Tracking monitoring data and making it accessible
to a Wide (Ommun"y on-line is achieved with the Wetland

Tracker. The Bay Area Wetland Tracker is designed to track net

Update of National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) for California State Wetland Inventory (CSWI)

changes in the quantity and quality of wetlands. Entirely open source

programming is used to provide free public access to information
about wetlands and riparian habitats in the region, plus the location,
size, sponsors, habitats, contact persons, and status of wetland
restoration, mitigation, creation, and enhancement projects. Planned

and completed wetland projects are displayed on an interactive
regional map. Summary information is displayed alongside the map.
More information is found on separate project information sheets.

Each project can have files associated with it, such as reports, data,

photos, videos, other maps or commentary. Anyone can submit files
with their browser and make them available for others to download.

The current version of the Wetland Project Tracker uses US Geological
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. to update the State Wetland Inventory. SFEI leads the Bay Area regional team to provide more specific
fo r th e Su n Fru n c I Sco information on all wetland habitat types and wetland projects. This update comprises the Bay Area

component of the California State Wetland Inventory, which (when completed) will include regional and

and abundance of wetland and riparian resources. The State of California is working with regional teams Survey topographic maps and the Baylands maps of the Bay Area

EcoAtlas as optional base maps. Additional base maps are being
developed using the updated State Wetlands Inventory. New Wetland

Trackers are being developed for all the Coastal Regional Water
statewide reports on the status and trends in the distribution and abundance of each kind of wetland.
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In conjunction with partners throughout

Quality Control Boards, and they are linked to state information

systems that serve Cal EPA and the State Resources Agency.

> http://ceres.ca.gov/wetlands/projects/CA_Wetlands_Inventory_Initiative.html > www.wetlandtracker.org/

California, the San Francisco Estuary
V > www.nwi.fws.gov/

Institute (SFEI) is developing an 1
Wetland Tracker
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