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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


