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NMVOC Non-Methane Volatile Organic Compounds

NORM Naturally Occurring Radioactive Materials

NOx Nitrogen Oxides

NP Not Practical
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Acronyms and Abbreviations

NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System

NRC National Research Council

NSRL No Significant Risk Levels

NYSDEC New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

OC Organic Carbon

OCS (Federal) Outer Continental Shelf

OECD Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development

OEHHA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

OES Office of Emergency Services

OPGEE Oil Production Greenhouse Gas Emissions Estimator

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration

OSPAR Oslo-Paris Convention, also known as the Convention for the Protection of the Marine 
Environment of the North-East Atlantic

PA Planning Area

PA DEP Pennsylvania Department Of Environmental Protection

PAH Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons

PBZ Personal Breathing Zone 

PEL Permissible Exposure Limits

PFC Perflourocarbons

PHG Public Health Goals

PM Particulate Matter

POTW Publicly Owned Treatment Works 

PPE Personal Protective Equipment

ppm Parts Per Million

PSE PSE Healthy Energy

PSHA Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Assessment

PSR Physicians for Social Responsibility

QAC Quaternary Ammonium Compounds

QCEW Quarterly Census Of Employment And Wages

REL Reference Exposure Levels

RfC Reference Concentrations

RfDs Reference Doses

RMSE Root Mean Square Error

RO Reverse Osmosis

ROG Reactive Organic Gases

SAF San Andreas Fault

SB 4 Senate Bill 4

SB 1281 Senate Bill 1281

SC South Coast

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District
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SCEDC Southern California Earthquake Data Center

SF6 Sulfur hexaflouride

SFs Slope Factors

SIC Standard Industrial Classification

SJV San Joaquin Valley

SNMOC Speciated Non-Methane Organic Compounds 

SoCAB South Coast Air Basin

SWP State Water Project

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

TAC Toxic Air Contaminant

TDS Total Dissolved Solids

TENORM Technologically Enhanced Naturally Occurring Radioactive Material

TLV Threshold Limit Value

TOC Total Organic Carbon

TOC Toxic Organic Compound

TOG Total Organic Gases

TOXNET National Library of Medicine, Toxicology Data Network

TPH Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons

TRPH Total Recoverable Petroleum Hydrocarbons

TWA Time Weighted Average 

UCL Upper Confidence Level 

UCSB University of California, Santa Barbara

UF Uncertainty Factor

UF Ultrafiltration

UGRB Upper Green River Basin

UIC Underground Injection Control

UR Unit Risk Values 

URE Unit Risk Estimates

U.S. DOE U.S. Department of Energy

U.S. EIA U.S. Energy Information Administration

U.S. EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

USDW Underground Source of Drinking Water

USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

USGS U.S. Geological Survey

USQFF United States Quaternary Fault and Fold

V/P Various/Partial

VOC Volatile Organic Carbon

WS Well Stimulation

WST Well Stimulation Treatment

WTR Well to the Refinery Entrance Gate


