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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
California Rapid Assessment Method
A-weighted decibel scale

diameter at breast height

dissolved oxygen

environmental impact statement

Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District
electromagnetic field

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Endangered Species Act

degrees Fahrenheit

Flood Control and Water Conservation District
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Federal Power Act

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
geographic information system

Habitat Conservation Plan

Historic Properties Management Plan
Hertz

U.S. Department of the Interior

kilovolt

day-night average sound level

equivalent sound level

percentile distributions of sound levels
Lake Elsinore Advanced Pumped Storage
Lake Elsinore and San Jacinto Watersheds Authority
level of service

Michael Brandman Associates
milliGauss

milligrams per liter

mean sea level

management indicator species
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Multi-Species HCP
MW

MWh

National Register
NEPA

Nevada Hydro
NMEFS

NOAA Fisheries
O&M

OHV

PM;

PM; s
R

RN
ROS

San Diego Water Board
Santa Ana Water Board

SCE

SDG&E

SHPO

SIO

SPNM

SPM

STEP

State Water Board
TCP

TE/VS Interconnect
TMDL

ugll

USFS

USGS

V/m

WECC

Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan

megawatt

megawatt-hours

National Register of Historic Places

National Environmental Policy Act

Nevada Hydro Company

National Marine Fisheries Service

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries
operation and maintenance

off-highway vehicle

particulates that have an aerodynamic diameter of 10 microns or
smaller

particulates that have an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 microns or
smaller

rural

Roaded Natural

Recreation Opportunity Spectrum

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board

Southern California Edison

San Diego Gas & Electric Company

State Historic Preservation Officer

Scenic Integrity Objective

Semi-primitive, Non-motorized

Semi-primitive, Motorized

Southwest Transmission Expansion Plan

State Water Resources Control Board

traditional cultural properties
Talega-Escondido/Valley-Serrano 500-kV Interconnect Project
Total Maximum Daily Load

micrograms per liter

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service

U.S. Geological Survey

volts per meter

Western Electricity Coordinating Council
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