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Figure 1. Theoretical framework of the research.
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Figure 2. Map of the study area (Heris County- East Azarbayjan province).
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Table 1. Socioeconomic and farming systems of the respondents (n=220).
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33.6 74 Elementary/guidance _laaly/ sl
Education &Muass c]m
223 49 High school oliw ;s
17.7 39 University ozl
80.5 177 Farming ;L8 Main job Lol Jas
19.5 43 Non-farming (¢ ,3Lis &

ool 3 oSilie a4 O mhaw el

Al o b s S

\¢3

08 i B s plerl eS8l 5 (5, Kaen
YOS s S sbiles 28 S 1B ) s
Oiaslis  elarl CS5lie osde abedb
AV s bge b i T aallaes,



Ol)Sed 9 5 8L ol

S| gl Sl eslial s ke U ins
RAS msS saly s ik Onnsl
(8 JK8) wlaxals 1 e,

— N W

ok L ¢
Sc—b L wn

(S il B3y ke - S

Figure 4. Usefulness of information sources.
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Figure 3. Farmers’ cooperation and participation.
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Table 2. Perceived barriers of application of conservation practices.

Shore Sl Sl

el
SD Mean Barriers
1.18 4.7 Smallness and dispersion of land pieces 5!l ladad SuS1, 5 5~
1.02 4.4 Low income and lack of financial ability Jl Uiy e 5 ol el s
1.26 4.0 Distance of farm from water resource 1 e B s50lS o alols
1.1 3.97 Distance of home from farm _el,; oy b 3,5Lis als alsls
1.16 3.97 Distance of farm from road Lol esl b ol)5 (e dlols
1.46 2.94 Cooperation with neighboring farmers «luas 0155l b 5, Kan
1.33 2.75 Access to farm machinery (5,5l <V il « R
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Figure 5. Access to resources and facilities.
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Table 3. Attitudes of respondents towards soil and water conservation.

S Bl oSk b, S
SD Mean Items
0.87 4l Syip S0l (6300 3l (6,8 e el bli e
’ ' Conservation practices prevent the destruction of water and soil
078 4 ad o e GV b 3 (g g il el OT s G peme
’ Proper water consumption increases utility in the long run
3,18 . d Mg 3L e IS ol
0.89 3.94 Sl et S AT SRS o ﬁ'
Soil erosion has a great adverse effect on crop production
el 3 S5l 5 bl 055 55 s 5 esslie
0.89 3.86 el o) B SV EE ')) : '
Extension advice on water and soil conservation practices is required.
- 365 Sl I8 1 Sl il b s Cind Sloganal 5 bl
’ ’ Poor policies and decisions affect the erosion of water and soil
|8 3 Syl abie BES) |
1.12 3.64 T IBA ST g A Sl Sr
Over grazing affects the destruction of water and soil resources
108 358 el S S a5 e
Degradation of pastures affects the destruction of water and soil resources
el IS A S5l mlis o 55 5 cmilial (65,5038 (sla 2
1.03 3.53 Sl OIS Pl Ee e 2 S0 S50
Improper farming practices affect the erosion of water and soil resources
. 346 Sade Sl b Eel Jpame Sl 5l Ay S 2318 e
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Table 4. Comparison of the use of protection methods by respondents.
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Table 5. Regression coefficients of attitudinal-perceptual factors affecting the application of soil and water

conservation practices.
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Table 6. Regression coefficients of socio-economic variables affecting the application of water and soil

conservation practices.
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Figure 7. Experimental framework of the research.
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Abstract

Background and Objectives: Soil erosion is of the main global challenges for agricultural and
food production. The indiscriminate intervention of man in the nature is of the main reasons for
erosion. The success of any conservation program requires an understanding of the various
aspects of human behavior. Behaviors are mainly emerge from the people’s knowledge and
attitudes. Farmers' attitudes can influence their behavior to adopt conservation practices.
Studying the attitude and behavior of farmers towards conservation practices can play a crucial
role to help managers and decision makers in understanding the reason for farmers' conservation
behavior and to modify and improve it. Several studies have been conducted worldwide on the
adoption and application of soil and water conservation methods. Many of them have focused
on the purely socioeconomic aspects of the adoption. While the current study examined the
attitude of farmers towards conservation practices, access to facilities for and barriers to the
application of these practices. The study also examined the perceptual-attitudinal and
socioeconomic aspects affecting the implementation of conservation practices. Therefore, the
conservation behavior of farmers in Talkhehrood basin in Harris County, East Azarbaijan
province has been studied from different aspects.

Materials and Methods: The aim of this study was to investigate the attitude towards
conservation practices and the application of these practices. Survey research method was used
in this study. A sample of 220 farmers was selected using Cochran's sampling formula and the
necessary data were collected using a face to face interviewing procedure. The random
multistage sampling method was used to select the sample farmers. The instrument of the study
was a questionnaire. Most sections of the questionnaire was in the form of 5-points Likert items.
It was validated by a panel of university staffs and field experts of agricultural and natural
resources. A pilot study was conducted using 30 farmers from out of the sample villages for
reliability and correction of the questionnaire. The calculated values of Cronbach’s alpha
showed that the questionnaire has sufficient reliability.

Results: The results showed that farmers had a positive attitude towards conservation practices.
Among the 12 selected conservation practices, compost application, dredging of irrigation
canals, weeding and retaining crop residues were at the above-average level. The use of other
methods was below the average. Creating windbreaks and flood dam was very weak.
Respondents perceived that land fragmentation and lack of financial ability were the most
important obstacles to the application of conservation practices. Significant correlations were
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found between the implementation of most conservation practices. Based on the regression
analyses, attitude and access to facilities were the most important perceptual-attitudinal factors,
as well as education and farming experiences were the most important socio-economic factors
explaining the implementation of conservation methods.

Conclusion: The results showed that while farmers had a relatively positive attitude towards
soil and water conservation practices, they implemented low-cost and quick-return practices
using available facilities. Due to the lack of financial abilities, the use of practices that required
financial investment was not much common among them. Removing barriers and restrictions,
providing the necessary facilities and providing educational and extension programs can be
effective in promoting the implementation of these practices.

Keywords: Attitude, Erosion, Implementation, Talkhehrood basin, Water and soil conservation
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