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Reinstatement

1. Veterans Benefits Administration.

2. Statement of Marital Relations.

3. VA Form 21-4170.

4. The form is used to gather the
necessary information to determine if
the veteran has established an other
than ceremonial marriage. The
information is used to determine
entitlement to spousal benefits.

. On occasion.

. Individuals or households.

. 6,000 repsonses.

. ¥ hour.

9. Not applicable.

X NOWm

[FR Doc. 90-22715 Filed 9-24-90; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices of meetings published
under the “Government in the Sunshine

Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3).

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

TIME AND DATE: Wednesday, September
28, 1990. 10:00 a.m., Commission
Meeting.

LOCATION: Room 558, Westwood
Towers, 5401 Westbard Avenue,
Bethesda, Maryland.

STATUS: Open to the Public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

ANPR on Infant Bean Bag Cushions

The staff will brief the Commission on an
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(ANPR) concerning the risk of injury and
death which may be presented by infant
cushions filled with foam plastic beads or
other granular material.

FOR A RECORDED MESSAGE CONTAINING
THE LATEST AGENDA INFORMATION, CALL:
301-492-5709.

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION: Sheldon D, Butts, Oifice
of the Secretary, 5401 Westbard Ave.,
Bethesda, Md. 20207 301-492-6800

Dated: September 20, 1990.
[FR Doc. 90-22808 Filed 8-21-90; 3:36 pm)]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-M

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

TIME AND DATE: Friday, September 28,
1990, 2:00 p.m., Commission Meeting.

LCCATION: Room 556, Westwood
Towers, 5401 Westbard Avenue,
Bethesda, Maryland.

STATUS: Closed to the Public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Enforcement Matter OS# 4174

The Commission will consider issues
related to enforcement matter OS# 4174.

FOR A RECORDED MESSAGE CONTAINING
THE LATEST AGENDA INFORMATION, CALL:
301-492-5709.

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION: Sheldon D. Butts, Office
of the Secretary, 5401 Westbard Ave.,
Bethesda, MD 20207 301-492-6800

Dated: September 20, 1990.
Sheldon D. Butts,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 90-22809 Filed 9-21-90; 3:36 pm|]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM BOARD OF
GOVERNORS

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., Friday,
September 28, 1990.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, C Street
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets
NW., Washington, DC 20551.

sTaTuS: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDEREZD:
Summary Agenda:

Because of its routine nature, no
substantive discussion of the following item
is anticipated. This matter will be voted on
without discussion unless a member of the
Board requests that the item be moved to the
discussion agenda.

1. Proposed revision of subpart B to
Regulation J (Collection of Checks and Other
Items and Wire Transfers of Funds by
Federal Reserve Banks) to make it consistent
with Article 4A of the Uniform Commercial
Code, Funds Transfers. (Proposed earlier for
public comment; Docket No. R-0697)

Discussion Agenda:

2. Proposed requirement that Federal
Reserve Banks notify receivers of off-line
Fedwire funds transfers. (Proposed earlier for
public comment; Docket No. R-0690)

3. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

Note.—This meeting will be recorded for
the benefit of those unable to attend.
Cassettes will be available for listening in the
Board's Freedom of Information Office, and
copies may be ordered for 35 per cassette by
calling (202) 452-3684 or by writing to:
Freedom of Information Office, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, DC 20551.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE

INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne,

Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204.
Dated: September 21, 1990,

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 90-22759 Filed 9-21-90; 10:51 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM BOARD OF
GOVERNORS

TIME AND DATE: Approximately 10:30
a.m., Friday, September 28, 1990.

PLACE: Marriner S. Eccles Federal
Reserve Board Building, C Street
entrance between 20th and 21st Streets
NW., Washington, DC 20551.

sTATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TOC BE CONSIDERED:

1. Federal Reserve Bank and Branch
director appointments. (This matter was
originally announced for a closed meeting on
September 12, 1990.)

2. Personnel actions (appointments,
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and
salary actions) involving individual Federal
Reserve System employees.

