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Senate Bill 1070 
 Required formation of  

California Water Quality Monitoring Council 
 Memorandum of Understanding between 

 California Environmental Protection Agency 
 California Natural Resources Agency 

 Develop recommendations 
 Maximize efficiency and effectiveness of existing 

water quality data collection and dissemination 
 Ensure collected data available to decision makers 

and public 
 Comprehensive Monitoring Program Strategy 
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The Monitoring Council’s Solution 

 Focus first on streamlined data access 
 Theme-based web portals 
 Directly address users’ questions 
 Single global point of entry 

 

 Theme-specific workgroups 
 

 Overarching Monitoring Council guidance 
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Theme-Specific Workgroups  
Issue-experts represent key stakeholders  

 

Develop 
monitoring & 

assessment methods 
& data management 

procedures 
 

Coordinate 
monitoring 
programs 

 

Achieve 
standardization  
to meet users’  

needs 
 

Monitoring Council 

Develop web portal 
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Role of the Monitoring Council 

 Establish policies and guidelines  
 Clearinghouse for  

standards, guidelines & collaboration  
 Resolve key issues 
 Provide support 
 Improve visibility 



Website and Portals 

www.CaWaterQuality.net 
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Safe to Swim and  
Beach Water Quality 

Workgroups 

Theme-Specific Workgroups and Portals 

14 

Tap Water 

Is Our Water 
Safe to Drink? 

All 
Workgroups 

N/A N/A Groundwater 

N/A Wetlands 

Ocean Waters 

Estuaries 

Lakes 

Streams 
& Rivers 

Safe Drinking 
Water Workgroup 

N/A 

N/A 

Safe Drinking 
Water Workgroup   

SWAMP  
Healthy Streams 

Partnership 

N/A 

Wetland Monitoring 
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Ocean Ecosystem 
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Estuary Monitoring 
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and Processes 
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WATER BODY 
TYPES 
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Waters? 

Is It Safe to Eat 
Fish and 

Shellfish from 
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N/A N/A N/A 

SWAMP 
Bioaccumulation 
Oversight Group 
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More Than Just Data on the Web 

 Forming and maintaining lasting relationships 
 Through theme-specific workgroups  

 Implementing a portal design that requires & 
motivates parties to solve issues related to 
 Monitoring and assessment coordination 
 Data integration 

 Directly addressing management questions 
 Providing a structure that initiates dialogues 

 Induces broader-based thinking 
 Enables broader-based assessments 

 



Wetland Monitoring 
Workgroup 

 Third portal released to public 
 Updated portal about to be released 

 Focus – Where are the wetlands & how are they doing? 
 Data managed through WetlandTracker & eCRAM 

 About to release EcoAtlas with CARI 
 Strategy in place to coordinate  

monitoring, assessment and reporting 
 Develop and update standard methods & QA 

 Provide training and support 
 Regular outreach to new agencies/organizations 
 Funding through USEPA, CIAP & Water Boards 
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Bioaccumulation Oversight Group 
 Second portal released to public 

 Regularly updated as new studies are published 
 Initial focus – threats to human consumers from sport fish 

 Expanding – threats to aquatic life and wildlife 
 Data managed through CEDEN 
 BOG strategy in place to coordinate  

monitoring, assessment and reporting 
 Mussel Watch coordination requested 

 SWAMP standard methods & QA 
 Expanding workgroup membership through outreach 
 SWAMP funding from Water Boards & USEPA 
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Healthy Streams 
Partnership 

 Fourth portal released to public 
 Initial focus – bioassessment and toxicity 

 Expanding – Healthy Watersheds Initiative project 
 Future – chemistry, physical habitat, algae 

 Data managed through CEDEN 
 SWAMP strategy in place to coordinate  

monitoring, assessment and reporting 
 SWAMP standard methods & QA 
 Score cards – initial development in Regions 3 and 9 
 Membership could be expanded 
 SWAMP funding from Water Boards & USEPA 
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Estuary Monitoring Workgroup 
 Portal concept being developed 
 Initial focus – San Francisco Bay-Delta 

 Automate Water Rights D-1641 reporting of water quality 
 Condition and drivers of biological resource patterns 

 Data visualization through 34 North workgroup website 
 Potential use of EcoAtlas for restoration project tracking 

 Endorsement from Sac-SJ Delta Conservancy 
 Interagency Ecological Program currently coordinates  

monitoring, assessment and reporting 
 Initial funding – State & Federal Contractors Water Agency 
 Leadership from SFCWA and The Bay Institute 
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Safe to Swim Workgroup 
 First portal released to public 
 Initial focus – coastal beach bacterial indicators & closures 

 Future expansion – inland water bacteria, HABs 
 Improved data management – new BeachWatch database 

