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List of Acronyms

1995 DEIR/EIS Delta Wetlands Project Draft Environmental Impact Report and
Environmental Impact Statement

/xg/1 micrograms per liter
/xS microsiemens
/xS/cm microsiemens per centimeter
AB Assembly Bill
af acre-foot
AFRP Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
Bay-Delta San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
Bcf billion cubic feet
Bcf/day billion cubic feet per day
Br bromide
CaCO~ calcium carbonate
CALFED CALFED Bay-Delta Program
CCWD Contra Costa Water District
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
cfs cubic feet per second
CHBr3 bromoform
CHC1Br~ dibromochloromethane
CHCI~Br dichlorobromomethane
CHC13 chloroform
CI chloride
C12 chlorine
CO2 carbon dioxide
COA Coordinated Operations Agreement
CPUC California Public Utilities Commission
C-THM carbon portion, or carbon equivalent, of total trihalomethane concentration
CUWA California Urban Water Agencies
CVP Central Valley Project
CVPIA Central Valley Project Improvement Act
DailySOS Daily Standards and Operations Simulation Model
DBP disinfection byproduct
DCC Delta Cross Channel
Delta Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
DeltaDWQ Delta Drainage Water Quality model
DeltaSOQ Delta Standards, Operations, and Quality model
DeltaSOS Delta Standards and Simulation modelOperations
DFG California Department of Fish and Game

xvii
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DMC Delta-Mendota Canal
DOC dissolved organic carbon
DOT U.S. Department of Transportation
DSOD Division of Safety of Dams
DWR California Department of Water Resources
EBMLrD East Bay Municipal Utility District
EC electrical conductivity
EIR environmental impact report
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ESA Endangered Species Act
ESU Evolutionarily Significant Unit
ET evapotranspiration
FEIR/EIS final environmental impact report/environmental impact statement
FMWT fall midwater trawl
FOC final operations criteria
fps feet per second
FS factor of safety for slope stability
g gram
GAC granular activated carbon
g/m2 grams per square meter
g/m2/month grams per square meter per month
g/m2/yr grams per square meter per year
g/m3 grams per cubic meter
gpd gallons per day
gpm gallons per minute
HMP habitat management plan
IEP Interagency Ecological Program
ISI Integrated Storage Investigation
kg kilogram
kg/month kilograms per month
km kilometer
kwh kilowatt-hour

¯ - lbs/ac/Yr pounds per acre per year
m meter
m~- square meter
MAF million acre-feet
MAF/yr million acre-feet per year
MCL maximum contaminant level
mg/1 milligrams per liter
m/inch meters per inch
mS/cm millisiemens per centimeter
MWD Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
MWQI Municipal Water Quality Investigations
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
nm nanometer
NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service
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03 ozone
OCAP Delta Wetlands Criteria and PlanOperating
PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company
PL Public Law
POC particulate organic matter
PP pumping plant
ppb parts per billion
ppm parts per million
ppt parts per thousand
psi pounds per square inch
Reclamation U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
REIR/REIS revised draft environmental impact report/environmental impact statement
RPM reasonable and prudent measure
SB Senate Bill
SCVWD Santa Clara Valley Water District
SDS Simulated Disinfection System
SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act
SMARTS Special Multipurpose Applied Research Technology Station
SUVA specific ultraviolet absorbance
SWP State Water Project
SWRCB California State Water Resources Control Board
TAF thousand acre-feet
TAF/yr thousand acre-feet per year
TDS total dissolved solids
TFPC total formation potential carbon
TI-IM trihalomethane
TI-tMFP TI-IM formation potential
TOC total organic carbon
USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servide
USGS U.S. Geological Survey
URSGWC URS Greiner Woodward Clyde
LWA ultraviolet absorbance
VAMP Vernalis Adaptive Management Plan
WQCP Water Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay/Sacramento-San

Joaquin Delta Estuary
WTP water treatment plant
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