3. Any items carried forward from a
previously announced meeting.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R, Coyne,
Assistant to the Board; (202) 452-3204.
You may call (202) 452-3207, beginning
at approximately 5 p.m. two business
days before this meeting, for a recorded
announcement of bank and bank
holding company applications scheduled
for the meeting.

Dated: September 21, 1990.

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 90-22760 Filed 9-21-90; 10:51 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

UNITED STATES INSTITUTE OF PEACE

DATES: September 27 and 28, 1990.

TIME: 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

PLACE: 1550 M Street, NW., Washington,
DC (ground floor, Board Room).
sTATUS: Open segsion—(portions may
be closed pursuant to subsection (c) of
section 552(b) of title 5, United States
Code, as provided in subsection
1706(h)(3) of the United States Institute
of Peace Act, Pub. (98-525).

AGENDA: (Tentative):

Meeting of the Board of Directors

convened. Chariman's Report. President
Report. Committee Reports. Consideration of
the Minutes of the Fortieth meeting of the
Board of Directors. Consideration of grant
application matters.
CONTACT: Mr. Gregory McCarthy,
Director, Public Affairs, telephone (202)
457-1700.

Dated: September 20, 1990.

Ms. Bernice J. Carney,

Director of Administration, The United States
Institute of Peace.

[FR Doc. 9022732 Filed 9-20-90; 4:41 am]
BILLING CODE 3155-01-M
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September 25, 1990

Part Il

Department of
Justice

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention

28 CFR Part 34

OJJDP Competition and Peer Review
Procedures; Final Competition and Peer
Review Regulation
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention

28 CFR Part 34

0OJJDP Competition and Peer Review
Procedures

AGENCY: Office of Justice Programs,
Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention.

ACTION: Final competition and peer
review regulation.

SUMMARY: The Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) has
revised its competition and peer review
regulation, originally published at 50 FR
31361, August 2, 1985, and codified at 28
CFR part 34, to implement the expanded
competition and peer review
requirements of section 262(d) of the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Act of 1974, 42 U.S.C. 5601 et
seq., as amended by the Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention
Amendments of 1988, subtitle F of title
Vil of Public Law 100-690, November 18,
1988 (hereinafter “Act"). The regulation
governs the award of categorical grant
funds under part C—National Programs,
of the Act.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This regulation is
effective on September 25, 1990.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Dern, Office of the
Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, U.S.
Department of Justice, Washington, DC
20531. Telephone: (202) 307-0668.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following supplementary information is
rovided.

Background Information

A proposed rule was published in the
Federal Register on February 7, 1989; for
public comment. No comments were
received. This final regulation is
essentially the same as the propcsed
rule, However, the "Peer Review
Manual” referenced in the proposed rule
is hereinafter known as the "Peer
Review Guideline” in conformity with
the directives system of the Office of
Justice Programs. Copies of “Guideline”
are available upen request from the
Office of the Administrator, 833 Indiana
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20531.

This regulation implements the
competition and peer review
requirements added to OJJDP's
categorical assistance programs by the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Amendments of 1988,
subtitle F of title VII of Public Law 100~
690, November 18, 1988. These

amendments consolidated OJJDP'S title
II categorical pregrams in part C of the
Act. Previously, title II contained
different, or had no, competition and
peer review requirements for each of the
three categorical programs established
in parts A, B and C of title II. Now,
pursuant to section 262(d), competition
and peer review requirements have been
standardized for all categorical
programs funded under part C—
National Programs. The technical
assistance and training program
authority, which had been in part A, is
now incorporated in part C, subpart L
Special Emphasis Prevention and
Treatment Programs which had been
under part B, subpart II, are now
covered under subpart II of part C. The
National Institute for Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention programs
remain in part C under subpart L. The
retitled part C consolidates all these
categorical programs, and all part C
funds are governed by this revised
regulation unless expressly excluded.
(See § 34.2.)

