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ISDA Idaho State Department of Agriculture 

LID Low Impact Development 

LNFCRS Lower North Fork Clearwater River Subbasin 

NPS Nonpoint Source 

PCEI Palouse-Clearwater Environmental Institute 

RUSLE Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation 

SAWQP State Agricultural Water Quality Program 

SCD Soil Conservation District 

SECI Stream Erosion Condition Inventory 

SRF State Revolving Fund 

SWCD Soil and Water Conservation District 

TKN Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen  

TMDL Total Maximum Daily Load 

WAG Watershed Advisory Group 

WQPA Water Quality Program for Agriculture 
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