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Background and Objectives: The involvement of citizens in urban forest
management has become increasingly important in order to improve forest
conditions and enhance the overall experience of forest users. However,
there are various factors that can impact individuals' willingness to
participate in these initiatives. It is essential to comprehend the barriers and
identify potential areas for participation from the perspective of citizens to
ensure effective planning and implementation of participatory forest
management. This article seeks to examine the factors that influence
people's willingness to engage in urban forest management, paying specific
attention to socio-economic variables, demographic groups, and the
identification of barriers and opportunities for participation.

Materials and Methods: The study was conducted in the urban forests of
Khorram Abad, and the sample population consisted of visitors to these
forests. A total of 400 participants were selected using the proportional
assignment method, following the Krejci-Morgan approach. Data collection
was conducted through a researcher-developed questionnaire, which
underwent validation and reliability testing. The questionnaire aimed to
investigate different socio-economic variables and their correlation with
the willingness to participate in urban forest management. Descriptive and
inferential statistical analyses were utilized to examine the collected data.

Results: The study findings suggest that forest visitors perceive a lack of
impact on management programs and the absence of active community
organizations as the primary barriers to citizen participation. However,
there are potential areas for involvement, such as citizen education, waste
management, and tree species protection. Participants identified the
recreational and aesthetic values of urban forests, as well as their positive
effects on physical and mental health and air pollution reduction, as the
most significant functions. Furthermore, the study reveals variations in
willingness to participate among different demographic groups. Women
exhibited a higher inclination for participation compared to men, while
unmarried individuals showed a greater willingness than their married
counterparts. Moreover, individuals who were members of environmental
associations or groups and engaged with environmental pages on social
platforms demonstrated a stronger desire to participate in urban forest
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management. The duration of city residency and education level were
positively correlated with the willingness to participate, as were the
frequency of visits to urban forests.

Conclusion: The study findings highlight the significance of taking
socio-economic characteristics into account when designing participatory
programs for urban forest management. Although individuals' tendencies to
participate may vary based on their socio-economic backgrounds, the
overall interest in engaging in forest management activities remains
significant. Therefore, city managers should prioritize the development of
planning and educational-promotional initiatives that facilitate and
encourage public involvement. By addressing barriers, promoting citizen
education, and fostering collaboration with environmental organizations,
urban forest management can effectively be enhanced through increased
public participation.
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Table 2. Potential fields for local people participation in forest management.
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Table 4. Correlation between visitors’ willingness to participate with independent variables.

Sl e o - CUI SISINS Hs e anly e
Sig r Test Independent variables Dependent variable
0.204" -0.065 o o
Pearson Age
. SP (PHERP IR =
0.020 -0.119 S Al =
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. ) Wl IS
0.303" 0.070 o > B 7\\
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O g bt el ol 3 slaes s [
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o v
0.000™ 0211 Ot Jo sk s (e sl IS 518131 550 sl g
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. A N 8 ¢
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o : | M O @ ,
0.002 0.159 S T e 3
Spearman Education level 2
: | 5SS ke o 5L
0.421™ 0.041 [SaP ol J’l‘:“"” e 3L
Spearman The highest education in family
** Significant at the <0.01 level, * Significant at the <0.05 level, ™ no significant
(R o SOl i 0 g03] s -0 Jgdx
Table 5. Results Mann-Whitney U test.
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178.96 204 > Gender
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** Sjgnificant at the <0.01 level, * Significant at the <0.05 level, ™ no significant
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