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6. DATA MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

This chapter includes an overview of the Cuyama Basin Data Management System (DMS), describes how 
the DMS works, and details the data used in the DMS. This chapter satisfies Section 352.6 of the SGMA 
regulations. 

6.1 DMS Overview 

The Cuyama Basin DMS uses the Opti platform, which is a flexible and open software platform that uses 
familiar Google maps and charting tools for analysis and visualization. The DMS serves as a data-sharing 
portal that enables use of the same data and tools for visualization and analysis. These tools support 
sustainable groundwater management and create transparent reporting on collected data and analysis 
results. Figure 6-1 is a screenshot of the Opti platform. 

Figure 6-1: Screenshot of Opti Platform 

The Cuyama Basin DMS is a web-based publicly accessible portal that may be viewed using common 
web browsers such as Google Chrome, Firefox, and Microsoft Edge. The DMS utilizes Google maps and 
other charting tools for analysis and visualization. The site may be accessed at 
http://opti.woodardcurran.com/cuyama. 

http://opti.woodardcurran.com/cuyama
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6.2 DMS Functionality 

The DMS is a modular system that includes numerous tools to support GSP development and ongoing 
implementation, including the following: 

• User and data access permissions
• Data entry and validation
• Visualization and analysis
• Query and reporting

As the needs of the Cuyama Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency (CBGSA) change over time, the 
DMS can be configured for additional tools and functionality. The following sections describe the DMS’s 
currently configured tools. For more detailed instructions about how to use the DMS, refer to the Cuyama 
Basin Data Management System Opti Data Public User Guide (Appendix A). 

6.2.1 User and Data Access Permissions 

DMS user access permissions are controlled through several user types. These user types have different 
roles in the DMS as summarized in Table 6-1 below. These user types are broken into three high-level 
categories as follows: 

• System Administrator – System administrators manage information at a system-wide level, with
access to all user accounts and entity information. System administrators can set and modify user
access permissions when an entity is unable to do so.

• Managing Entity (Administrator, Power User, User) – Managing entity users are responsible for
managing their entity’s site/monitoring data, and can independently control access to these data.
Entity users can view and edit their entity’s data and view (but not edit) shared or published data
supplied by other entities. An entity’s site information (i.e., wells, gages, etc.) and associated data
may only be edited by system administrators and power users associated with the entity. The CBGSA
is currently configured as the managing entity for all datasets in the DMS.

• Public – Public users may view data that are published, but may not edit any information. Public
users may access the DMS using the guest login feature on the DMS login screen (Figure 6-2).
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Table 6-1: Data Management System User Types/Access 

Modules/ 
Submodules 

System 
Administrators 

Managing Entity Public 

Admin Power User User 

Data: Map Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 

Data: List Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 

Data: Add/Edit Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

-- -- 

Data: Import Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

-- -- 

Query Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 

Admin Access to all 
functionality 

-- -- -- -- 

Profile Access to all 
functionality 

Access to all 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 

Access to 
partial 
functionality 
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Figure 6-2: Screenshot of Opti Login Screen 

Monitoring sites and their associated datasets are added to the DMS by managing entity administrators or 
power users. In addition to user permissions, access to the monitoring datasets is controlled through 
assigning one of three options to the data type as follows: 

• Private data – Private data are monitoring datasets only available for viewing, depending on user
type, by the entity’s associated users in the DMS.

• Shared data – Shared data are monitoring datasets available for viewing by all users in the DMS,
except for public users.

• Public data – Public data are monitoring datasets that are available publicly that can be viewed by all
user types in the DMS; public datasets may also be published to other websites or DMSs as needed.

Managing entity administrators can set and maintain data access options for each data type 
associated with their entity. 

