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List of Acronyms and Abbreviations
AQI	 Air Quality Index (US)

C
10

H
12

N
2
O	 cotinine

CCs	 collaborating centres

CCME	 Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment

CEC	 Commission for Environmental Cooperation of North America

CEPA	 Canadian Environmental Protection Act

CEQ	 Council on Environmental Quality (US)

CESCC	 Canadian Endangered Species Conservation Council

CFCs	 chlorofluorocarbons

CISE	 Canadian Information System for the Environment

CO	 carbon monoxide

CO
2
	 carbon dioxide

COSEWIC 	 Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada

CRP	 Conservation Reserve Program (US)

CSA	 Canadian Standards Association

CSD	 United Nations Commission for Sustainable Development

DDE	 dichlorodiphenyldichloroethylene

DDT	 dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane

DESA	 United Nations Department for Economic and Social Affairs

dkl	 decalitre

DPSEEA	 driving force, pressure, state, exposure, effect, action

DPSIR 	 driving force, pressure, state, impact, response

DSR	 driving force-state-response

EID	 environmental indicators database

EJ	 Exajoules

EPA	 Environmental Protection Agency (US)

ESDI	 Environment and Sustainable Development Indicators

ESI	 Environmental Sustainability Index

FSC	 Forest Stewardship Council

ft	 feet

g	 gram

GAO	 United States Government Accountability Office

GBIF	 Global Biodiversity Information Facility

GDP	 gross domestic product

GEO	 Global Environment Outlook

GEOSS	 Global Earth Observation System of Systems

GHG	 Greenhouse gases

Gl	 gallon

GLWQA	 Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement

GNP	 gross national product

GPA	 United Nations Global Programme of Action for the Protection of the 	
	 Marine Environment from Land-based Activities

GPAC	 Global Programme of Action Coalition for the Gulf of Maine

ha	 hectare

HCFCs	 hydrochloroflorocarbons

Hg	 mercury
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IEA	 International Energy Agency

IUCN	 World Conservation Union (International Union for the Conservation of 	
	 Nature and Natural Resources)

K	 Potassium

km	 kilometre

l	 litre

lbs	 pounds

m3	 cubic metre

MDGs	 Millennium Development Goals

MEME	 multiple exposures–multiple effects

mg	 milligram

MSW	 municipal solid waste

N
2
	 nitrogen

NAAEC 	 North American Agreement on Environmental Cooperation

NAAQO 	 National Ambient Air Quality Objectives (Canada)

NAAQS	 National Ambient Air Quality Standards (US)

NAFTA 	 North American Free Trade Agreement

NATS	 North American Transportation Statistics Interchange

NEON	 National Ecological Observatory Network (US)

NGO	 Non-governmental organization

NIRO	 National Indicators and Reporting Office (Canada)

NO
x
	 nitrogen oxides

NO
2
	 nitrogen dioxide

NO
3
	 nitrate

NOAA	 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (US)

NPL	 Superfund National Priorities List (US)

NPRI	 National Pollutant Release Inventory (Canada)

NRDC	 Natural Resources Defense Council

NRTEE	 National Round Table on the Environment and the Economy (Canada)

O
3
	 ozone

ODA	 official development assistance

ODP	 ozone-depleting potential

ODS	 ozone depleting substances

OECD	 Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development

P	 phosphorous

Pb	 lead

PBTs	 persistent bioaccumulative toxics

PCB	 polychlorinated biphenyl

PCSD	 President’s Council on Sustainable Development (US)

PM	 particulate matter

PM
10

 	 particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than 101micrometer

PM
2.5

 	 particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than 2.51micrometer 	
	 (fine particulate)

POPs	 persistent organic pollutants

ppb	 parts per billion

PPP	 purchasing power parities

PRTR	 Pollutant Release and Transfer Register
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PSR	 pressure-state-response

RCRA	 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (US)

Rn	 radon

RPA	 Resource Planning Act (US)

SD	 sustainable development

SDI Group	 Interagency Working Group on Sustainable Development Indicators (US)

SFI	 Sustainable Forestry Initiative

SIDA	 Swedish International Development Agency

SO
x
	 sulphur oxides

SO
2
	 sulphur dioxide

SO
42

	 sulphate

SOE	 State-of-the-environment

SOLEC	 State of the Lakes Ecosystem Conference

SUV	 sports utility vehicle

TEEI	 transportation, energy, and environment indicators

TRI	 Toxics Release Inventory (US)

μg	 microgram

UNDP	 United Nations Development Programme

UNEP	 United Nations Environment Programme

UNFCCC	 United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

USLE	 universal soil loss equation

VMT	 vehicle miles travelled

VOC	 volatile organic compounds

WCED	 World Commission on Environment and Development

WHO	 World Health Organization

WRI	 World Resources Institute

WSSD	 World Summit on Sustainable Development
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