Executive Order 12291

This announcement does not
constitute a “major” rule as defined by
Executive Order 12291 because it does
not result in: (a) An effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, (b)'a
major increase in any costs or prices, or
(c) adverse effects on competitien,
employment, investment, productivity,
or innovation among American
enterprises.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

This rule does not have “significant™
economic impact on substantial number
of small “entities”, as defined by the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 86—
354).

Paperwerk Reduction Act

There are no collection of information
requirements contained in this
regulation required to be submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget
for review under the Paperwork
Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. 3504(h).

List of Subjects in 28 CFR Part 34
Grant programs, Juvenile delinquency.

Accordingly, title 28 Code of Federal
Regulations, part 34, is revised to read
as follows:

PART 34—0JJDP COMPETITION AND
PEER REVIEW PROCEDURES

Subpart A—Compatition

Sec.
341 Purpose and applicability.
34.2 Exceptions to applicability.

Sec.

343 Selection criteria.

344 Additional competitive application
requirements and procedures.

Subpart B—Peer Review
34100 Purpose and applicability.
34101 Exceptions to applicability.
84.102 Peer review procedures.
34103 Definition.
Use of peer review.
Peer review methods.
Number of peer reviewers,
Use of Department of Justice staff.
Selection of reviewers.
Qualifications of peer reviewers.
Management of peer reviews.

34.111 Compensation,

Subpart C—Emergency Expedited Review
[Reserved]

Authority: Juvenile Justice and Delinguency
Prevention Act of 1974, as amended, (42
U.S.C. 5601 et seq.).

Subpart A—Competition

§ 34.1 Purpose and applicability.

{a) This subpart of the regulation
implements section 262(d)(1) (A) and (B)
of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Act of 1974, as amended (42
U.S.C. 5601 et seq.). This provision
requires that project applications,
selected for categorical assistance
ewards under part C—National
Programs shall be selected through a
competitive process established by rule
by the Administrator, OJJDP. The statute
specifies that this process must include
announcement in the Federal Register of
the availability of funds for assistance
programs, the general criteria applicable
to the selection of applications for
assistance, and a description of the
procedures applicable to the submission
and review of assistance applications.

{b) This subpart of the regulation
applies to all grant, cooperative
agreement, and other assistance awards
selected by the Administrator, OJJDP, or
the Administrator's designee, under part
C—National Programs, of the Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act
of 1974, as amended, except as provided
in the exceptions to applicability set
forth below.

§34.2 Exceptions to applicabliity.

The following are assistance and
procurement contract award situations
that OJJDP considers to be outside the
scope of the section 262(d)(1)
competition requirement:

{2) Assistance awards to initially fund
or continue projects if the Administrator
has made a written determination that
the proposed program is not within the
scope of any program announcement
expected to be issued, is otherwise
eligible for an award, and the propcsed




Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 186 / Tuesday, September 25, 1990 / Rules and Regulations

38235

project is of such outstanding merit, as .
determined through peer review under
subpart B of this part, that an assistance
award without competition is justified
{section 262{d){1)(B)(i));

(b) Assistance awards to initially fund
or continue training services to be
funded under part C, section 244, if the
Administrator has made a written
determination that the applicant is
uniguely qualified to provide proposed
training services and other qualified
sources are not capable of providing
such services (section 262(d}(1)(B){ii)};

{c) Assistance awards of funds
transferred to OJJDP by another Federal
agency to augment authorized juvenile
justice programs, projects, or purposes;

(d) Funds transferred to other Federal
agencies by OJJDP for program purposes
as authorized by law;

(e) Procurement contract awards
which are subject to applicable Federal
laws and regulations governing the
procurement of goods and services for
the benefit and use of the government;

(f) Assistance awards from the 5%
“set aside™ of Special Emphasis funds
under section 261(g); and

(g) Assistance awards under section
241(f).

§34.3 Selection criteria.

(a) All individual project applications
will, at a minimum, be subject to review
based on the extent to which they meet
the following general selection criteria:

(1) The problem to be addressed by
the project is clearly stated,;

(2) The objectives of the proposed
project are clearly defined;

(3) The project design is sound and
contains program elements directly
linked to the achievement of project
objectives;

(4) The project management structure
is adequate to the successful conduct of
the project;

(5) Organizational capability is
demonstrated at a level sufficient to
successfully support the project; and

{0) Budgeted costs are reascnable,
allowable and cost effective for the
«ctivities proposed to be undertaken.