6.2.2 Data Entry and Validation 

To encourage agency and user participation in the DMS, data entry and import tools are designed to be 
easy to use, are accessible over the web, and help maintain data consistency and standardization. The 
DMS allows entity administrators and power users to enter data either manually via easy-to-use 
interfaces, or through an import tool using Microsoft Excel templates, so that data may be entered into the 
DMS as soon as possible after collection. The data records are validated by a managing entity’s 
administrators or power users using a number of quality control checks prior to inclusion in the DMS. 

Data Collection Sites 

Users can input site information about groundwater wells, stream gages, and precipitation meters 
manually either through the data entry tool or when prompted in the import tool. Using the data entry 
tool, new sites may be added by clicking on “New Site.” Existing sites may be updated using the “Edit 
Site” tool. During data import, the sites associated with imported data are checked by the DMS against an 
existing site list. If the site is not in the existing site list, the user is prompted to enter the information via 
the new site tool before the data import can proceed. 
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Table 6-2 lists the information that is collected for sites. Required information is indicated with an 
asterisk; all other information is considered optional. 

Table 6-2: Data Collection Site Information 

Basic Information Well Information Construction Information 

Site Type* 
Opti Site Name* 
Local Site Name* 
Additional Name 
Latitude/Longitude* 
Description 
County 
Managing Entity* 
Monitoring Entity* 
Type of Monitoring 
Type of Measurement 
Monitoring Frequency 

State Well ID 
MSC (Master State Well Code) 
USGS Code 
CASGEM ID 
Ground Surface Elevation (feet) 
Reference Point Elevation (feet) 
Reference Point Location 
Reference Point Description 
Well Use 
Well Status 
Well Type 
Aquifers Monitored 
Groundwater Basin Name/Code 
Groundwater Elevation Begin/End Date 
Groundwater Elevation Measurement Count 
Water Level Measurement Method 
Groundwater Quality Begin/End Date 
Groundwater Quality Measurement Count 
Comments 

Total Well Depth 
Borehole Depth 
Casing Perforations Top/Bottom Elevation 
Casing Diameter 
Casing Modifications 
Well Capacity 
Well Completion Report Number 
Comments 

Notes: 
ID = identification number 
MSC = Master State Well Code 
USGS = United States Geological Survey 
CASGEM = California Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring Program 
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Monitoring Data Entry 

Monitoring data, including groundwater elevation, groundwater quality, streamflow, and precipitation 
may be input either manually through the data entry tool or by using templates in the import tool. 
Figure 6-3 is a screenshot of the data entry interface. 

Figure 6-3: Screenshot of Data Entry Tool Interface 

The data entry tool allows users to select a site and add data for the site using a web-based form. The 
following information is collected:  

• Data type (e.g. groundwater elevation, groundwater quality, streamflow, or precipitation)
• Parameter for selected data type, units populate based on selection
• Date of measurement
• Measurement value
• Quality flag (i.e., quality assurance description for the measurement such as “Pumping,” “Can’t get

tape in casing,” etc. as documented by the data collector)
• Data collector
• Supplemental information based on data type (i.e., reference point elevation, ground surface

elevation, etc.)

Data import templates include the same data entry fields and are available for download from the DMS. 
The Microsoft Excel-based templates contain drop-down options and field validation similar to the data 
entry interface. 
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Data Validation 

Quality control helps ensure the integrity of the data added to the DMS. The entities that maintain the 
monitoring data loaded into the DMS may have performed previous validation of that data; no effort was 
made to check or correct that previous validation, and it was assumed that all data records provided were 
valid. While it is nearly impossible to determine complete accuracy of the data added to the DMS since 
the DMS cannot detect incorrect measurements due to human error or mechanical failure, it is possible to 
verify that the data input into the DMS meets some data quality standards. This helps promote user 
confidence in the data both stored and published for visualization and analysis. 

Upon saving the data via the data entry interface or by importing the data using the Microsoft Excel 
templates, the following data validation checks are performed by the DMS: 

• Duplicate measurements – The DMS checks for duplicate entries based on the unique combination
of site, data type, date, and measurement value.

