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FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FINDS Facility Index System

FIRE finance, insurance and real estate

FPPA Farmland Protection Policy Act

FWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service

HC Hydrocarbons

HCM Highway Capacity Manual

HCS Highway Capacity Software

HEP Habitat Evaluation Procedure

HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
IACM Inter Agency Coordination Meeting

ISTEA Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
Leq Equivalent Continuous Noise Level

LOS Level of Service

LQGs Large-Quantity Generators

LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tank

LWCFA Land and Water Conservation Fund Act, also referred to as Section 6(f)
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System

MOA Memorandum of Agreement

MOU Memorandum of understanding

MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NAC Noise Abatement Criteria

NAP Natural Area Preserve

NCHRP National Cooperative Highway Research Program
NCP National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NFIP National Flood Insurance Program

NFRAP No Further Remedial Action Planned

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act of 1966

NHS National Highway System

NOy Nitrogen Oxides

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NPL National Priority List

NPS National Park Service

NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service
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NRHP National Register of Historic Places

NWI National Wetlands Inventory

O3 Ozone

O/D Origin and Destination

Pb Lead

PAD Polychlorinated Activity Database

PCB Polychlorinated Biphenyl

PDC Planning District Commission

PM 10) Particulate Matter (2.5 or 10 Microns)

PUBH Palustrine Wetlands with Unknown Bottoms
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
RCRIS Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System
ROD Record of Decision

SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer

SOy Sulfur Oxides

SPCC Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures
SQGs Small-Quantity Generators

STAA Surface Transportation Assistance Act

STIP Statewide Transportation Improvement Program
STURRA Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation and Assistance Act
SWF/LF Solid Waste Management Facilities/Landfill Sites
TEA 21 Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System

TSM Transportation Systems Management

USDA United States Department of Agriculture
UsSDOT United States Department of Transportation
USGS United States Geological Survey

UST Underground Storage Tank

VDOT Virginia Department of Transportation

VEC Virginia Employment Commission

VHT Vehicle Hours Traveled

VIMS Virginia Institute of Marine Science

VKT Vehicle Kilometers Traveled

VMRC Virginia Marine Resources Commission

VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled

VPDES Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
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VRP Voluntary Remediation Program

VTDP Virginia Transportation Development Plan
VWPP Virginia Water Protection Permit
WTP Water Treatment Plant
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Alternative:

Attainment area:

Aquifer:

Benthic:

Biodiversity:

Build Alternative

Corridor Options:

Full Control of Access

Groundwater:

Level of Service (LOS):

Nitrogen Oxide (Noy):

No-Build Alternative

Options:

Ozone:

Riparian:

TSM Alternative

Watershed:

GLOSSARY OF COMMONLY USED TERMS

General term that refers to possible solutions to satisfy the transportation deficiencies identified
in the purpose and need statement.

An area considered to have air quality as good as or better than the national standards defined
in the Federal Clean Air Act.

A water-bearing unit of permeable rock, sand or gravel which yield considerable quantities of
water to springs and wells.

Located on the bottom of a body of water or in the bottom sediments, or pertaining to bottom-
dwelling organisms.

The variety and abundance of species, their genetic composition, and the communities,
ecosystems, and landscapes in which they occur.

Includes all improvements in the No-Build Alternative, plus a new interstate with full access
control. No turn lanes, cross traffic or driveway access would be permitted on the new
interstate. The Build Alternative would be built to interstate design standards with a minimum
of four travel lanes (two in each direction).

Term that refers to the various corridor alignments developed as possible solutions under the
Regional Build Alternative.

Access connections to a roadway with full control of access are provided only with selected
public roads, and at grade crossings and direct private driveway connections are prohibited.
For full access controlled facilities, limited access lines are to encompass the entire periphery
of the interchanges and should extend beyond the ramp terminals a minimum of 100 feet (30
meters) in urban areas and 300 feet (90 meters) in rural areas.

Naturally occurring water that moves through the ground and underlying rock, at a depth of
several feet to several hundred feet.

The concept of levels of service uses qualitative measures that characterize operational
conditions within a traffic stream and their perception by motorists and passengers. The
descriptions of individual levels of service characterize these conditions in terms of such factors
as speed and travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic interruptions, and comfort and
convenience. Six levels of service are defined, designated A through F. with A representing
the best conditions and F the worst.

Colorless, sweet-tasting gas emitted directly by automobiles and trucks.

A baseline of conditions against which other alternatives are compared. The No-Build
Alternative includes all planned minor intersections, interchange and roadway improvements
that address local problems, as well as routine maintenance improvements that maintain the
continuing operation of the existing roadway.

Collection of alignment segments.

Unstable blue gas with a pungent odor formed principally in secondary reactions involving
volatile organic compounds, nitrogen oxides, and sunlight.

Pertaining to anything connected with or immediately adjacent to the banks of a stream or river.

Includes all of the improvements in the No-Build Alternative plus improvements to upgrade U.S.
Route 220 to design standards for a rural principle arterial system (GS-1) using a design speed
of 50 miles per hour (80 kilometers per hour) from the North Carolina state line to Roanoke.

A specific geographic area drained by a major stream or river.
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