{b) The general selection criteria set
forth under paragraph (a) of this section,
may be supplemented for each
announced competitive program by
program-specific selection criteria for
the particular part C program. Such
announcements may also modify the
general selection criteria to provide
greater specificity or otherwise improve
their applicability to a given program.
The relative weight (point value) for
each selection criterion will be specified
in the program annowncement.

§ 34.4 Additional comg~titive application
requirements and proceJures.

(a) Applications for grants. Any
applicant eligible for assistance may
submit on or before such submission
deadline date or dates as the
Administrator may establish in program
announcements, an application
containing such pertinent information
and in accordance with the forms and
instructions as preacrit:ed therein and
any additional forms and instructions as
may be specified by the Administrator.
Such application shall be executed by
the applicant or an official or
representative of the applicant duly
authorized to make such application and
to assume on behalf of the applicant the
obligations imposed by law, applicable
regulations, and any additional terms
and conditions of the assistance award.
The Administrator may require any
applicant eligible for assistance under
this subpart to submit a preliminary
proposal for review and approval prior
to the acceptance of an application.

(b) Cooperative arrangements. (1)
When specified in program
announcements, eligible parties may
enter into cooperative arrangements
with other eligible parties, including
those in another State, and submit joint
applications for assistance.

(2} A joint application made by two or
more applicants for assistance may have
separate budgets corresponding to the
programs, services and activities
performed by each of the joint
applicants or may have a combined
budget. If joint applications present
separate budgets, the Administrator
may make separate awards, or may
award a single assistance award
authorizing separate amounts for each
of the joint applicants.

(c) Eveluation of applications
submitted under pert C of the Act. All
applications filed in accordance with
§ 34.1 of this subpart for assistance with
part C—National Programs funds shall
be evaluated by the Administrator
through OJJDP and other DOJ personnel
(internal review) and by such experts or
consultants required for this purpose
that the Administrator determines are
specially qualified in the particular part
C program area covered by the
announced program [peer review).
Supplementary application review
procedures, in addition to internal
review and peer review, may be used for
each competitive part C program
announcement. The p
announcement shall clearly state the
application review procedures (peer
review and other) to be used for each
competitive part C program
announcement.

(d) Applicaat’s perfermance on prior
award. When the applicant has
previously received an award from
OJJDP or another Federal agency, the
applicant's noncompliance with
requirements applicable to such prier
award as reflected in past written
evaluation reports and memoranda on
performance, and the completeness of
required submissions, may be
considered by the Administrator. In any
case where the Administrator proposes
to deny assistance based upon the
applicant’s noncompliance with
requirements applicable to a prior
award, the Administrator shall do so
only after affording the applicant
reasonable notice and an opportunity to
rebut the proposed basis for denial of
asgsistance.

(e) Applicant’s fiscal iniegrity.
Applicants must meet OJP standard of
fiscal integrity (see OJP M 7100.1C, par:
24 and OJP HB 4500.2B, par. 48 a and b}.

(f) Disposition of applications. On the
basis of competition and applicable
review procedures completed pursuant
to this regulation, the Administrator witl
either:

(1) Approve the application for
funding, in whole or in part, for szch
amount of funds, and subject te such
conditions as the Administrator deems
necessary or desirable for the
completion of the approved project;

(2) Determine that the application is of
acceptable guality for funding, in that it
meets minimum criteria, but that the
application must be disapproved for
funding because it did not rank
sufficiently high in relation to other
applications approved for funding to
qualify for an award based on the level
of funding allocated to the program; or

(3) Reject the application for failure to
meet the applicable selection criteria at
a sufficiently high level to justify an
award of funds, or for other reason
which the Administrator deems
compeiling, as provided in the
documentation of the funding decisicn.