• Inaccurate measurements – The DMS compares data measurements against historical data for the
site and flags entries that are outside the historical minimum and maximum values.

• Incorrect data entry – Data field entries are checked for correct data type (e.g., number fields do not
include text, date fields contain dates, etc.).

Users are alerted to any validation issues and may either update the data entries or accept the values and 
continue with the entry/import. Users may access partially completed import validation through the 
import logs that are saved for each data import. The partially imported datasets are identified in the import 
log with an incomplete icon under the status field. This allows a second person to also access the 
imported data and review prior to inclusion in the DMS. 

6.2.3 Visualization and Analysis 

Transparent visualization and analysis tools enable use of the same data and methodologies, allowing 
stakeholders and neighboring GSAs to use the same data and methods for tracking and analysis. In the 
DMS, data visualization and analysis are performed in both map and list views, as described below. 

Map View 

The map view displays all sites (i.e., groundwater wells, stream gages, precipitation meters, etc.) in a 
map-based interface (Figure 6-4). The sites are color-coded based on associated data type and may be 
filtered by different criteria, such as number of records or monitoring entity. Users may click on a site to 
view the site detail information and associated data. The monitoring data records are displayed in both 
chart and table formats. In these views, the user may view different parameters for the data type. The 
chart and table may be updated to display selected date ranges, and the data may be exported to Microsoft 
Excel. 
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Figure 6-4: DMS Map View 

List View 

The list view displays all sites (i.e., groundwater wells, stream gages, precipitation meters, etc.) in a 
tabular interface. The sites are listed according to names and associated entities. The list can be sorted and 
filtered by different criteria such as number of records or monitoring entity. Similar to the map view, 
users may click on a site to view the site detail information and associated data. The monitoring data 
records are displayed in both chart and table formats. In these views, the user may view different 
parameters for the data type. The chart and table may be updated to display selected date ranges, and the 
data may be exported to Microsoft Excel. 

Analysis Tools 

The toolbox is available in the map view and offers administrative and entity users access to the well 
tiering tool to support monitoring plan development. The DMS’ flexible platform allows for the 
development and addition of future analysis tools, including contouring, total water budget visualization, 
and management area tracking. 

6.2.4 Query and Reporting 

The DMS has the ability to format and export data and analysis at different levels of aggregation, and in 
different formats, to support local decision making and for submission to various statewide and local 
programs (i.e., SGMA, CASGEM Program, GAMA Program, etc.).  
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Ad Hoc Query 

Data in the DMS can be queried and reported using the query tool. The query tool includes the ability to 
build ad hoc queries using simple options. The data can be queried by the following criteria: 

• Monitoring or managing entity
• Site name
• Data type

Once the type of option is selected, the specific criteria may be selected (e.g., groundwater elevation 
greater than 100 feet). Additionally, users may include time periods as part of the query. The query 
options can build upon each other to create reports that meet specific needs. Queries may be saved and 
will display in the saved query drop-down menu for future use. 

Query results are displayed in a map format and a list format. In both the map and list views, the user may 
click on a well to view the associated data. Resulting query data may be exported to Microsoft Excel. 

Standard Reports 

The DMS can be configured to support wide-ranging reporting needs through the reports tool. Standard 
report formats may be generated based on a predetermined format and may be created at the click of a 
button. These report formats may be configured to match state agency requirements for submittals, 
including annual reporting of monitoring data that must be submitted electronically on forms provided by 
DWR.  

6.3 Data Included in the DMS 

Because many monitoring programs operate in the Basin at both the local and state/federal levels,  a 
cross-sectional analysis was conducted during GSP development in the Cuyama Basin to document and 
assess the availability of water-related data in the Basin. Statewide and federal databases that provide data 
relevant to Basin were also assessed.  
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The DMS can be configured to include a wide variety of data types and associated parameters. Based on 
the analysis of existing datasets from the Basin and GSP needs, Table 6-3 lists the data that are identified 
and currently configured in the DMS. The DMS includes 730 wells, of which 488 have historical 
groundwater elevation data and 294 have historical groundwater quality measurements. 

