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Acronym
ug/m?

AB
ACHP
ACPI
AFB
APCD
APE
AQMD

Banks
Bay/Delta
BCC

B-E

bgs

BIA

BVID
BWD

CAA
CALFED
California SWTR
Caltrans
CALVIN
CARB
CCAA
CCR
CCWA
CCWD
CDEC
CDFG
CDHS
CDPR
CEQ
CEQA
CESA
CFR

cfs

CID
CNDDB
CNPS
COA
Conjunctive Use Agreements
Corps
CPUC
CRHR
cvp

List of Acronyms

Definition
microgram per cubic meter

Assembly Bill

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Accelerated Climate Prediction Model

Air Force Base

Air Pollution Control District

Area of Potential Effect

Air Quality Management District

Banks Pumping Plant

San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-Joaquin Delta (Bay/Delta)
Sacramento Valley Basinwide Air Pollution Control Council
Bookman-Edmonston Engineering, Inc.

below ground surface

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Browns Valley Irrigation District

Brophy Water District

Clean Air Act

CALFED Bay-Delta Program

California Surface Water Treatment Rule
California Department of Transportation
California Value Integrated Network
California Air Resources Board

California Clean Air Act

California Code of Regulations

Central Coast Water Authority

Contra Costa Water District

California Data Exchange Center

California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Health Services
California Department of Parks and Recreation
President’s Council on Environmental Quality
California Environmental Quality Act
California Endangered Species Act

Code of Federal Regulations

cubic feet per second

Cordua Irrigation District

California Natural Diversity Database
California Native Plant Society

Coordinated Operations Agreement
Principles of Agreement for Proposed Conjunctive Use Agreements
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

California Public Utilities Commission
California Register of Historic Resources
Central Valley Project
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Acronym

CVP/SWP Intertie
CVPIA

D-1644
DBP
DCMWC
Delta

DO

DOC
DPC
DRRIP
Dry Year Program
DWR
DWSP

E/I
EA/IS
EBMUD
EC

EFH
EIR/EIS
EPA
ERP
ERPP
ESA
ESU
EWA Agencies

EWA
EWP
Exchange Contractors

FERC
Fisheries Agreement

FMMP
FOR
FPA
FRWA
FRWP
FWCA
FWUA

GAP
GCM
Giannelli Plant
GMP

Definition

Delta-Mendota Canal/California Aqueduct Intertie
Central Valley Project Improvement Act

SWRCB Decision 1644

disinfection byproducts

Dry Creek Mutual Water Company
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta

dissolved oxygen

dissolved organic carbon

Delta Protection Commission

Drought Risk Reduction Investment Program
2001 Dry Year Water Purchase Program
California Department of Water Resources
Delta Water Supply Project

export-to-inflow ratio

environmental assessment/ initial study

East Bay Municipal Utility District

electrical conductivity

essential fish habitat

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Ecosystem Restoration Program

Ecosystem Restoration Plan Program

Endangered Species Act

Evolutionarily Significant Unit

Reclamation, DWR, USFWS, NMFS and CDFG (cooperating agencies
in the decisions to implement protective measures for fish and day-to-
day operational management of EWA assets)

Environmental Water Account

Environmental Water Program

San Joaquin River Exchange Contractors Water Authority

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

Principles of Agreement for Proposed Lower Yuba River
Fisheries Agreement

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

Friends of the River

Federal Power Act

Freeport Regional Water Authority

Freeport Regional Water Project

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

Friant Water Users Authority

Gap Analysis of Mainland California

General Circulation Models

CVP/SWP William R. Giannelli Pumping-Generating Plant
Groundwater Management Program
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Acronym

HIC
HSC

IEP
IFIM
Interior
ITAs

Jones
JPOD

km?2
kWh

LBNL
LT2

M&I
Madera
MAF
MCL
mgd
MRY
MSA
MSCS
msl
MUN
MW
MWD
MWDSC
MWh

NCCPA
NDOI
NEPA
NGOs
NHPA
NID
NMFS
NOA
NOD
NOI
NOP
NOx
NRA
NRHP
NWR
NYI

Definition

Hallwood Irrigation Company
Health and Safety Code

Interagency Ecological Program
Instream Flow Incremental Methodology
U.S. Department of the Interior

