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O2 Ozone 
OGP & LTRS Old growth protection and large tree retention strategy 
OTIP Old tree implementation plan 

 
PA Participating agreement 
PAC Protected activity center 
PFA Northern goshawk post-fledgling family area 
PIF Partners in Flight 
PJ Pinyon-juniper 
PM Particulate matter 
PNVT Potential natural vegetation type 
PPC Potential plant community 

 
QMD Quadratic mean diameter 

 
RAP Roads analysis process 
RNA Research natural area 
ROD Record of decision 
ROS Recreation opportunity spectrum 
ROW Right-of-way 
RU Restoration uunit 
RVD Recreation visitor day 

 
SDI Stand density index 
SHPO State Historic Preservation Office 
SI Stand improvement 
SIO Scenery integrity objectives 
SMS Scenery Management System 
SO2 Sulfur dioxide 
SOPA Schedule of proposed actions 
SPCC Soil prevention control and countermeasures 
SSM Single sample maxim 
SU Subunit 
SUDS Special Uses Database System 

 
TAP Travel analysis process 
TCP Traditional cultural properties 
TES — soils term Terrestrial ecosystem survey 
TES species —biological term Threatened, endangered and sensitive species 
TM Travel management 
TMR                                              Travel Management Rule 
TNC                                               The Nature Conservancy 
TPA                                                Trees per acre 

 
UEA Uneven-aged 
UGM Upper Gila Mountain 
UGM RU Upper Gila Mountain Recovery Unit 
USDA United States Department of Agriculture 
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USDI United States Department of the Interior 
UTV Utility task vehicle 

 
VMS Visual Management System 
VQO Visual quality objectives 
VSS Vegetation structural stages 

 
WCF Watershed condition framework 
WEPP Water Erosion Prediction Project 
WFLC Western Forest Leadership Coalition 
WFUD Wildlife fish user day 
WUI29 Wildland-urban interface 