Table 6-3: Data Types and Their Associated Parameters Configured in the DMS 

Data Type Parameter Units Currently Has 
Data in DMS 

Groundwater Elevation Depth to Groundwater feet Yes 

Groundwater Elevation feet Yes 

Groundwater Quality TDS mg/L Yes 

Nitrate (NO3) mg/L Yes 

Arsenic µg/L Yes 

Benzene µg/L -- 

Chloride mg/L -- 

Hexavalent Chromium (Cr(VI)) µg/L -- 

1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane (DBCP) µg/L -- 

Methyl Tertiary-Butyl Ether (MTBE) µg/L -- 

Perchlorate µg/L -- 

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) µg/L -- 

Specific Electrical Conductivity (SC) micromhos per centimeter 
(µmhos/cm) 

-- 

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (111-TCA) µg/L -- 

Trichloroethylene (TCE) µg/L -- 

1,2,3-Trichloropropane (123-TCP) µg/L -- 

Chloride (CL) parts per million (ppm) -- 

Electrical Conductivity (EC) millimhos (mmhos) -- 

TDS ppm -- 

Streamflow Streamflow cubic feet per second (cfs) Yes 

Precipitation Precipitation inches Yes 

Reference Evapotranspiration (ETo) -- -- 

Average Air Temperature -- -- 

Subsidence Subsidence vertical (in millimeters) Yes 
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Additional data types and parameters can be added and modified as the DMS grows over time. 

The datasets were collected from a variety of sources, as shown in Table 6-4. Each dataset was reviewed 
for overall quality and consistency prior to consolidation and inclusion in the database. In many cases, 
there were discrepancies between the ground surface elevation (GSE) of a well from different sources. In 
these cases of discrepancy, the GSE of the well was updated using the USGS digital elevation model 
(DEM). 

The groundwater wells shown in the DMS are those that included datasets provided by the monitoring 
data sources for groundwater elevation and quality. These do not include all wells currently used for 
production, and may include wells historically used for monitoring that do not currently exist. Care was 
taken to minimize duplicate well information in the DMS. As datasets were consolidated, sites were 
evaluated based on different criteria (e.g., naming conventions, location, etc.) to determine if the well was 
included in a different dataset. Data records for the wells were then associated with the same well, where 
necessary. 

After the datasets were consolidated and reviewed for consistency, they were loaded into the DMS. Using 
the DMS data viewing capabilities, the datasets were then reviewed for completeness and consistency to 
ensure imports were successful. 
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Table 6-4: Sources of Data Included in the Data Management System 

Data Source Datasets Collected Date Collected Activities Performed 

US Geological Survey 
(USGS) 

• Groundwater
Elevation

• Streamflow
• Precipitation

5/4/2018 • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells

DWR CASGEM 
Program/WDL 

• Groundwater
Elevation

4/18/2018 • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells

San Luis Obispo County • Groundwater
Elevation

• Groundwater Quality

4/2/2018 • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells

SBCWA • Groundwater
Elevation

• Precipitation

3/27/2018 • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells

Ventura County • Groundwater
Elevation

• Groundwater Quality
• Precipitation

3/8/2018 • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells

DWR Natural Resources 
Agency 

• Groundwater Quality 6/14/2018 • Removed duplicate records

GeoTracker • Groundwater Quality 6/5/2018 • Removed duplicate records

CEDEN • Groundwater Quality 8/29/2018 • Removed duplicate records

National Water Quality 
Monitoring Council 

• Groundwater Quality 6/1/2018 • Removed duplicate records

UNAVCO • Ground Surface
Elevation

3/12/2018 • None

Local Data • Groundwater
Elevation

• Groundwater Quality
• Other

Various • Removed duplicate records
• Recalculated GSE based on

DEM on select wells


	Cover
	2022 Update Cover Letter
	Title Page
	Table of Contents
	Table of Contents (Supplemental)
	Executive Summary
	Introduction
	Plan Area
	Outreach Efforts
	Basin Setting
	Existing Groundwater Conditions
	Undesirable Results
	Sustainability
	Water Budgets
	Monitoring Networks
	Data Management System
	Projects and Management Actions
	GSP Implementation
	Funding

