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RWQCB

SCHISM

SDG

SED

Skinner Fish Facility
SMSCG

SSP

SST

STARS

State Water Board
SWP

taf

TBP

TCL
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particle tracking modeling

Public Water Agency

Representative Concentration Pathway

U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
River Mile

Reinitiation of Consultation on the Long-Term Operations of SWP and CVP
Roaring River Distribution System

Regional Water Quality Control Board

Semi-Implicit Cross-scale Hydroscience Integrated System Model
South Delta Gates

Substitute Environmental Document

John E. Skinner Delta Fish Protective Facility

Suisun Marsh Salinity Control Gates

shared socioeconomic pathways

Salmonid Scoping Team

Survival, Travel Time, and Routing Simulation

State Water Resources Control Board

State Water Project

thousand acre-feet

Temporary Barriers Project

Tribal Cultural Landscape
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Term Definition
TCR Tribal cultural resource
TDS total dissolved solids
TMDL total maximum daily load
TUCP Temporary Urgency Change Petition
UAIC United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
uc University of California
usc U.S. Code
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
USGCRP U.S. Global Change Research Program
USGS U.S. Geological Survey
WQCP Water Quality Control Plan
WSIP Water Storage Investment Program
wy water year
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