Indian Trust Assets

C.W. Jones Pumping Plant
Joint Point of Diversion

square kilometers
kilowatt-hour

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Long Term 2 Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule

municipal and industrial

Madera Irrigation District

million acre-feet

maximum contaminant level

million gallons per day

Yuba River gage at Marysville

Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Multi-Species Conservation Strategy

mean sea level

municipal and domestic supply

megawatts

municipal water district

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
megawatts per hour

Natural Community Conservation Planning Act
Net Delta Outflow Index

National Environmental Policy Act
non-governmental organizations
National Historic Preservation Act
Nevada Irrigation District

National Marine Fisheries Service
Notice of Availability

Notice of Determination

Notice of Intent

Notice of Preparation

oxides of nitrogen

National Recreation Area

National Register of Historic Places
National Wildlife Refuge

North Yuba Index
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Acronym

OCAP
OEHHA
OPR
OPUD

PCL
PCWA
PG&E
PL
PM&E
PMio
POD
ppb
ppm

ppt
PRC

PRMS
Proposed Yuba Accord

RD-1644
Reclamation
RK

RMF

RMT

ROD

ROG

RWD

SCVWD

SCWA

SDIP

SDWA (Chapter 9)
SDWA (Chapter 5)
Secretary

SEIS

Settlement

SHPO

SIP

SJVAB

Skinner Fish Facility
SL

SMS

SR

SRA

SRFCP

SRSC

Definition

Operating Criteria and Plan

California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

Olivehurst Public Utility District

Planning and Conservation League

Placer County Water Agency

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Public Law

protections, mitigations and enhancement measures
particulate matter that measures 10 microns or less
pelagic organism decline

parts per billion

parts per million

parts per thousand

Public Resource Code

Precipitation-Runoff Modeling System
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SWRCB Revised Decision 1644
Bureau of Reclamation

river kilometer

River Management Fund
River Management Team
Record of Decision

reactive organic gases
Ramirez Water District

Santa Clara Valley Water District

Sacramento County Water Agency

South Delta Improvements Program

Safe Drinking Water Act

South Delta Water Agency

Secretary of the Interior

Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
Agreement to restore water flows for salmon in the San Joaquin River
below Friant Dam

State Historic Preservation Officer

State Implementation Plan

San Joaquin Valley Air Basin

John E. Skinner Delta Fish Protective Facility
standard length

Scenery Management System

State Route

State Recreation Area

Sacramento River Flood Control Project
Sacramento River Settlement Contractors
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Acronym

SRWRS
SSWD
Stage 1 D/DBPR
SVAB
SVI
SVWMA
SVWMP
SWP
SWRCB
SWSD
SWTR
SYRCL
SYWD

TAF
TBI
TDF
TDS
THM
TMDL
TOC
TU

United Groups
USFWS

USGS

uv

VAMP
VIC

Water Code

Water Purchase Agreement
WC

Westlands

Wheatland Project

WMA

WQCP

WQRP

WTP

WWD

X2

YCWA

YOY

YPM

YRI

Yuba Project

Definition

Sacramento River Water Reliability Study
Sacramento Suburban Water District

Stage 1 Disinfectants and Disinfection Byproducts Rule
Sacramento Valley Air Basin

Sacramento Valley Index

Sacramento Valley Water Management Agreement
Sacramento Valley Water Management Program
State Water Project

State Water Resources Control Board

Semitropic Water Storage District

Surface Water Treatment Rule

South Yuba River Citizens League

South Yuba Water District

thousand acre-feet

The Bay Institute
Through-Delta Facility
total dissolved solids
trihalomethane

total maximum daily loads
total organic carbon

Trout Unlimited

Coalition of Fishery Groups
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Geological Survey
ultraviolet

Vernalis Adaptive Management Plan
Variable Infiltration Capacity

California Water Code

Principles of Agreement for Proposed Long-term Transfer Agreement
Water Code

Westlands Water District

Yuba/Wheatland In-Lieu Groundwater Recharge and Storage Project
Wildlife Management Area

Water Quality Control Plan

Water Quality Response Plan

water treatment plant

Wheatland Water District

2 ppt salinity unit isohaline at one meter above the bottom of the
Sacramento River Channel

Yuba County Water Agency
young-of-the-year

Yuba Project Model

Yuba River Index

Yuba River Development Project
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