	1. Agency Information, Plan Area, and Communication
	1.1 Introduction and Agency Information
	1.1.1 Contact Information
	1.1.2 Management Structure
	1.1.3 Legal Authority

	1.2 Plan Area
	1.2.1 Plan Area Definition
	1.2.2 Plan Area Setting
	1.2.3 Existing Surface Water Monitoring Programs
	1.2.4 Existing Groundwater Monitoring Programs
	Groundwater Elevation Monitoring
	DWR Water Data Library
	USGS – National Water Information System
	California Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring Program
	DWR Groundwater Information Center Interactive Map
	SBCWA CASGEM Program Monitoring Plan
	SLOCFC&WCD CASGEM Monitoring Plan
	VCWPD CASGEM Program Monitoring Plan

	Groundwater Quality Monitoring
	DWR WDL
	GeoTracker Groundwater Ambient Monitoring and Assessment Program
	National Water Information System
	Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program
	Division of Drinking Water

	Subsidence Monitoring
	UNAVCO PBO


	1.2.5 Existing Water Management Programs
	Santa Barbara County Integrated Regional Water Management Plan 2013
	San Luis Obispo County 2014 IRWM Plan
	Ventura County 2014 IRWM Plan
	Kern County 2011 IRWM Plan

	1.2.6 General Plans in Plan Area
	Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan
	Relevant Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan Principles and Policies
	Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan’s Influence on Water Demand and Groundwater Sustainability Plan’s Goals
	GSP’s Influence on Santa Barbara County Comprehensive Plan’s Goals and Policies

	San Luis Obispo County General Plan
	Relevant San Luis Obispo General Plan Principles and Policies
	San Luis Obispo County General Plan’s Influence on Water Demand and Groundwater Sustainability Plan
	GSP’s Influence on San Luis Obispo County General Plan’s Goals and Policies

	Ventura County General Plan
	Relevant Ventura County General Plan Principles and Policies
	Ventura County Plan’s Influence on Water Demand and Groundwater Sustainability Plan’s Goals
	GSP’s Influence on Ventura County General Plan’s Goals and Policies

	Kern County General Plan
	Relevant Kern County General Plan Goals and Policies
	Kern County General Plan’s Influence on Water Demand and Groundwater Sustainability Plan’s Goals
	GSP’s Influence on Kern County General Plan’s Goals and Policies


	1.2.7 Plan Elements from CWC Section 10727.4

	1.3 Notice and Communication
	1.3.1 Description of Beneficial Uses and Users of Groundwater
	Standing Advisory Committee
	Technical Forum
	Additional Consultations

	1.3.2 List of Public Meetings Where the GSP was Discussed
	CBGSA Board Meetings
	Joint Meetings of CBGSA Board and Standing Advisory Committee
	CBGSA Standing Advisory Committee Meetings
	Community Workshops

	1.3.3 Comments Regarding the GSP Received by the CBGSA, Response Summary
	1.3.4 GSA Decision Making Process
	1.3.5 Opportunities for Public Engagement and How Public Input was Used
	Opportunities for Public Engagement
	Meetings and Direct Engagement
	GSP Section Review and Comment Periods

