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Memorandum 
 
TO:  Mr. Roberto Fonseca-Martinez 
FROM: Doris Bush 
 DATE:   /  / 
 

Environmental Document Re-evaluation at PS&E Authorization 
 
Date of NEPA document approval:    /  / 
NEPA Document Type:  PCE 
FHWA NEPA Contact:  Unwanna Dabney 
Route: 
Project #: 
From: 
To: 
Federal Project #: 
Town/City/County: 
UPC #: 
 
1. Is the current project design and/or scope within the study area evaluated in the most 

recently approved NEPA document? 
Yes  No  
Comments:  

      
2.  Is the design and/or scope in the NEPA document consistent with the project 

proposed for advertisement/authorization?  
Yes  No  
Comments:  

 
3.  Has the project design complied with all environmental commitments or conditions 

identified during project development? 
Yes  No  
Comments:  

 
4.  Project limits in NEPA document:  From:  To:  
     Project limits proposed for advertisement/authorization: From:  To:  

Are the project limits consistent? 
Yes  No  
Comments:  

 
5.  Have there been any project design or scope changes outside the original project 

extent or limits that were added or removed from the project?  
Yes  None  
Comments: 
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6.  Was a noise analysis required for the NEPA document? 
     Yes  No  

 
If yes, is the design year utilized in the noise analysis for the NEPA document  

      consistent with the design year on the title sheet of the plan assembly? 
Yes  No  

  
 If yes, is the design year traffic on the final roadway plans title sheet consistent 
 with the design year traffic provided during the NEPA analysis? 
      Yes  No  

Comments:  
 
7. Are there any approved sound barrier wall(s)? 

Yes  No  
 

If yes, are the correct sound barriers parameters included in final roadway plans?  
Yes  No  
 
If yes, are the correct sound wall special provisions included?   
Yes  No  

 
Comments:  

 
Reviewers 
 iPM Project Manager:   
 Environmental:    
 Other:    
                 
The Virginia Department of Transportation has reevaluated the approved environmental 
document in conjunction with the proposed project limits and found the NEPA document 
or CE designation remains valid.  The intent of this reevaluation was to assess any 
changes to the scope of the project, rather then consider specific design elements.  This 
re-evaluation satisfies the requirements in 23 CFR 771.129. 
 
 
______________________________ ____________________ 
FHWA Division Administrator Date    
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cc:  FHWA NEPA Contact 
       FHWA Area Engineer 
       Scheduling and Contract Division 
       District Programs Manager 
       Programming Division 
       iPM Project Manager 
       District Civil Rights Manager 
       District Location and Design Engineer 
       Project Designer 
       District Preliminary Engineering Manager 
       District Construction Engineer 
       District Maintenance Engineer (as appropriate) 
       Residency Administrator (as appropriate) 
 


