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MSAT Mobile Source Air Toxics

MSTM Maryland Statewide Transportation Model
MVMT Million Vehicle Miles Traveled

MWCOG Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standard

NAC Noise Abatement Criteria

NCDB National Compliance Data Base

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NHL National Historic Landmark

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

NO; Nitrogen Dioxide

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NPS National Park Service

NRCS National Resources Conservation Service

NRHP National Register of Historic Places

NSA Noise-Sensitive Area

NWI National Wetlands Inventory

NWR National Wildlife Refuge

Os Ozone

O-D Origins and destinations

OoMB Office of Management and Budget

OPA Oil Pollution Act

owl Official with Jurisdiction

P&N Purpose and Need

PEM Palustrine Emergent

PFA Priority Funding Area

PFO Palustrine Forested

PM;s Fine Particulate Matter

PMsg Course Particulate Matter
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PSS

PTI
PUB
PUS
RCA
RCRA
RMP
ROD
SAV
SEMS
SDAT
SIP
SSPRA
TIP
TRIS
TSCA
TSM/TDM
USACE
usc
USCG
uSDOT
USEPA
USFWS
usT
VDOT
VCP
VPD
VPH
WILMAPCO
WOTUS
WSSC

Palustrine Scrub/Shrub

Planning Time Index

Palustrine Unconsolidated Bottom

Palustrine Unconsolidated Shore

Resource Conservation Areas

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

Risk Management Plan

Record of Decision

Submerged Aquatic Vegetation

Superfund Enterprise Management System
State Department of Assessments and Taxation
State Implementation Plan

Sensitive Species Project Review Areas
Transportation Improvement Program

Toxics Release Inventory System

Toxic Substances Control Act

Transportation System Management/Travel Demand Management
United States Army Corps of Engineers

United States Code

United States Coast Guard

United States Department of Transportation
United States Environmental Protection Agency
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
Underground Storage Tank

Virginia Department of Transportation
Voluntary Cleanup Program

Vehicles per Day

Vehicles per Hour

Wilmington Area Planning Council

Waters of the United States

Wetlands of Special State Concern
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