	How Public Input and Response was Used in the Development of the GSP

	1.3.6 How CBGSA Encourages Active Involvement
	1.3.7 Method of Informing the Public

	1.4 References

	2. Basin Settings: Overview
	2.1 Basin Settings: HCM
	2.1.1 Useful Terms
	2.1.2 Regional Geologic and Structural Setting
	2.1.3 Geologic History
	2.1.4 Geologic Formations/Stratigraphy
	Stratigraphic Units of the Cuyama Basin Aquifer
	Recent and Younger Alluvium
	Older Alluvium
	Paso Robles Formation
	Morales Formation
	Upper Morales

	Stratigraphic Units Below the Basin Aquifer
	Lower Morales
	Quatal Formation
	Caliente Formation
	Santa Margarita Formation
	Monterey Formation
	Branch Canyon Sandstone
	Vaqueros Formation
	Simmler Formation
	Marine Sedimentary Rocks

	Formations Older Than Marine Sedimentary Rocks

	2.1.5 Faults and Structural Features
	Synclines
	Cuyama Syncline
	Syncline Near the Santa Barbara Canyon Fault
	Syncline in the Northwestern Portion of the Basin

	Major Faults
	Russell Fault
	Rehoboth Fault
	Whiterock Fault
	Turkey Trap Ridge Fault and Graveyard Ridge Fault
	South Cuyama Fault
	Ozena Fault
	Santa Barbara Canyon Fault
	La Panza Fault
	Morales Fault
	Unnamed Fault Near Outcrop of Santa Margarita Formation
	Outcrops of Bedrock Inside the Basin


	2.1.6 Basin Boundaries
	Lateral Boundaries
	Boundaries with Neighboring Subbasins
	Bottom of the Cuyama Basin

	2.1.7 Principal Aquifers and Aquitards
	Aquifers
	Recent and Younger Alluvium
	Older Alluvium
	Upper Morales Formation
	Aquifer Properties
	Hydraulic Conductivity
	Specific Yield
	Specific Capacity
	Transmissivity

	2.1.8 Natural Water Quality Characterization
	Aquifer Use

	2.1.9 Topography, Surface Water and Recharge
	Topography
	Surface Water Bodies
	Areas of Recharge, Potential Recharge, and Groundwater Discharge Areas
	Soils

	2.1.10 Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model Data Gaps

	2.2 Basin Settings: Groundwater Conditions
	2.2.1 Useful Terms
	2.2.2 Groundwater Elevation Data Processing
	2.2.3 Groundwater Trends
	Historical Context – 1947 to 1966 Groundwater Trends
	Groundwater Trends According to Available Monitoring Data
	Groundwater Hydrographs
	Vertical Gradients
	Groundwater Contours


	2.2.4 Change in Groundwater Storage
	2.2.5 Seawater Intrusion
	2.2.6 Land Subsidence
	2.2.7 Groundwater Quality
	Reference and Data Collection
	Data Analysis
	Literature Review

	2.2.8 Interconnected Surface Water Systems
	2.2.9 Groundwater Dependent Ecosystems
	2.2.10 Data Gaps

	2.3  Basin Settings: Water Budget
	Useful Terms
	Water Budget Information
	Identification of Hydrologic Periods
	CBWRM Model Use and Associated Data for Water Budget Development
	Water Budget Definitions and Assumptions
	Historical Water Budget
	Current and Projected Water Budget
	Projected Water Budget with Climate Change

	Water Budget Estimates
	Historical Water Budget
	Current and Projected Water Budget
	Projected Water Budget with Climate Change
	Sustainable Yield Estimates

	2.4 References
	2.4.1 HCM References
	2.4.2 Groundwater Conditions References

	2.2.7 (Supplemental)

	3. Undesirable Results
	3.1 Sustainability Goal
	3.2 Undesirable Results Statements
	3.2.1 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels
	Description of Undesirable Results
	Identification of Undesirable Results
	Potential Causes of Undesirable Results
	Potential Effects of Undesirable Results

	3.2.2 Reduction of Groundwater Storage
	Description of Undesirable Results
	Justification of Groundwater Elevations as a Proxy
	Identification of Undesirable Results
	Potential Causes of Undesirable Results
	Potential Effects of Undesirable Results

