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*Except for the statutes and regulations cited, the contents of this document do not have the force and 168.

Reasonable and necessary for NEPA

effect of law and are not meant to bind the public in any way. The document is intended only to provide clarity to the public regarding existing
requirements under the law or agency policies. General considerations are not necessarily required by the statute or regulations; however, FHWA
encourages these for PEL approaches.

*The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) has proposed to modify certain aspects of its 2020 NEPA regulations found at 40 CFR parts 1500-1508 using a phased approach. See 86 FR
55757, 55759 (Oct 7,2021). If CEQ issues a final rule that amends any provisions of the CEQ regulations cited in this document, FHWA will update the citations in this document and make any
other necessary changes



