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ACRONYMS

ADT
AMP

API

AST

BIA

CAC
CBD
CEG
CERCLIS

CETAS

CFR
CORP
DEQ
DHV
DOTs
DSL
EA
ECSIS
EIS
ERNS
ESA
ESH
FEMA
FHWA
GIS
HCM
HDM
IAMP
LOS

Average Daily Traffic

Access Management Plan

Area of Potential Impact
Aboveground Storage Tank

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Citizen Advisory Committee

Central Business District
Conditionally Exempt Small Generator

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Information System

Collaborative Environmental and Transportation Agreement for
Streamlining

Code of Federal Regulations

Central Oregon & Pacific Railroad

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
Design Hour Volume

Department of Transportation

Division of State Lands

Environmental Assessment

Environmental Cleanup Site Information System
Environmental Impact Statement

Emergency Response Notification System
Endangered Species Act

Essential Salmonid Habitat

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Highway Administration

Geographic Information Systems

Highway Capacity Manual

Highway Design Manual

Interchange Area Management Plan

Level of Service
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