(g) Notification of disposition. The
Administrator will notify the applicant
in writing of the disposition of the
application. A signed Grant/
Cooperative Agreement form will be
issued to notify the applicant of an
approved project application.

(b) Effective date of approved grant.
Federal financial assistance is normally
available only with respect to
obligations incurred subsequent to the
effective date of an approved assistance
project. The effective date of the project
will be set forth in the Grant/
Cooperative Agreement form. Recipients
may be reimbursed for costs resulting
from obligations incurred before the
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effective date of the assistance award, if
such costs are authorized by the
Administrator in the notification of
assistance award or subsequently in
writing, and otherwise would be
allowable as costs of the assistance
award under applicable guidelines,
regulations, and award terms and
conditions.

Subpart B—Peer Review

§34.100 Purpose and applicability.

(a) This subpart of the regulation
implements section 262(d)(2) of the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention Act of 1974, as amended.
This provision requires that projects
funded as new or continuation programs
selected for categorical assistance
awards under part C—National
Programs shall be reviewed before
selection and thereafter as appropriate
through a formal peer review process.
Such process must utilize experts (other
than officials and employees of the
Department of Justice) in fields related
to the technical and/or subject matter of
the proposed program.

(b) This subpart of the regulation
applies to all applications for grants,
cooperative agreements, and other
assistance awards selected by the
Administrator, OJJDP, for funding under
part C—National Programs that are
being considered for competitive and
noncompetitive (including continuation)
awards to begin new project periods,
except as provided in the exceptions to
applicability set forth below.

§34.101 Exceptions to applicability.

The assistance and procurement
contract situations specified in § 34.2 (c),
(d), (e}, (f), and (g) of subpart A of this
part are considered by OJJDP to be
outside the scope of the section 262(d)
peer review requirement as set forth in
this subpart.

§34.102 Peer review procedures.

The OJJDP peer review process is
contained in an OJJDP “Peer Review
Guideline,” developed in consultation
with the Directors and other appropriate
officials of the National Science
Foundation and the National Institute of
Mental Health. In addition to specifying
substantive and procedural matters
related to the peer review process, the
“Guideline" addresses such issues as
standards of conduct, conflict of
interest, compensation of peer
reviewers, etc. The “Guideline”
describes a process that evolves in
accordance with experience and
opportunities to effect improvements.
The peer review process for all part C—
National Programs assistance awards

subject to this regulation will be
conducted in a manner consistent with
this subpart as implemented in the “Peer
Review Guideline",

§ 34.103 Definition.

Peer review means the technical and
programmatic evaluation by a group of
experts (other than officers and
employees of the Department of Justice)
qualified by training and experience to
give expert advice, based on selection
criteria established under subpart A of
this part, in a program announcement, or
as established by the Administrator, on
the technical and programmatic merit of
assistance,

§34.104 Use of peer review.

(a) Peer review for competitive and
noncompetitive applications. (1) For
competitive applications, each program
announcement will indicate the program
specific peer review procedures and
selection criteria to be followed in peer
review for that program. In the case of
competitive programs for which a large
number of applications is expected,
preapplications (concept papers) may be
required. Preapplications will be
reviewed by qualified OJJDP staff to
eliminate those pre-applications which
fail to meet minimum program
requirements, as specified in a program
announcement, or clearly lack sufficient
merit to qualify as potential candidates
for funding consideration. The
Administrator may subject both pre-
applications and formal applications to
the peer review process.

(2) For noncompetitive applications,
the general selection criteria set forth
under subpart A of this part may be
supplemented by program specific
selection criteria for the particular part
C program. Applicants for
noncompetitive continuation awards
will be fully informed of any additional
specific criteria in writing.

(b) When formal applications are
required in response to a program
announcement, an initial review will be
conducted by qualified OJJDP staff, in
order to eliminate from peer review
consideration applications which do not
meet minimum program requirements.
Such requirements will be specified in
the program announcement.
Applications determined to be qualified
and eligible for further consideration
will then be considered under the peer
review process.

