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Environmental Impact Report
Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact Report
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Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
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m
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Hydrologic Engineering Center
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Head of Old River Barrier

Historic Properties Management Plan
Inspection of Completed Works
Interagency Ecological Program
Interagency Ecological Program

Inland Empire Utilities Agency

infectious hematopoietic necrosis

Impact Analysis for Planning model
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
Interim Plan of Operations

initial study/mitigated negative declaration
Independent System Operators
kilometers
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Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts
low carbon fuel standard

Local Capacity Technical

Land Management Plan

Lower Sherman Island Wildlife Area
Lower San Joaquin River

low salinity zone

long-term emergency

meters

million acre-feet

City of Manteca

maximum contaminant level

Merced Irrigation District

milligrams per liter

million gallons per day

mean high water

Modesto Irrigation District
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Memorandum of Understanding
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MSWG Merced Storm Water Group

MT metric tons

MW megawatts

N20 nitrous oxide

NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCCP natural community conservation plan

NCCPA Natural Communities Conservation Planning Act

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NERC North American Electric Reliability Corporation

NFIP National Flood Insurance Program

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

NMFS BO National Marine Fisheries Service’s biological opinion

No Project LSJR Alternative 1 and SDWQ Alternative 1

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NOP Notice of Preparation

NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service

NRDC Natural Resources Defense Council

NRHP National Register of Historic Places

NWIP Noxious Weed Information Project

NWS National Weather Service

0AG Office of the Attorney General

OCAP Operational Criteria and Plan

OoID Oakdale Irrigation District

OMR 0ld and Middle River

ONRW Outstanding National Resource Waters

OPR Office of Planning and Research

PEIR Program EIR

PFCs perfluorocarbons

PG&E Pacific Gas & Electric Company

Plan San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open
Space Plan

Policy Drinking Water Policy

Porter-Cologne Act Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act

POTWs Publicly Operated Treatment Works

ppm parts per million

PPP Pollution Prevention Plan

ppt parts per thousand
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PRC Public Resources Code

PSD Prevention of Significant Deterioration

Psu practical saline unit

RA Resource Adequacy

Regional Water Boards Regional Water Quality Control Boards

Reporting Rule Greenhouse Gas Reporting Rule

RES Renewable Energy Standard

RM River Mile

RMP Resource Management Plan

RMP/EIS Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement

RMs river miles

RO reverse 0smosis

ROD Record of Decision

RPA Reasonable and Prudent Action

RPS Renewable Portfolio Standard

RVDs recreation visitor days

San Francisco PUC San Francisco Public Utility Commission

San Joaquin County HCP San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open
Space Plan

SB Senate Bill

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District

Scoping Plan The Climate Change Scoping Plan

SCWSP South County Water Supply Program

SDIP South Delta Improvements Program

SDWA South Delta Water Agency

SDWQ southern Delta water quality

SED Substitute Environmental Document

SEWD Stockton East Water District

SFé6 sulfur hexafluoride

Sierra Nevada Sierra Nevada Mountains

SJR San Joaquin River

SJRA San Joaquin River Agreement

SJRGA San Joaquin River Group Authority

SJRMEP San Joaquin River Monitoring and Evaluation Program

SJRRP San Joaquin River Restoration Program

SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

SMUD Sacramento Municipal Utility District

SNR Sierra Nevada Region

SOG Stanislaus Operations Group

SR State Route
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TAF
TAF/y
TBI/NRDC
TBP

TCPs

TDS

TID

TL

TMDL
Tracy
uch
Upper SJR
USACE
USBR

SN
USDA
USDOI
USEPA
USFWS
USGS
USJRBSI
UWMP
VAMP
WDRs
WECC
WMA
WQCP
WwQO
WSE
WWTP
umhos/cm
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South San Joaquin Irrigation District
State Water Resources Control Board
City of Stockton

Statewide Agricultural Production
State Water Project

thousand acre-feet

thousand acre-feet per year

The Bay Institute and Natural Resources Defense Council
Temporary Barriers Project
traditional cultural properties

Total Dissolved Solids

Turlock Irrigation District

total length

total maximum daily load

City of Tracy

University of California, Davis

Upper San Joaquin River

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

United States Code

U.S. Department of Agriculture’s

U.S. Department of the Interior

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

U.S. Geological Survey

Upper San Joaquin River Basin Storage Investigation
urban water management plan
Vernalis Adaptive Management Plan
Waste Discharge Requirements
Western Electricity Coordinating Council
Weed Management Area

water quality control plans

Water Quality Order

Water Supply Effects

wastewater treatment plant facilities
micromhos per centimeter
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