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Introduction

Monitoring design inevitably includes strategic judgments since budget
constraints limit what can be assessed. Using focus group and interview
methods, in-depth feedback on important river and stream attributes were
recorded and analyzed from 99 Oregon residents recruited from diverse
backgrounds. Feedback coalesced on recurring themes with some variation
between socio-demographic groups. These public perspectives can be used
to inform natural scientist priorities for monitoring, as well as the target
variables for ecological modeling, and communicating resource condition.
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_ ¢ Input on ecological features consistently focuses on relatively few

attributes, such as fish and the safety of recreational water contact.

¢  Human influenced river attributes were tremendously important, especially
lack of apparent influence.

¢ Urban and rural code frequencies often varied; there were also differences
in context. For example urban residents often cited flood flows as a positive
phenomenon, while for rural residents this was overwhelmingly negative.

: * It was challenging for participants to focus on specific attributes —

Record Transcribe Analyze underscoring the importance of probe and follow-up questioning abilities of

field qualitative methods to document Final Ecosystem Goods and Services.
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