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17 ngaging nrivare landowaers in habitat restorasion and
1 sconservation is crucial for proteciig spect s with geo-
graphic ranges fragmented by tauddple ow wership ypes.
Like many grassiands that have dedined in the Usited
Syares, L)
999 of historic prairie in the past 150 years due w agricul-

swors Willamerce Valley hue lact an estimated
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cueal and residennial development, and many ra praivie
remuants ace privately owned. In the Willamette Valley,
several praifie species are COnse vation rargers, including
Yender's blue burcerdly (7 frefias Learipides fenders), feder-
aily listed by the US. Fish & Wildlife Service (USF
as endangered; Kincaid's lupine (Lupinus oreganic. threat-

Syigeron decumbens, enda ngered),

enedi, Willameste daisy §
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saylori, candidate for listing), and peacock larkspur {(Lel-
phinium x pavonacenin, listed by the stare of Oregon as
endangered) (USFWS 2010} 1o Benton County {popula-
tion 81,859 and area 1,751 km®) midvalley, these species
occur on iolated remnant wer and upland prairies across
4 variety of ewnerships, and their Jong-term conserva-
von may depend on coordination among many partics
(Benton County, Oregon 20181

In 2006, Benton Couney began a toun
to develop a USFWS Habitat Conservation Plan, the firse
of its scope in Osegon. This plan is sequired 10 apply for
an incidental take permit. "This type of USEWS perinit
is required in advance for nonfederal acdvigies that may

A9 de }?}E'i'ﬁ.‘.ﬁ?ﬁiy

harm threatened angd endangered species to ensurc that
asy haren s balanced with protections and enhancements.
The $f-year Habitat Conservation Plan, expected o be
cospl cred in 2011, outlines sigps © aveid or minimize
impacts W these spedies, obtain pesmiss and mitigae for
impacrs where they are forecasted, and promote habitat
conservation on public and private lands. The plan also
i Conservation Strategy, which guides

containg a Pra
voluntary conservation act ions dor chese and other at-risk

specivs.
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Because public support tor this plan will be important
for its long-term suocess, e County held several public
mectings as well as consuleations with stakeholder and
on 20101, Srake-
v, wrxd pndversity

rechnical groups {Benton County, Chre
holders included federal, state, county, <t
representatives 43 well as private landowners. watctshed
conncils, ared naroral resonrce groups: technicat advi-

sors included university professors and natural gesource

orofessionals with expergse in the relevant habitars and

species. In addition, as contractors developing 1 he plan,
we conducted an online survey of local residents, land
A

aveners, and land managers that Allowed 11 to quickly and
stakeholders who

olicit input from divers

fnespe wively

wight not otherwise have engaged in the process. While

wws can provide greates understanding ol

or s

pfffsam:;é
the motivations of landowners 10 CORSCIVE species {Fischer
snd Bliss 2008}, online surveys provide convenivnce and
anonymicy (o sespondents, while allowing tescarchers 0
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sucvey Jarge groups as a low cost {Wright 2005}, The goals

&

af our survey were 1 public receptivity to conser-

varion on public and private lands, identify obstacles w

private landowner engagemens, and identify and develop

igs in the region,

tools for effective conservation of 8]

The survey was sent via eramil on June 3, 2009, o 230
recipients through a Jocal watesshed council’s membesship
list {primarily private landow revsl: 150 land management
professionals through a Cooperagve Weed Manageaient
Area; and 74 private landovners in an area with high-qual-
ity rempant prairics and federally protected prairie species
through a local community group. Some recipients may
have been contacted twice becase they were in more than
ane of these groups. 1his allowed us to teach & large but
lacal group of private landowners amd land managers. Also,
the survey format allowed s 1o ask specific questions and
solicis rankings of ideas from a Jarge group ina manner 1ot
casity accomplished in the serdng of a public meeting, The
survey concludedon july 1, 2009 after about four weeks.

We used Suwey?\v‘mukz-}f iwww.xi&rvﬁ}frmm%;:‘:;,c:.;-m)- An
online survey administration tool. The survey was designed
on minuzes of less to complere and consisted of
ren questions divided into five sections: 1} background
23 survey réspon-
dent information; 3) respondent fntete habiray
development funderstanding of

1 take

information about the planning process;

v
1

- 1 species/
conservation; 4) sirate
regudations and ranking of plan go
cools (Institute for Applicd Ecology

and 51 conservation

). Respondents
-d 10 write in ideas and comments.

wed 132 completed anonymous surveys
{responsc iate 2 3906}, and 92 respondents identified them-
ves as Benton County residents. & W these, 51 deseribed
themselves as rural kindowners in Beaton County, 33w
Landowners inside city limits in Benron County, and the
remainder did not idenrify as Lndeowners, Fegnty-one
respondents \derified themselves as Public or NGO fand
managers, To iform our planning process, we compared
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