	3.2.3 Seawater Intrusion
	3.2.4 Degraded Water Quality
	Description of Undesirable Results
	Identification of Undesirable Results
	Potential Causes of Undesirable Results
	Potential Effects of Undesirable Results

	3.2.5 Land Subsidence
	Description of Undesirable Results
	Identification of Undesirable Results
	Potential Causes of Undesirable Results
	Potential Effects of Undesirable Results

	3.2.6 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water
	Description of Undesirable Results
	Identification of Undesirable Results
	Justification of Groundwater Elevations as a Proxy
	Potential Causes of Undesirable Results
	Potential Effects of Undesirable Results


	3.3 Evaluation of the Presence of Undesirable Results
	3.3.1 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels
	3.3.2 Reduction of Groundwater Storage
	3.3.3 Seawater Intrusion
	3.3.4 Degraded Water Quality
	3.3.5 Land Subsidence
	3.3.6 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water

	3.4 References
	3.3 (Supplemental)

	4. Monitoring Networks
	4.1 Useful Terms
	4.1.1 Well-Related Terms
	4.1.2 Other Terms

	4.2 Monitoring Network Objectives
	4.2.1 Basin Conditions Relevant to Measurement Density and Frequency

	4.3 Existing Monitoring Used
	4.3.1 Groundwater Level Monitoring
	DWR, Statewide Dataset/CASGEM Program
	USGS
	Santa Barbara County Water Agency
	San Luis Obispo County Flood Control & Water Conservation District
	Ventura County Water Protection District
	Cuyama Community Services District
	Private Landowners

	4.3.2 Overlapping and Duplicate Data
	4.3.3 Groundwater Quality Monitoring (Combined Existing Programs)
	National Water Quality Monitoring Council (NWQMC)/USGS/Irrigated Land Regulatory Program (ILRP)
	GAMA Program/DWR
	Cuyama Community Services District
	Ventura County Water Protection District
	Private Landowners

	4.3.4 Subsidence Monitoring
	4.3.5 Surface Water Monitoring

	4.4 Monitoring Rationales
	4.5 Groundwater Level Monitoring Network
	4.5.1 Monitoring Wells Selected for Monitoring Network
	4.5.2 Monitoring Frequency
	4.5.3 Spatial Density
	4.5.4 Representative Monitoring
	4.5.5 Groundwater Level Monitoring Network
	4.5.6 Monitoring Protocols
	4.5.7 Data Gaps
	4.5.8 Plan to Fill Data Gaps

	4.6  Groundwater Storage Monitoring Network
	4.7 Seawater Intrusion Monitoring Network
	4.8 Degraded Groundwater Quality Monitoring Network
	4.8.1 Management Areas
	4.8.2 Monitoring Sites Selected for Monitoring Network
	4.8.3 Monitoring Frequency
	4.8.4 Spatial Density
	4.8.5 Representative Monitoring
	4.8.6 Groundwater Quality Monitoring Network
	4.8.7 Monitoring Protocols
	4.8.8 Data Gaps
	4.8.9 Plan to Fill Data Gaps

	4.9 Land Subsidence Monitoring Network
	4.9.1 Management Areas
	4.9.2 Monitoring Sites Selected for Monitoring Network
	4.9.3 Monitoring Frequency
	4.9.4 Spatial Density
	4.9.5 Monitoring Protocols
	4.9.6 Data Gaps
	4.9.7 Plan to Fill Data Gaps

	4.10 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water Monitoring Network
	4.11 References
	4.10 (Supplemental)

	5. Minimum Thresholds, Measurable Objectives,  and Interim Milestones
	5.1 Useful Terms
	5.2 Chronic Lowering of Groundwater Levels
	5.2.1 Threshold Regions
	Southeastern Threshold Region
	Eastern Threshold Region
	Central Threshold Region
	Western Threshold Region
	Northwestern Threshold Region
	Badlands Threshold Region