 Data feed to CEDEN and USEPA 
 Coastal beach monitoring data coordination only 
 Plan to expand membership 

 Survey data source and user organizations 
 Last workgroup meeting November 2011 
 Lack of leadership beyond coastal monitoring 
 Portal and workgroup funding through Water Boards 
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Safe to Drink Workgroup 
 Portal concept and questions approved 
 Focus – entire story of delivery of water to the consumer 

 Water safety at the tap 
 Source waters – surface water & groundwater 

 DPH and WEF developing portal – minor workgroup input 
 Workgroup leadership – Dept. of Public Health 
 Drinking water data to be managed through DRINC portal 

 At UC Davis, ICE with CDPH funding 
 Portal funding through Water Board contract with SCCWRP  

 Subcontract with Water Education Foundation 
 No coordination of monitoring and assessment 
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Ocean Ecosystem Health 
Workgroup 

 Three workgroup meetings in 2012 
 Interest and participation from wide variety of organizations 

 Initial focus developed – Central Coast 
 Inputs of pollutants from the land 
 Coastal waters at risk – estuaries 
 Measures of ocean ecosystem health – mammals and HABs 
 Management impacts – ASBSs and MPAs 

 Rocky Intertidal Portal near completion 
 Seeking leadership – contract proposal developed 
 Funding source(s) uncertain 
 Data management uncertain 
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Data Management Workgroup 
 Workgroup membership diverse – public and private orgs 
 Focus – coordinate common issues of data management, 

web development and geospatial information 
 Portals/Tools Subcommittee 

 Inventory of data and technology used in portals 
 The Data Standards sub committee  

 Develop “best practices” to help make data accessible and 
portal ready 

 Met jointly with Ecosystem Workgroups – common map 
 Leadership uneven 
 Members reluctant to recommend departmental actions 
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 Current fiscal climate and lack of a specific 
appropriation hampers progress 

 Difficult to convince agency staff  
to spend additional time  
to initiate and sustain collaboration 

 Monitoring Council believes that direct 
involvement of Agency Secretaries  
is essential to future progress 

2011 Annual Report 
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Requested Action, January 2012 

 Formally encourage Cal/EPA and  
Natural Resources Agency organizations to  
 Implement Monitoring Council’s strategy 
 Be actively engaged with Monitoring Council 

and workgroups 
 Utilize tools developed by workgroups 
 Draft letter to departmental directors provided 

 Encourage collaboration with outside 
organizations 
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 Endorse statewide stewardship of 
National Hydrography Dataset (NHD)  
and National Wetland Inventory (NWI)  
 Coordinated common base map of 

California’s water resources for use by all 
agencies & organizations 

 Maintaining updates and refinements  
for use by others 

Requested Action, January 2012 
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 Encourage Ocean Protection Council to 
embrace Monitoring Council’s strategy 
 Coordinate monitoring & assessment 
 Lead Ocean Portal development 

 Raise awareness of My Water Quality  
web portals and coordination efforts of  
Monitoring Council and workgroups 

Requested Action, January 2012 



 Initially focus on the . . . efforts of state agencies, 
including, but not limited to 
 State and Regional Water Boards 
 Department of Water Resources 
 Department of Fish and Game (Wildlife) 
 California Coastal Commission 
 State Lands Commission 
 Department of Parks and Recreation 
 Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
 Department of Pesticide Regulation 
 Department of Health Services (Public Health) 
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Government Organizations  
Listed in SB 1070 



Current Issues 

 No response from Agency Secretaries on  
2011 Annual Report and recommendations 

 No briefing obtained with Resources Secretary 
 Most funding to date through Water Boards 
 No move to break down data silos 

 Most portal data is Water Board & contractor available 
 Little demonstration that implementing  

Monitoring Council strategy is a priority for  
state governmental organization directors 
 Exceptions – Water Boards, Delta Conservancy  
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Where Do We Go From Here? 

 Water Board involvement saturated 
 Coordinator workload beyond saturated 
 SB 1070 not a priority for Agency Secretaries 

and most departmental directors 
 Cannot offer funding for coordination or portals 
 Options 

 Continue to work on what is working 
 Abandon what is not working 

 Seek specific appropriation for SB 1070 
 Wait until state budget situation improves 
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SB 1070 Triennial Audit 
 Commencing December 1, 2008, the Secretary of 

Cal/EPA shall conduct a triennial audit of the 
effectiveness of the monitoring program strategy  

 The audit shall include, but need not be limited to, an 
assessment of: 
 Extent to which the strategy has been implemented 
 Effectiveness of the monitoring and assessment program and 

the monitoring council with regard to: 

 The Secretary of the Cal/EPA shall consult with the 
Secretary of the Resources Agency in preparing the 
audit, consistent with the MOU. 
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