hours: The estimate is an
annual average of 2,455,868 burden
hours.

Needs and Uses: The U.S. Census
Bureau requests authorization from the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for revisions to the American
Community Survey (ACS). This notice
updates Federal Register notice 80 FR
23501, which proposed only changes to
the content of the proposed 2016 ACS
questionnaire and data collection
instruments for both Housing Unit and
Group Quarters operations that were
proposed as a result of the 2014 ACS
Content Review. This notice proposes
additional changes to the content of the
proposed 2016 ACS questionnaire and
data collection instruments for both
Housing Unit and Group Quarters
operations that were proposed as a
result of (a) recently completed
cognitive testing on the computer usage
and internet questions; (b) research
suggesting that the flush toilet
component of the plumbing facilities
question can be removed; and (c) recent

field testing of changes to the ACS
mailing strategy to further reduce
respondent concerns.

The American Community Survey
(ACS) is one of the Department of
Commerce’s most valuable data
products, used extensively by
businesses, non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), local
governments, and many federal
agencies. In conducting this survey, the
Census Bureau’s top priority is
respecting the time and privacy of the
people providing information while
preserving its value to the public. The
2016 survey content changes are the
initial step in a multi-faceted approach
to reducing respondent burden. The
Census Bureau is currently carrying out
this program of research, which
includes several components as
discussed briefly below.

One of the areas with strong potential
to reduce respondent burden is to reuse
information already supplied to the
federal government in lieu of directly
collecting it again through particular
questions on the ACS. The Census
Bureau is conducting groundbreaking
work aimed at understanding the extent
to which existing government data can
reduce redundancy and improve
efficiency. The tests we are conducting
in the next two years will tell us
whether existing government records
can provide substitute data for
households that have not responded to
the ACS.

In addition, we continue to look into
the possibility of asking some questions
less often beginning with initial efforts
on the marital history series of
questions. For example, asking a
question every other year, every third
year, or asking a question of a subset of
the respondents each year. We also want
to examine ways we can better phrase
our questions to reduce respondent
concern, especially for those who may
be sensitive to providing information.

The outcome of these future steps will
be a more efficient survey that
minimizes respondent burden while
continuing to provide quality data
products for the nation. We expect to
make great progress during fiscal 2015
on this front, and will be reporting our
progress to the Secretary of Commerce
at the end of the fiscal year.

Since the founding of the nation, the
U.S. Census has mediated between the
demands of a growing country for
information about its economy and
people, and the people’s privacy and
respondent burden. Beginning with the
1810 Census, Congress added questions
to support a range of public concerns
and uses, and over the course of a
century questions were added about
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