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model years with unset readiness codes
which also have diagnostic trouble
codes (DTCs) stored resulting in a lit
malfunction indicator light (MIL)
should be failed, though setting the
unset readiness flags in question shall
not be a prerequisite for passing the
retest.

(d)***

(1) If the malfunction indicator status
bit indicates that the malfunction
indicator light (MIL) has been
commanded to be illuminated the test
system shall send a Mode $03 request to
determine the stored diagnostic trouble
codes (DTCs). The system shall repeat
this cycle until the number of codes
reported equals the number expected
based on the Mode 1 response. All DTCs
resulting in MIL illumination shall be
recorded in the vehicle test record and
the vehicle shall fail the on-board
diagnostic inspection.

(2) If the malfunction indicator light
bit is not commanded to be illuminated
the vehicle shall pass the on-board
diagnostic inspection, even if DTCs are
present.

* * * * *

(4) If the malfunction indicator light
(MIL) does not illuminate at all when
the vehicle is in the key-on/engine-off
(KOEO) condition, the vehicle shall fail
the on-board diagnostic inspection, even
if no DTCs are present and the MIL has
not been commanded on.

12. Section 85.2223 is amended by
revising paragraph (a) and removing and
reserving paragraph (b) to read as
follows:

§85.2223 On-board diagnostic test report.

(a) Motorists whose vehicles fail the
on-board diagnostic test described in
§85.2222 shall be provided with the on-
board diagnostic test results, including
the codes retrieved, the name of the
component or system associated with
each fault code, the status of the MIL
illumination command, and the
customer alert statement as stated in
paragraph (c) of this section.

(b) [Reserved]

* * * * *

§85.2231 {Removed]

13. Section 85.2231 is amended by
removing and reserving paragraph (d).
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Approval and Promulgation of the
Implementation Plan for the Shelby
County, Tennessee Lead
Nonattainment Area

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) proposes to approve the
lead state implementation plan (SIP) for
the Shelby County, Tennessee lead
nonattainment area. The Memphis and
Shelby County Health Department
through the Tennessee Department of
Environment and Conservation
submitted the lead SIP on March 17,
2000, pursuant to sections 110(a)(2) and
172(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA). In the
final rules section of this Federal
Register, the EPA is approving
Tennessee’s SIP revision as a direct final
rule without a prior proposal because
the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision amendment
and anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to the direct final rule, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this proposed rule. If EPA
receives adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.

DATES: To be considered, comments
must be received by October 20, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Kimberly Bingham, at
the EPA Regional Office listed below.
The interested persons wanting to
examine these documents should make
an appointment with the appropriate
office at least 24 hours before the
visiting day. Copies of the documents
relative to this action are available for
public inspection during normal
business hours at the following
locations. U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 4, Sam Nunn
Atlanta Federal Center, Air, Pesticides,
and Toxics Management Division, Air
Planning Branch, 61 Forsyth Street,
Atlanta, 30303—-3104. Tennessee Air
Pollution Control Board, 9th Floor, L &

C Annex, 401 Church Street, Nashville,
Tennessee 37243-1531.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kimberly Bingham of the EPA Region 4,
Air Planning Branch at the above
address. Ms. Bingham can be reached at
(404) 562-9038 and
Bingham.Kimberly@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For

additional information, see the direct

final rule which is published in the

rule’s section of this Federal Register.
Dated: September 5, 2000.

Mike V. Peyton,

Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
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SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing
approval of revisions to the Alabama
Department of Environmental
Management’s (ADEM) Administrative
Code submitted on January 10, 2000, by
the State of Alabama. The revisions
comply with the regulations set forth in
the Clean Air Act (CAA). Included in
this document are revisions to Chapter
335—3—-14—Air Permits. ADEM is
revising this rule to delete outdated
accommodative state implementation
plan (SIP) rules. In the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register, the EPA
is approving the State’s SIP revision as

a direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated. If EPA receives
adverse comments, the direct final rule
will be withdrawn and all public
comments received will be addressed in
a subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. The EPA will not
institute a second comment period on
this document. Any parties interested in
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