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Table 1. Respondents’ socio-economic profile
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Table 2. Estimation results of Double bounded dichotomous choice format of CVM
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Abstract

Wetland mangrove forests, are one of the unique ecosystems that provide a wide range of
functions and ecosystem services. In recent years, due to indiscriminate and unprincipled
exploitations, as well as not considering them in the decisions related to the protection and
development of land use, they have been lost or faced with a significant quality drop. The
improvement of the ecological status of these forests depends on paying more attention to their
protection. Since the households living in the villages around these forests are dependent on the
use values of these resources to provide their livelihood and their families, and protection
requires reducing their use of forests, it is better to use economic incentives such as
compensation payments for the effective protection of these forests.
To achieve this goal- the WTA of local communities living in the areas adjacent to these forests was
evaluated based on data derived from questionnaire surveys. The CVM questionnaires with dichotomous
choice format were carefully designed with WTA measure and local people were asked about their
preferences for reduction of access to Hara forests under hypothetical scenarios in which they would
receive monetary compensation for lessening or forgoing forest utilization. The results of binary logit
model for CVM survey data showed that 99 percent of respondents willing to accept a reduction in their
forest utilization and participate in the protection programs. The mean WTA estimated 2110274
Rial/household/day (63308220 Rial/month).

Key words: Conservation, Contingent Valuation Method, Questionnaire, Local Communities, Logit
Model.



