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San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
Sierra Resource Management Record of Decision
San Joaquin County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District

San Joaquin River

San Joaquin River Agreement

San Joaquin River Group Authority

San Joaquin River Monitoring and Evaluation Program
San Joaquin River Restoration Program

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
standard length

Sacramento Municipal Utility District

Sierra Nevada Region

Sound Navigation and Ranging

State Route

State Recreation Area

South San Joaquin Irrigation District

State Water Resources Control Board

Stanislaus, Tuolumne, and Merced Working Group
City of Stockton

Statewide Agricultural Production

State Water Project

thousand acre-feet

Evaluation of San Joaquin River Flow and
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State Water Resources Control Board

California Environmental Protection Agency Contents
TAF/y TAF per year
TBI/NRDC The Bay Institute and Natural Resources Defense Council
TBP Temporary Barrier Program
TDS total dissolved solids
TID Turlock Irrigation District
TMDL total maximum daily load
Tracy City of Tracy
TUCP Temporary Urgency Change Petition
Upper SJR Upper San Joaquin River
USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
USBR U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
USc United States Code
USDA U.S. Department of Agriculture
USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
USGS U.S. Geological Survey
UWMP urban water management plan
UWMPA California Urban Water Management Planning Act
UWMPs urban water management plans
VAMP Vernalis Adaptive Management Plan
VOCs volatile organic compounds
WAP Water Acquisition Program
WDR waste discharge requirements
WECC Western Electricity Coordinating Council
WID Woodbridge Irrigation District
Williamson Act California Land Conservation Act of 1965
WMA Weed Management Area
WQCP water quality control plans
wQO Water Quality Order
WSCP Water Shortage Contingency Plan
WSE Water Supply Effects model
WSIP Water System Improvement Program
WTP willingness to pay
WUA weighted usable area
WWTP wastewater treatment plant
WYy water year
pumhos/cm micromhos per centimeter
Evaluation of San Joaquin River Flow and September 2016
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