	5.2.2 Minimum Thresholds, Measurable Objectives, and Interim Milestones
	Southeastern Threshold Region
	Eastern Threshold Region
	Central Threshold Region
	Western Threshold Region
	Northwestern Threshold Region
	Badlands Threshold Region

	5.2.3 Selected MT, MO, and IM Graphs, Figures, and Tables

	5.3 Reduction of Groundwater Storage
	5.3.1 Threshold Regions
	5.3.2 Proxy Monitoring

	5.4 Seawater Intrusion
	5.5 Degraded Water Quality
	5.5.1 Threshold Regions
	5.5.2 Proxy Monitoring
	5.5.3 Minimum Thresholds, Measurable Objectives, and Interim Milestones

	5.6 Subsidence
	5.6.1 Threshold Regions
	5.6.2 Representative Monitoring
	5.6.3 Minimum Thresholds, Measurable Objectives, and Interim Milestones

	5.7 Depletions of Interconnected Surface Water
	5.8 References
	5.2 (Supplemental)
	5.5 (Supplemental)

	6. Data Management System
	6.1 DMS Overview
	6.2 DMS Functionality
	6.2.1 User and Data Access Permissions
	6.2.2 Data Entry and Validation
	Data Collection Sites
	Monitoring Data Entry
	Data Validation

	6.2.3 Visualization and Analysis
	Map View
	List View
	Analysis Tools

	6.2.4 Query and Reporting
	Ad Hoc Query
	Standard Reports


	6.3 Data Included in the DMS

	7. Projects and Management Actions
	7.1 Introduction
	7.2 Management Areas
	7.3 Overview of Projects and Management Actions
	7.3.1 Addressing Sustainability Indicators
	7.3.2 Overdraft Mitigation
	7.3.3 Water Balance Management for Drought Preparedness

	7.4 Projects
	7.4.1 Flood and Stormwater Capture
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Project Benefits
	Project Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Project Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations

	7.4.2 Precipitation Enhancement
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Project Benefits
	Project Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Project Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations

	7.4.3 Water Supply Transfers/Exchanges
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Project Benefits
	Project Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Project Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations

	7.4.4 Improve Reliability of Water Supplies for Local Communities
	CCSD Replacement Well
	Ventucopa Well Improvements
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Project Benefits
	Project Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Project Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations


	7.5 Water Management Actions
	7.5.1 Basin-Wide Economic Analysis
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Project Benefits
	Project Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Project Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations

	7.5.2 Pumping Allocations in Central Basin Management Area
	Sustainable Yield of the Basin Absent Projects and Water Management Actions
	Develop Allocations
	Determine Allocation of New or Additional Supplies
	Timeline for Implementation
	Public Notice and Outreach
	Permitting and Regulatory Processes
	Management Action Benefits
	Management Action Implementation
	Supply Reliability
	Legal Authority
	Management Action Costs
	Technical Justification
	Basin Uncertainty
	CEQA/NEPA Considerations


	7.6 Adaptive Management
	7.7 References
	7.2 (Supplemental)
	7.6 (Supplemental)

	8. Implementation Plan
	8.1 Plan Implementation
	8.1.1 Implementation Schedule

	8.2 Implementation Costs and Funding Sources
	8.2.1 GSP Implementation and Funding
	8.2.2 Projects and Management Actions

	8.3 Annual Reports
	8.3.1 General Information
	8.3.2 Basin Conditions
	8.3.3 Plan Implementation Progress

	8.4 Five-Year Evaluation Report
	8.4.1 Sustainability Evaluation
	8.4.2 Plan Implementation Progress
	8.4.3 Reconsideration of GSP Elements
	8.4.4 Monitoring Network Description
	8.4.5 New Information
	8.4.6 Regulations or Ordinances
	8.4.7 Legal or Enforcement Actions
	8.4.8 Plan Amendments
	8.4.9 Coordination





