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NRHP National Register of Historic Places 

NTSB National Transportation Safety Board 

NWIC Northwest Information Center 

OAP Ozone Attainment Plan 

OCS Overhead Contact System 

OMB Office of Management and Budget 

PAH Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons 

PAR Planning Association for the Richmond 

PCC Portland Cement Concrete 

PCE Tetrachloroethylene 

PCP Project Construction Plan 
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PDAs Priority Development Areas 

PG&E Pacific Gas & Electric 

PHMSA Office of Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 

POAQC Project of Air Quality Concern 

PPV Peak Particle Velocity 

PRC Public Resources Code 

Prop AA Proposition AA 

Prop K Proposition K 

RACM Regulated Asbestos Containing Material 

RACS Representatives of Russian-American Community Services 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 

RECs Recognized Environmental Conditions 

RELs Reference Exposure Levels 

RMS Root Mean Square 

ROD Record of Decision 

ROW Right-of-Way 

RPP Residential Parking Permit 

RTP Regional Transportation Plan 

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 

SCS Sustainable Communities Strategy 

SER Standard Environmental Reference (Caltrans) 

SFAC San Francisco Arts Commission 

SF-CHAMP San Francisco Chained Activity Modeling Process 

SFCTA San Francisco County Transportation Authority 

SFDPH San Francisco Department of Public Health 

SFFD San Francisco Fire Department  

SFMTA San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency 

SFPUC San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 

SFPW San Francisco Public Works 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 
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SIP State Implementation Plan 

SLIC Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanup Site 

SMF Surface Mounted Facilities 

SoMa South of Market 

SPUR San Francisco Planning and Urban Research 

SRA Staff-Recommended Alternative 

SRO Single Room Occupancy 

SSIP San Francisco System Improvement Program 

STP Surface Transportation Program 

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board 

TAC Technical Advisory Committee 

TACs Toxic Air Contaminants 

TAZ Traffic Analysis Zone 

TCP Traditional Cultural Property 

TEP Transit Effectiveness Project 

TIP Transportation Improvement Plan 

TIRCP Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program 

TJPA Transbay Joint Powers Authority 

TMDL Total Maximum Daily Load 

TMP Transportation Management Plan 

TPH Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

TPI Transit Performance Initiative 

TPY Throughput Yield 

TSF Transportation Sustainability Fee 

TSP Transit Signal Priority 

UCSF University of California, San Francisco 

UDE  Urban Design Element 

US EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers 
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USDOT United States Department of Transportation 

USF University of San Francisco 

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

USGS United States Geological Survey 

UST Underground Storage Tank 

Vdb Decibel Notation 

VHT Vehicle Hours Traveled 

VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled 

YOE Year of Expenditure 
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