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ACEC
ADA

Advisory Council

AIR
aMW
APE
AR
BLM
BMP
BOR

°C

cfs

CFR
Commerce
Commission
Corps
CRMP
CWA
CWMA
DO

EA

EIS
EPA
EPAct
ESA

°F
FERC
FMR
Forest Service
FPA
FWS
GBT
HART
HCNRA
HCRMP
HEP
HGMP
HPMP
1&E
Idaho Power
IDEQ
IDFG
IDPR
Interior
IRU
ISAB
IWHP
kaf

kV

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

area of critical environmental concern
Americans with Disabilities Act
Advisory Council of Historic Preservation
additional information request

average megawatt

Area of Potential Effect

American Rivers

Bureau of Land Management

best management practices

Bureau of Reclamation

degrees Celsius

cubic feet per second

Code of Federal Regulations

U.S. Department of Commerce

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Cultural Resources Management Plan
Clean Water Act

Cooperative Weed Management Area
dissolved oxygen

environmental assessment
environmental impact statement

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Energy Policy Act of 2005

Endangered Species Act

degrees Fahrenheit

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
fire modified rock

U.S. Forest Service

Federal Power Act

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

gas bubble trauma

Hydropower Application Review Team
Hells Canyon National Recreation Area
Hells Canyon Resource Management Plan
Habitat Evaluation Procedure

Habitat and Genetic Management Plan
Historic Properties Management Plan
information and education

Idaho Power Company

Idaho Department of Health and Welfare, Division of Environmental Quality

Idaho Department of Fish and Game
Idaho Department of Parks and Recreation
U.S. Department of the Interior

Idaho Rivers United

Independent Scientific Advisory Board
Integrated Wildlife Habitat Program
thousand acre-feet

kilovolt
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kWh
mg/L
MHWM
msl
MW
MWh
National Register
NEPA
NGO
NHPA
NMFS
NPDES
NPPVA
NTU
O&M
ODEQ
ODFW
ODSL
OPRD
ORV
OSMB
OWRD
PA

pH
PME
RAMP
RARWG
RM
ROS
RRWG
RV
SHPO
SMA
SRBA
TCP
TDG
TESSMP
TMDL
TRWG
TSS
TSS/L
Hg/L
USGS
VRMP
WMA
WMMP
WUA

kilowatt-hour

milligram per liter

mean high water mark

msl

megawatt

megawatt-hours

National Register of Historic Places

National Environmental Policy Act
non-governmental organization

National Historic Preservation Act

National Marine Fisheries Service

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Northwest Professional Power Vessel Association
nephelometric turbidity unit

operation and maintenance

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Oregon Department of State Lands

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department
outstanding remarkable value

Oregon State Marine Board

Oregon Water Resources Department
Programmatic Agreement

potential hydrogen (a measure of acidity and alkalinity)
protection, mitigation, and enhancement
Recreation Adaptive Management Plan
Recreation and Aesthetics Resource Work Group
river mile

Recreation Opportunity Spectrum

Recreation Resource Work Group

recreational vehicle

State Historic Preservation Officer

special management area

Snake River Basin Adjudication

traditional cultural property

total dissolved gas

Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Species Management Plan
total maximum daily load

Terrestrial Resources Work Group

total suspended solids

total suspended solids per liter

microgram per liter

U.S. Geological Survey

Visual Resource Management Plan

wildlife management area

Wildlife Mitigation and Management Plan
weighted useable area
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