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Acronyms

AADT

AB

ADT
Alquist-Priolo

annual average daily traffic
Assembly Bill
average daily traffic

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act

amsl above mean sea level

AQMP air quality management plan

BGEPA Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

BMP best management practice

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards

CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model

Caltrans California Department of Transportation

CARB California Air Resources Board

CAS 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy

CBC California Building Code

CC&Rs covenants, conditions, and restrictions

CCH condor critical habitat

CCR California Code of Regulation

CDFG California Department of Fish and Game

CEQ Council on Environmental Quality

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CESA California Endangered Species Act

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CH4 methane

CNDDB California Natural Diversity Database

CNPS California Native Plant Society

Co carbon monoxide

CO; carbon dioxide

COze carbon dioxide equivalent

COLE Carbon Online Estimator

Condor HCP California Condor Habitat Conservation Plan

CRPR California Rare Plant Rank

CWA Clean Water Act

DHS Department of Health Services

DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control

DU dwelling unit

DWR Department of Water Resources
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EAVTAM
EIR
EIS
EKAPCD
e/o
EPA
ESA
FIA
FMMP
FPP
FR
FRAP
GHG
GIS
GPS
GWP
H>S
HAP
HCP
HFC
HRA
[-5
[-210
IC
[PCC
I[PMP
ITE
ITP
KCTM
km
ksf
LOS
MBTA
MDAB
mg/L
Mmax
MMRP
MOP
MSHCP

East Antelope Valley Traffic Analysis Model
environmental impact report
environmental impact statement

Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District
east of

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Endangered Species Act

forest inventory and analysis

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
fire protection plan

Federal Register

fire and resource assessment program
greenhouse gas

geographic information system

global positioning system

global warming potential

hydrogen sulfide

hazardous air pollutant

habitat conservation plan
hydrofluorocarbon

health risk assessment

Interstate 5

Interstate 210

Interchange

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
integrated pest management plan

Institute of Transportation Engineers
incidental take permit

Kern County Traffic Model

kilometer

thousand square feet

level of service

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Mojave Desert Air Basin

milligrams per liter

maximum potential earthquake magnitude
Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program
Memorandum of Permit

multiple species habitat conservation plan
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N20 nitrous oxide

NAAQS national ambient air quality standards

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

NO; nitrogen dioxide

NOI Notice of Intent

NOx nitrogen oxide

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NRCS Natural Resource Conservation Service

NRHP National Register of Historic Places

03 ozone

OEHHA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
OPR Office of Planning and Research

PCB polychlorinated biphenyl

PFC perfluorocarbon

PM particulate matter

PMjiq particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter
PM2s particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter
Porter-Cologne Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act

ppm parts per million

PVC polyvinyl chloride

ranch Tejon Ranch

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

Resource Groups

National Audubon Society, The Sierra Club, the Natural Resources
Defense Council, Endangered Habitats League, the Planning and
Conservation League

ROD Record of Decision

ROG reactive organic gas

RWQCB regional water quality control board
RWMP Ranchwide Management Plan

SAR Second Assessment Report

SB Senate Bill

SCAB South Coast Air Basin

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
Service U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

SFs sulfur hexafluoride

SHPO State Historic Preservation Office
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SIP state implementation plan
SJVAB San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
s/o south of
SO sulfur monoxide
SOz sulfur dioxide
SR State Route
SSC Species of Special Concern
SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board
SURGO Soil Survey Geographic Database
SWPPP stormwater pollution prevention plan
TAC toxic air contaminant
TCWD Tejon Castac Water District
TDS total dissolved solids
TMDL total maximum daily load
TMV Tejon Mountain Village
TRC Tejon Ranchcorp
TSS total suspended solids
TU MSHCP Tehachapi Uplands Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
UNFCCC United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
U.S.C. United States Code
USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
USFS U.S. Forest Service
USGS U.S. Geological Survey
V/C volume-to-capacity ratio
VA Veterans Administration
VERA voluntary emission reduction agreement
VMT vehicle miles traveled
VOC volatile organic compound
WDR Waste Discharge Requirement
YBP years before present
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