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Abstract: Every individual and social behavior of people affect the environment and its problems. This 

descriptive correlation study aimed to investigate the impact of social capital on the pro-environmental behavior 

of rural people. All of the rural households in Marivan Township (N=11228) consist the target population which 

Cochrane sampling formula, 250 subjects selected through randomized multi-stage sampling method. Date 

analyzed using Spss21 software and correlation and regression statistical methods. The results showed that 82.8 

percent of people behave moderately with the environment. The level of social trust, social cohesion and social 

participation in the viewpoint of the majority of people (65.6, 62.4 and 98 percent respectively) were moderate.  

There was a positive and meaningful correlation among three components of social capital with pro-environment 

of rural people. Multiple regression analysis revealed that four variables of educational level, social 

participation, age and social cohesion explained 37.7 percent of rural people pro-environmentally behavior. 
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1. Introduction  

Environment and natural resource conservation are one of the most important challenges of all countries in 

the twenty-first century. Ignoring the abovementioned fact will affect negatively on human health and result in 

bad consequences economically and socially. One of the things that seriously threaten the environment is people 

destructive behavior regarding the environment. Every individual and social behavior of people affect the 

environment and creates some problems. It is important to persuade people to behave friendly with the 

environment. The importance of social capital for local development in rural districts has been the subject of a 

growing number of studies in recent years. Social capital refers to the features of social organization, such as 

trust, norms, and networks that can improve the efficiency of society by facilitating coordinated action. Social 

capital is the ability to improve cooperation between residents of society and coordination in the development 

process. In order to guarantee mutual benefits for the environment and residents, it has particular importance for 

the local-level collective management of common resources, such as the environment. Environmentally 

responsible behavior is a key element in sustainable development in developing countries. One way to avoid 

damaging the environment is changing human behavior. The connection between the environment and social 

capital is one of the new topics that researchers have taken into consideration [1]- [4]. Most studies emphasize 

that social capital affects environmental behavior, and both influence the implementation of environmental 

policies [1], [6]. Vaghefi, and Haghighatian (2014) [7], concluded in their research that social capital had a direct 

relation with and facilitating environmental pro-environmental behaviors. Gorgi garsami et al. (2013) [8], 

showed that there is a significant relationship between the important indices of social capital (participation, 

cohesion and trust) and environmental management of individuals. Liu et al (2014) [5], emphasize that 

environmental factors can be affected by strengthening the components of social capital and, in particular, trust. 

Surjono et al (2015) [9], conclude that social capital must be strengthened to achieve rural development, in order 

to reduce environmental degradation. Azucena et al (2013) [10], showed that many factors affect on protecting 

the environment and social capital is one of them. Cascante et al. (2015) [11], found that social capital is one of 

the factors influencing the environmental behavior of people in the community, and can contribute to positive 

behaviors toward the environment. Larson et al (2015) [12], examined the factors influencing environmental 
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behavior and concluded that social capital, and especially the components of participation, trust, and cohesion, 

have a significant impact on environmental behaviors.  Marivan Township in the west of Iran with rich natural 

views like Zarivar Lake and other Jungles attract very tourists all around the country. So, this study has done to 

answer questions e.g. what is the status of social capital in the rural areas? What are the pro-environment 

behaviors of the rural household? Are social capital affect the behavior of rural people regarding the 

environment. 

2. Methodology 

The purpose of this descriptive-correlational study was to investigate the social capital of villages and the 

effect of social capital on the pro-environment behavior of rural people in Marivan Township. The research tool 

was a researcher made questionnaire which its content and face validity verified by an expert panel in this field. 

The questionnaire had three sections: in section one, demographic questions asked, in section two social capital 

of rural people were assessed based on the composite index with 24 items and respondent were asked to answer 

on 5 Responses (very low=1 to very high=5). In section three of the questionnaire, rural men were asked to 

answer questions regarding their behavior about every environment issues. The target population consisted all 

rural households in Marivan Township (N=11228) which 250 of them as the sample were selected based on 

Cochran sampling formula and multi-stage randomized sampling method. A pilot study with 30 rural people was 

done and needed correction in every question and whole questionnaire were done. Data were analyzed with 

SPSS/Win 20 software and statistics of frequency distribution, average, standard deviation, correlation 

coefficient, and multiple regressions were used for reporting the analysis. 

3. Result and Discussion 

The results of showed that the majority of respondents (59 percent) were in the range of 35 to 50 years old. 

95.6 percent of respondents were married. In terms of education level, 21.2 percent were illiterate, 9.2 percent in 

reading and writing level, 38.8 percent of primary school degree, 14.4 percent of guidance school, 11.2 percent 

of diploma, 5.2 percent of undergraduate education level or above. The results showed that 82.8 percent of 

people behave moderately with the environment. The level of social trust, social cohesion and social 

participation in the viewpoint of the majority of people (65.6, 62.4 and 98 percent respectively) were moderate. 

There was a positive and meaningful correlation among three components of social capital with pro-environment 

of rural people and by increasing social capital, responsible environmental behaviors also would be increased. 

The results of researches such as Vaghefi and Haghighatian (2014) [7], Gorgi garsami et al. (2013) [8], Baghaie 

et al. (2008), [13], Liu et al (2014) [5], Surjono et al (2015) [9], Cascante et al (2015) [11], showed that social 

capital and its components have a positive and direct effect on environmental behaviors, which is consistent with 

the results of the present study.  Multiple regression analysis revealed that four variables of educational level, 

social participation, age and social cohesion explained 37.7 percent of rural people pro-environmentally behavior. 
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