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NPC: National Planning Commission.
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PLAN: People’s Liberation Army of Namibia.

PLUA: Partido da Luta dos Africanos de Angola.

PRS: Political Risk Services.

RAU: Rand Afrikaans University.

R&D: Research and Development.

RDP: Reconstruction and Development Programme.
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SABC: South African Broadcast Corporation.

SACP: South African Communist Party.

SADC: Southern African Development Community.
SADF: South African Defence Force.

SANCO: South African National Civics Organisation.
SANDF: South African National Defence Force.

SAPS: South African Police Services.

SARA: Southern African Rivers Association.

SCA: Soweto Civics Association.

SCFS: Supervision Committee for the Feasibility Study.
SIDA: Swedish International Development Agency.
SMCB: Standard Merchant and Corporate Bank.
SOIWDP: Southern Okavango Integrated Water Development Project.
SWA: South West Africa.

SWANU: South West African National Union.

SWAPQ: South West Africa People’s Organisation.
SWAWEK: South West Africa Water and Electric Corporation.
SWS: Stockholm Water Symposium.

TAC: Treatment Action Campaign.

TRC: Transformation Resource Centre.

TRC: Truth and Reconciliation Commission.

UDF: United Democratic Front.

UK: United Kingdom.

UN: United Nations.

UNAM: University of Namibia.

UNDP: United Nations Development Programme.
UNITA: Unido Nacional para a Independéncia Total de Angola.
UNSCR: United Nations Security Council Resolution.
UP: University of Pretoria.

USAID: United States Agency for International Development.
WCD: World Commission on Dams.

WDM: Water Demand Management.

WRM: Water Resource Management.

WRMP: Water Resources Management Project.

WSA: Water Services Act.

WSM: Water Supply Management.

YMCA: Young Women'’s Christian Association.

ZAR: Zuid-Afrikaanse Republiek.

UNITS OF MEASURE

b/d: Barrels per day (oil production).
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bcm/y: Billion cubic metres per year (river run-off).
bn: Billion.
c/m?3: Cent per cubic metre.
GWh: Giga-watt hour.
ha: Hectare(s).
km: Kilometre(s).
km?: Square kilometre(s).
km?3/yr: Cubic kilometres per year.
kW: Kilowatt.
m: Metre(s).
M: Maloti (Lesotho currency—on par with the South African Rand).
MCM: Million cubic metre(s).
mm: Millimetre(s).
mm/yr: Millimetre(s) per year (rainfall).
MW: Mega-watt.
m?3/ca: Cubic metre(s) per capita (volume of water).
m?3/s: Cubic metre(s) per second.
N$: Namibian dollar.
oz: Ounce.
R: Rand (South African currency).

US$: United States Dollar.
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