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River Mile
Right-of-way
Recreation Resources Management Plan
Survey and Management Species
Scoping Document 1
Scoping Document 2
Commission staff
Surface Water Registration
Threatened and Endangered Species
Threatened, endangered and sensitive
Third Party Contractor-Environmental Impact Statement
Terrestrial Resources Workgroup
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
Water Quality Certification
Eugene Water and Electric Board
miles per square mile
US Geological Survey
Regional Water Supply Plan
dissolved oxygen
seven day running average of the daily maximum

annual max. 7-day running average of max. daily water temperature

US Forest Service
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ROD

MPI

[HA

FG subgroup
1D PHABSIM
2D PHABSIM
RHABSIM
VQO

Oregon Record of Decision

Matrix of Pathways and Indicators
Indicators of Hydrologic Alternation
Flow-geomorphology subgroup

Riverine Habitat Simulation
Visual Quality Objectives
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