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People's knowledge and awareness of the goals and project programs - Participation in
forest protection programs- Participation in educational and promotional courses-
Participation in forest restoration programs- membership in related organizations and
cooperatives- Involving The beneficiaries of customary systems in the project - The
quantity and quality of educational courses- Changing the environmental attitude of
local communities- people's satisfaction with the implementation of the project.
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Changing jobs and economic activity of local communities- Improving household
income after the implementation of the project- Reducing people's dependence on
forest wood- Reducing people's dependence on agriculture in the forest- Reducing
livestock farming in forest areas- Optimum use of by-products as sources of income
new - Response of the project to the needs of local communities.
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Silvicultural operations in the forest- Protection of forest trees - Protection of forest
soil - Protection of forest wildlife - Increase in regeneration in the forest- Reduction of

area fires- Enrichment of target habitats in the project- Development of sustainability
in the forest ecosystem.
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Table 3. Social and economic characteristics of the respondents

l*DL‘ J)f: Lis S 50 ol o asLs
oura Dourak Sofla ~ Taroum Indicators
Olya
60.7 66.7 76.2 Man s ,. (0 ,3) Comir
. Gender
39.3 33.3 23.8 Woman ; (Percentage)
4721 503 45.29 G ol
Average age
6.25 5.33 5.14 S
Household size
O‘W
53.6 65.6 57.2 Iliterate
14 19.2 238 Elementary (2y8) Edloases
: - : 5l 5L Education
Above the (percentage)
17.9 6.1 19 Elementary
PSR
7.1 9.1 0 Diploma

b, il (Glogs ,l52) aldle aalys condg -F Jgo
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Table 5. The result of Friedman's test for the criteria

p-value df Chi- Squre N gl el

Test parameter

0.062 8 95.4
0.000 6 84.3
0.005 7 91.7
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Table 6- Prioritizing the desirability of the criteria

Priority Rank average
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Table 7. Measuring and prioritizing the desirability of social-participatory indicators
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Abstract

This research was designed and implemented with the aim of gauging the perceptions and views of
forest-dwelling communities regarding the implementation of the Zagros Forest Resources
Management Plan. Field surveys and interviews were conducted with heads of 82 households from
local communities in the Bazoft region of Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari province, who were directly
involved with the forest resources management plan. The study examined and prioritized the opinions
of local communities on 24 indicators and three criteria: social-participatory, economic-livelihood, and
forest management. The results revealed that among the evaluated indicators, people's satisfaction with
the plan's implementation, the plan's responsiveness to the needs of local communities, and the
improvement of household income after the plan's implementation were the least desirable. The
criteria of forest management, economic-livelihood, and social-participation were prioritized from first
to third, respectively. This confirms that the impact of the forest resources management plan on social
and especially economic indicators was much less than on the forest management indicators. In fact,
from the perspective of local communities, the economic and social outcomes of the plan have not
been on par with its forestry effects. This has undoubtedly undermined the plan's effectiveness on
forest management indicators. The study's findings underscore the need for special attention to the
definition and effectiveness of socioeconomic indicators in the preparation of forestry and forest
management plans. These indicators will influence all aspects of management in the forest and could
potentially marginalize conservation, revitalization, and optimal utilization methods, leading to the
loss of years of cost and investment.
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