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Present Value

Bureau of Reclamation

Regional Economic Development

revealed preference

Renewable portfolio standard

River Mile

Sediment Evaluation Framework

Southern Oregon Northern California Coast
Stated preference

suspended sediment concentration
Thousand Acre-Feet

Technical Coordination Committee

Total Maximum Daily Load

technical management team

total nitrogen

Total Phosphorous
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pg/L micrograms per liter

USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service
USGCCRP United States Global Climate Change Research Program
USGCRP United States Global Change Research Program
USGS United States Geological Survey

WHO World Health Organization

WQST Water Quality Sub-team

WSR Wild and Scenic River

WSRA Wild and Scenic River Act

WTP Willingness to Pay

WURP Water Use Retirement Program

WYy Water year

°C Celsius

°F Fahrenheit
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