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Term Definition 

°C degrees Celsius 

°F degrees Fahrenheit 

µg/L micrograms per liter 

µmhos/cm micromhos per centimeter 

AB Assembly Bill 

af acre-feet 

ARIS Adaptive Resolution Imaging Sonar 

BAFF Barrier BioAcoustic Fish Fence 

Banks Pumping Plant Harvey O. Banks Pumping Plant 

BiOp biological opinion 

BSPP Barker Slough Pumping Plant 

CALFED CALFED Bay-Delta Program 

CASCaDE Computational Assessments of Scenarios of Change for the Delta 
Ecosystem 

CCF Clifton Court Forebay 

CCR California Code of Regulations 

CDFW California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

CEC California Energy Commission 

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

CESA California Endangered Species Act 

CFGC California Fish and Game Code 

cfs cubic feet per second 

CGC California Government Code 

CHAB cyanobacteria harmful algae bloom 

CMIP5 Coupled Model Intercomparison Project Phase 5 

CNRA California Natural Resources Agency 

COA Coordinated Operation Agreement 

CRHR California Register of Historical Resources 

CSAMP Collaborative Science and Adaptive Management Program 

CSD Community Services District 

CVP Central Valley Project 

CVPIA Central Valley Project Improvement Act 

CWA Clean Water Act 

CWC California Water Code 

CWC California Water Commission 

D-1485 State Water Board Water Right Decision 1485 

D-1641 Decision 1641 
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Term Definition 

DCC Delta Cross Channel 

DCD Delta Channel Depletion 

DCP Delta Conveyance Project 

DDE dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene 

DDT dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane 

DEIR Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Delta Sacramento–San Joaquin Delta 

Delta Reform Act Sacramento–San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009 

DICU Delta Island Consumptive Use 

DO dissolved oxygen 

DPM Delta Passage Model 

DPS distinct population segment 

Draft SEIR draft supplemental environmental impact report 

DSM2 Delta Simulation Model II 

DWR California Department of Water Resources 

E:I export/inflow 

EC electrical conductivity 

ECO-PTM Ecological Particle Tracking Modeling 

EDSM Enhanced Delta Smelt Monitoring 

EFH essential fish habitat 

EIR Environmental Impact Report 

EO Executive Order 

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

ESA Endangered Species Act 

FCCL Fish Conservation and Culture Laboratory 

FFGS study Floating Fish Guidance Structure 

FMWT fall midwater trawl 

FR Federal Register 

GHG greenhouse gas 

HRLP Healthy Rivers and Landscapes Program 

I:E inflow to exports 

IEP Interagency Ecological Program 

IEP MAST Interagency Ecological Program Management, Analysis, and Synthesis 
Team 

IEUA Inland Empire Utilities Agency 

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

ITP Incidental Take Permit 

JPA Joint Powers Authority 

LCME Life Cycle Model with Entrainment 

LMP Land Management Plan 

LSIWA Lower Sherman Island Wildlife Area 
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Term Definition 

maf million acre-feet 

mg/L milligrams per liter 

MIDS Morrow Island Distribution System 

mm millimeter 

mmhos/cm millimhos per centimeter 

MOU Memorandum of Understanding 

MWD Metropolitan Water District 

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission 

NAVD North American Vertical Datum 

NBA North Bay Aqueduct 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NOP Notice of Preparation 

OMR Old and Middle River 

OPR Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 

PAH polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbon 

PCB polychlorinated biphenyl 

POD pelagic organism decline 

ppt parts per thousand 

PRC Public Resources Code 

PTM particle tracking modeling 

PWA Public Water Agency 

RCP Representative Concentration Pathway 

Reclamation U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation 

RM River Mile 

ROC on LTO Reinitiation of Consultation on the Long-Term Operations of SWP and 
CVP 

RRDS Roaring River Distribution System 

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 

SCHISM Semi-Implicit Cross-scale Hydroscience Integrated System Model 

SDG South Delta Gates 

SED Substitute Environmental Document 

Skinner Fish Facility John E. Skinner Delta Fish Protective Facility 

SMSCG Suisun Marsh Salinity Control Gates 

SSP shared socioeconomic pathways 

SST Salmonid Scoping Team 

STARS Survival, Travel Time, and Routing Analysis 

State Water Board State Water Resources Control Board 

SWP State Water Project 

taf thousand acre-feet 

TBP Temporary Barriers Project 

TCL Tribal Cultural Landscape 
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Term Definition 

TCR Tribal cultural resource 

TDS total dissolved solids 

TMDL total maximum daily load 

TUCP Temporary Urgency Change Petition 

UAIC United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria 

UC University of California 

USC U.S. Code 

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

USGCRP U.S. Global Change Research Program 

USGS U.S. Geological Survey 

WQCP Water Quality Control Plan 

WSIP Water Storage Investment Program 

WY water year 
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