(c) Ratings will be in the form of
numerical scores assigned by individual
peer reviewers as illustrated in the
OJJDP “Peer Review Guideline.” The
results of peer review under a
competitive program will be a relative
aggregate ranking of applications in the

form of ""Summary Ratings.”" The results
of peer review for a noncompetitive new
or continuation project will be in the
form of numerical scores based on
criteria established by the
Administrator.

(d) Peer review recommendations, in
conjunction with the results of internal
review and any necessary
supplementary review, will assist the
Administrator's consideration of
competitive, noncompetitive,
applications and selection of
applications for funding.

(e) Peer review recommendations are
advisory only and are binding on the
Administrator only as provided by
section 262(d)(B)(i) for noncompetitive
assistance awards to programs
determined through peer review not to
be of such outstanding merit that an
award without competition is justified.
In such case, the determination of
whether to issue a competitive program
announcement will be subject to the
exercise of the Administrator's
discretion,

§ 34,105 Peer review methods.

(a) For both competitive and
noncompetitive applications, peer
review will normally consist of written
comments provided in response to the
general selection criteria established
under subpart A of this part and any
program specific selection criteria
identified in the program announcement
or otherwise established by the
Administrator, together with the
assignment of numerical values. Peer
review may be conducted at meetings
with peer reviewers held under OJJDP
oversight, through mail reviews, or a
combination of both. When advisable,
site visits may also be employed. The
method of peer review anticipated for
each announced competitive program,
including the evaluation criteria io be
used by peer reviewers, will be specified
in each program announcement.

(b) When peer review is conducted
through meetings, peer review panelists
will be gathered together for instruction
by OJJDP, including review of the OJJDP
“Peer Review Guideline". OJJDP will
oversee the conduct of individual and
group review sessions, as appropriate,
When time or other factors preclude the
convening of a peer review panel, mail
reviews will be used. For competitive
programs, mail reviews will be used
only where the Administrator makes a
written determination of necessity.

§34.106 Number of peer reviewers.

The number of peer reviewers will
vary by program (as affected by the
volume of applications anticipated or
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received). OJJDP will select a minimum
of three pesr reviewers (qualified
individuals who are not officers or
employees of the Department of Justice)
for each program or project review in
order to ensure a diversity of
backgrounds and perspectives. In no
case will fewer than three reviews be
made of each individual application.

§34.107 Use of Department of Justice
staff.

OJJDP will use qualified OJJDP and
cther DOJ staff as internal reviewers.
Internal reviewers determine applicant
compliance with basic program and
statutory requirements, review the
results of peer review, and provide
overall program evaluation and
recommendations to the Administrator.

§34.108 Selection of reviewers.

The Program Manager, through the
Director of the OJjDP program division
with responsibility for a particular

program or preject will propose a
selection of peer reviewers from an
extensive and varied pool of juvenile
justice and delinguency prevention
experts for approval by the
Administrator. The selection process for
peer reviewers is detailed in the OJJDP
“Peer Review Guideline”.

§34.109 Qualifications of peer reviewers.

The general reviewer qualification
criteria to be used in the selection of
peer reviewers are:

(a) Generalized knowledge of juvenile
justice or related fields; and

(b) Specialized knowledge in areas or
disciplines addressed by the
applications to be reviewed under a
particular program.

(c) Must not have a conflict of interest
(see OJP M7100.1C, par. 84).

Additional details concerning peer
reviewer qualifications are provided in
the OJJDP “Peer Review Guideline”.

§34.110 Management of peer reviewa.

A technical support contractor may
assist in managing the peer review
process.

§24.111 Compensation.

All peer reviewers will be eligible to
be paid according to applicable
regulations and policies concerning
consulting fees and reimbursement for
expenses. Detailed information is
provided in the OJJDP “Peer Review
Guideline”,

Subpart C—Emergency Expedited.
Review—[Reserved]

Dated: August 29, 1990.
Robert W. Sweet, |r.,
Administrator, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinguency Prevention.
[FR Doc. 80-22632 Filed 8-24-90; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4410-13-M




