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Table 1. Cronbach's alpha of the main sections of the

questionnaire
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Fig 1. Geographic location of Hasan Abdal watershed
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Table 2. Inferential statistics and hypothesis testing
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Table 2. Inferential statistics and hypothesis testing
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Table 3. The impact of individual characteristics on promoting social capital
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Table 4. The attitude of stakeholders to Conservation of Natural Resources s
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Abstract

Socio-Economic Impact Assessment of Watershed Management Implementations from
the Viewpoint of Stakeholders (Case Study: Hasan Abdal Basin- Zanjan Province)

H. hasani' and M. Maleki?
Received: 28-12-2017  Accepted: 04-09-2018

Watershed management implementations play an important role in soil and water resources conservation.
In many developing countries, watershed management practices and planning are usually performed
without the participation of stakeholders. In this research, in order to investigate on the effects of watershed
management implementations from the viewpoint of stakeholders, the social capital, financial capital
and natural capital parameters were studied. The method of this study was descriptive and analytical. As
the case study area, Hasan Abdal watershed in Zanjan Province was selected. Collecting the field data
was accomplished with questionnaire. The statistic population of this research was all the residents and
heads of stakeholder's families that were living in this watershed. Among them, using Morgan table, 160
people were randomly asked directly and filled out the questionnaire. The Kruskal-Wallis test and error
estimation coefficients were used for data analysis. The results show that main achievements of Watershed
management implementations were the improvement of Stakeholder participatory, flood control, reducing
the migration, and increase in agricultural and husbandry income. The implemented projects have not a
positive impact on the area of agricultural land, Gardens, and rangelands.The people's attitude towards the
implementation of positive watershed plans has been evaluated. The implementation of the plans has been
effective in promoting stakeholder knowledge.

Keywords: Watershed planed, Basin, Stakeholders, Social capital, Natural capital, Financial capital.
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