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has been withdrawn, discovery has been
stayed; or

(ii) Where the Postal Service will
present a legal objection to furnishing
the requested information or testimony.

(i) Inspection Service employees as
expert or opinion witnesses. No
Inspection Service employee may testify
as an expert or opinion witness, with
regard to any matter arising out of the
employee’s duties or functions at the
Postal Service, for any party other than
the United States, except that in
extraordinary circumstances, the
Counsel, Office of the Chief Postal
Inspector, may approve such testimony
in private litigation. An Inspection
Service employee may not testify as
such an expert or opinion witness
without the express authorization of the
Counsel, Office of the Chief Postal
Inspector. A litigant must first obtain
authorization of the Counsel, Office of
the Chief Postal Inspector, before
designating an Inspection Service
employee as an expert or opinion
witness.

(j) Postal liability. This section is
intended to provide instructions to
Inspection Service employees and does
not create any right or benefit,
substantive or procedural, enforceable
by any party against the Postal Service.

(k) Fees. (1) Unless determined by 28
U.S.C. 1821 or other applicable statute,
the costs of providing testimony,
including transcripts, shall be borne by
the requesting party.

(2) Unless limited by statute, such
costs shall also include reimbursement
to the Postal Service for the usual and
ordinary expenses attendant upon the
employee’s absence from his or her
official duties in connection with the
case or matter, including the employee’s
salary and applicable overhead charges,
and any necessary travel expenses as
follows:

(i) The Inspection Service is
authorized to charge reasonable fees to
parties demanding documents or
information. Such fees, calculated to
reimburse the Postal Service for the cost
of responding to a demand, may include
the costs of time expended by
Inspection Service employees, including
attorneys, to process and respond to the
demand; attorney time for reviewing the
demand and for legal work in
connection with the demand; expenses
generated by equipment used to search
for, produce, and copy the requested
information; travel costs of the
employee and the agency attorney,
including lodging and per diem where
appropriate. Such fees shall be assessed
at the rates and in the manner specified
in § 265.9.

(ii) At the discretion of the Inspection
Service where appropriate, fees and
costs may be estimated and collected
before testimony is given.

(iii) These provisions do not affect
rights and procedures governing public
access to official documents pursuant to
the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C
552a.

(k) Acceptance of Service. These rules
in no way modify the requirements of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (28
U.S.C. Appendix) regarding service of
process.
Stanley F. Mires,
Chief Counsel, Legislative.
[FR Doc. 95–13252 Filed 6–5–95; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to
determine that the Lewiston-Auburn,
Maine and the Knox and Lincoln
Counties, Maine ozone nonattainment
areas have attained the National
Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)
for ozone and that certain reasonable
further progress and attainment
demonstration requirements, along with
certain related requirements, of Part D of
Title I of the Clean Air Act are not
applicable for so long as the areas
continue to attain the ozone standard. In
the Final Rules section of this Federal
Register, EPA is making these
determinations without prior proposal.
A detailed rationale for the action is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to that direct final rule, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this proposed rule. If EPA
receives adverse comments, EPA will
withdraw the direct final rule and
address the comments in a subsequent
final rule based on this proposed rule.
EPA will not institute a second
comment period on this notice. Any
parties interested in commenting on this
notice should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments on this action must be
received by July 6, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be mailed to Susan Studlien, Director,
Air, Pesticides and Toxics Management
Division, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region I, JFK Federal Bldg.,
Boston, MA 02203. Copies of the
relevant material for this notice are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours, by appointment
at the Air, Pesticides and Toxics
Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, One Congress Street, 10th
floor, Boston, MA and the Bureau of Air
Quality Control, Department of
Environmental Protection, 71 Hospital
Street, Augusta, ME 04333.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard P. Burkhart, Air, Pesticides and
Toxics Management Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, JFK Federal Bldg., Boston, MA
02203. Phone: 617–565–3244.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the direct
final rule published in the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register.

Dated: May 22, 1995.
John P. DeVillars,
Regional Administrator, Region I.
[FR Doc. 95–13813 Filed 6–5–95; 8:45 am]
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Clean Air Act Proposed Interim
Approval of Operating Permits
Program; Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed interim approval.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes interim
approval of the Operating Permits
Program submitted by the Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management
District (‘‘Sacramento’’ or ‘‘District’’) for
the purpose of complying with Federal
requirements for an approvable State
program to issue operating permits to all
major stationary sources, and to certain
other sources.
DATES: Comments on this proposed
action must be received in writing by
July 6, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to Ed Pike at the Region IX
address. Copies of the State’s submittal
and other supporting information used
in developing the proposed interim
approval are available for inspection
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