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Abstract:

The purpose of this descriptive research was to analyze
the relationship between socio-demographic
characteristics and the environmental behavior of rural
women. The statistical population of the study was 1288
rural women in the Halil Rood watershed of Jiroft
Township. Sample size determined 297 via using
Krejcie and Morgan’s table. Sampling method was
proportional stratified sampling. The research instrument
was a researcher-designed questionnaire. Validity of the
questionnaire confirmed by a panel of experts. To
determine the reliability of the questionnaire, a pilot test
was conducted. Then Cronbach’s Alpha was calculated.
The value was between 0.71 to 0.87 for research
variables. Research results showed that the majority of
rural women had a desirable situation about all
components of the theory of planned behavior (Attitude,
Subjective  Norms, Perceived Behavior Control,
Intention, and Behavior). Research results also showed
that the pro-environmental behavior of rural women was
different according to their type of occupation and
marital status. Also literacy and age had a significant
relationship with pro-environmental behavior of rural
women.
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Frequency of respondents' levels of perception
olbe llao b kol ¥ho
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o )0 ‘!‘5‘)5 o )0 @‘5,)3 o )0 ‘_,"5‘;3
Percentage | Frequency | Percentage | Frequency | Percentage | Frequency
57.5 150 45 11 0 0 hamecans U35
Environmental Attitude
ad gl lun
70.5 184 29.1 76 0.4 1 ‘{‘m “5 )
Subjective Norms
67.8 177 31.8 83 0.4 1 - S )'”{ Jrs
Perceived Behavior Control
70.1 183 284 74 1.5 4 aaanini
Environmental Intention
78.9 206 20.3 53 0.8 2 e W
Environmental Behavior
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Table 3. Comparison of Research Environmental Variables by Level of Literacy

ke 9 12,8
J . whed ) ]
s9iee )N.L!. D-Plfﬁa High Illi::';::e Jres
(n2) Ul LSD Sig. F Technician 'ploma school ~ "
& and above (n=85) -9 Jn=30( Variable
Eta _ (n=95)
(n=52)
Square S [ M [Sd [ M [Sd [ M |[sd][ M
- - 0.10 2.08 0.48 | 3.81 | 0.46 | 3.63 | 0.42 | 3.68 | 0.37 | 3.65 ‘y’&)
Attitude
23 gyl
0.023 2,4>3 | 0.01 | 3.84** | 0.52 | 4.03 | 0.51 | 3.74 | 0.54 | 3.91 | 0.48 | 3.93 Subjective
Norms
Sk, S8
[XW)
- - | 016 | 176 | 058 | 3.98 | 0.64 [ 3.74 | 0.65 | 3.87 [ 0.70 | 375 | perceived
Behavior
Control
- - 0.07 241 0.77 | 4.00 | 0.65 | 3.77 | 0.70 | 3.98 | 0.60 | 4.09 w
Intention
l:_é
0.048 4>23 | 0.005 | 4.36** | 0.47 | 428 | 0.61 | 3.92 | 0.51 | 4.06 | 0.61 | 4.06 )
Behavior
** p<0.01
Table4. Comparison of Research Environmental Variables by Type of Job
U1 ygdome e $,lails o8 Jo9lis .
(m2) LSD Sig. F Housekeeping | Employee Farmer B
(n=133) (n=37) (n=91) Variable
Eta Square sd M | Sd | M | Sd | M
0.033 2>1,3 | 0.01 | 4.25%* | 043 3.67 | 045 | 3.88 | 0.44 | 3.62 w’&
Attitude
a3 gl lun
0.051 2,3>1 | 0.001 | 6.99%* | 0.48 392 | 0.56 | 4.09 | 0.54 | 3.74 L;Md )~
Subjective Norms
ol S b8, S
0.039 2,3>1 | 0.006 | 5.19** | 0.58 3.90 | 0.61 | 4.02 | 0.72 | 3.67 Perceived
Behavior Control
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Table 5. Comparison of Research Environmental Variables by Marital Status

Jal 5 ..
Cohns’ d Sig. t Married (n=202) Single (n=54) v " b
sd M sd M artable
- 0.984 0.02 0.45 3.68 0.41 3.68 ‘”SJ
Attitude
- 0.428 0.794 0.52 3.89 0.57 3.83 “’fm ‘_jb)w
Subjective Norms
0.31 0.038 2.09* 0.64 3.87 0.62 3.67 o <2 ’b’_ s
Perceived Behavior Control
0.30 0.046 2.00* 0.68 3.97 0.69 3.76 w
Intention
0.31 0.036 2.10* 0.52 4.10 0.64 3.92 )b)_
Behavior
* p<0.05
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Table 6. Comparison of Research Environmental Variables by Participation in Natural Resource Projects
No & Yes 4l -
Cohns’ d Sig. t (n=172) (n=67) . ’;_ il
Sd M sd M artabie
- 0.825 0.22 0.43 3.69 0.47 3.68 ‘y’&
Attitude
- 0.066 1.85 0.53 3.85 0.45 3.98 3 sl
Subjective Norms
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Perceived Behavior Control
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0.53 0.000 3.48%* 0.60 3.97 0.44 4.25 4 ),
Behavior
** p<0.01
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Table 7. Comparison of Research Environmental Variables by Participation in Environmental Training

Courses
s oy
No (n=254) Yes (n=11)
Sig. Z Jado | U ,lade ) ) B
Sy ke | gl (W Sbe Variable
Ranking Mean | Ranking Mean
0.480 -0.706 1178 127.81 143.91 w,&
Attitude
0985 | -0.019 1343 127.48 128.91 3 sl o
Subjective Norms
0.678 -0.415 1248 128.90 119.50 °M S )w’_ J=s
Perceived Behavior Control
0.199 | -1285 | 1041 129.75 100.64 “
Intention
l:é
0.871 -0.163 1308 128.66 124.95 0
Behavior
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Table 8. Correlation of Age and Duration of Residence in Village with Environmental Variables

By, w5iw WXV o .
Duration of residence in village Age Va;iable
Sig. Spearman's rho Sig. Spearman's rho
0.215 0.077 0.007 0.168** "W)SJ
Attitude
0.034 0.132%* 0.001 0.199%* 22 laylria
Subjective Norms
0.159 0.088 0.001 0.212%* ,bm S0 )m), s
Perceived Behavior Control
0.009 0.162%* 0.000 0.261** w
Intention
3,
0.334 0.059 0.001 0.136* .
Behavior
*p<0.05  ** p<0.01
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