BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS
A Journal of Vytautas Magnus University
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 (2022)
ISSN 2029-0454

. Cite: Baltic Journal of Law & Politics 15:4 (2022): 601 -620
> sciendo DOI:10.2478/bjlp-2022-004060

An Empirical Study on Gender Difference in Parental Investment
with Special Reference to Education of Their Children

Mrs.AP.Christy Epsi
Assistant Professor,Saveetha School of Law Saveetha Institute of Medical and
Technical Sciences (SIMATS)

M.Linita Christy
Saveetha School of Law,Saveetha Institute of Medical and Technical
Sciences(SIMATS),Saveetha University , Chennai -77

Received: August 8, 2022; reviews: 2; accepted: November 29, 2022.
Abstract

Gender differences in parental investment of a child's education could arise for a number of
reasons. Parents could simply directly prefer children of a specific gender. Gender difference in
India means health, education, economic and political inequalities between men and women in
India. Gender difference is largely the result of the deeply ingrained systems of patriarchy.
Discrimination against women begins before birth and called this systemic subordination. Gender
inequality in India is an important problem that affects both men and women.To explore whether
there is a wide gap among men and women in education and learning opportunities.The research
method followed by the researcher is empirical research method.Simple convenient sampling
.Total sample size is 205.Independent variables and dependent variables are used by the
researcher .Statistics tools used by the researcher are Pie chart and bar graph.It was found that
most of the urban area people are aware of right to education comparing to rural area people.Few
parents think that no direct benefit for them to invest in girl child education.Most of the parents
they are eagerly willing to spend on their girl and boy child education without any gender
difference.Finally it is concluded that there is no wide gap between men and women in education
and learning opportunities.

Keyword
Gender,Difference,India,Child,Education.
INTRODUCTION

Parents plays an integral part of their child's education.Education is important for all
human beings.But women and girl child have been traditionally facing discrimination
they are not allowed to go to school .Gender inequality in india is largely prevailed as a
result of deeply ingrained system of Patriarchy. Discrimination against women and girl
child begins before the birth it is called as systemic subordination .Parents tend to think
that whatever they spent on sons education it is an investment whereas spending over
daughters education it is waste because they considered as liabilities. Right to
education Act 2009 free and compulsory education for children between 6 and 14yrs in
India under Article 21A of the Indian Constitution. Right to education has become a
fundamental right in the country.Article 14 right to equality,Article 15 No discrimination
based on gender,caste,sex,religion etc.Beti Bachao Beti Padhao schemes ,The chief
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ministers girl child protection scheme of Tamilnadu,Special literacy programme, Sukanya
Samriddhi Yojana scheme. The government has provided many schemes for the
upliftment of girl children.

Factors affecting : Poverty, Unwillingness of parents,Poor economic status,Lack of
knowledge among parents with regard to education, School unavailability in rural
areas,unequal access to education.Liabilities are heavy.Current trends:As part of 2022-
2023 state budget Tamil nadu finance minister Dr.Palanivel thiaga Rajan announced a
monthly assistance of Rs.1,000 for girls in classes 6 to 12 in government
schools.Tamilnadu has one of the highest gross enrolment rates (GER) for higher
education among all states in the country.Providing direct financial assistance to teenage
girls encouraging them to enter higher education.Comparison between different
states:States like Rajasthan ,Uttar Pradesh,Bihar in these states gender disparity was
high in number.Whereas in Kerala female literacy rate is close behind that of male
literacy rate.National statistical office (NSO) data says India's average literacy rate is
77.7%.Male 84.70%in 2021 .Female 70.30% in 2021.Men tended to receive more
education than women in the past but the gender gap in education has reversed in
recent decades in most western countries and many non western countries.

OBJECTIVES

*To know People's awareness about the right to education.

*To understand why Indian parents are unwilling to spend on girls' education.

*To explore whether there is a wide gap among men and women in education and
learning opportunities.

*To find out whether people are aware about schemes and programmes which support
girl children.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE:
1.(Alderman and King 1998)Author explores the disparity in parental investment in
children.Empirical study was followed by the researcher.Author found that disparities in
investment of a child's education is due to poor economic condition of the parents.
2.(Sun and Li 2001)Authors try to find out the impact of parents' marital disruption on
children's schooling.The authors study has found that even prior to family dissolution,
both boys and girls from families that subsequently dissolve perform less well than their
peers whose parents remain married. The results indicate that the negative post-
disruption effects on children's academic achievement can be either largely or completely
predicted by performance and investment differences at the predisruption stage.
3.(Hango 2007)Parental involvement is important for later well-being since it conveys
to children that parents are interested in their development. Results suggest that
parental involvement does matter, but it depends on when involvement and economic
hardship are measured, as well as type of involvement and parent gender.
4.(Quadlin and Powell 2022)explore parental investment in children, that investment
has rarely been examined directly. It was found that Parents’ willingness and ability to
pay, along with savings for children's future education, are shaped first by total income
and the number of children who must share that income. Moreover, parental investment
in higher education is increased when the parents themselves receive parental financial
support.
5.(Tanzania 2016)focuses on parental decisions regarding educational investment.
Data collected from 19 villages and 1,719 children (7-19 years), we investigate the
effects of diversifying livelihoods, wealth and child characteristics on multiple measures
of educational investment in rural Tanzania. Children in (predominantly Maasai)
pastoralist households were the least likely to attend school, while neighbouring farmers
and business owners invested more in education. Household wealth, as measured by
asset ownership, was also independently positively associated with educational
investment for all livelihood types.
6.(Brinton 1993) found that Japanese parents are more likely to want their sons to go
to university than their daughters. Brinton showed that among parents with at least one
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son and at least one daughter, 74% expect financial help from their son, but only 6%
expect it from their daughters. Her second reason was a gender difference in the value
of acquiring higher education. A man with more education has an advantage in the
marriage market but a woman may not.

7.(Akee et al.2010)This differential association of fathers’ and mothers’ bias is
consistent with empirical literature that suggests a differential effect of father’s and
mother’s income or education on boys and girls. Education expenditure is less for sons
and slightly more for daughters if the mother is biassed to the girl, compared to
unbiased mothers. however, this association disappears in the sample with enrolled
children only. The results also suggest that the association of parents’ joint attitude
towards children’s schooling is mostly similar to that of the father’s individual attitude
but not that of the mother’s attitude.

8.(Mohyuddin 2012) This study identifies the factors influencing parental attitude
towards their daughters’ education. It is found that there is no financial benefit for
parents to educate their daughters.

9.(Ambreen 2012) try to find the actual reason for the low participation rate of female
education with reference to gender empowerment. Qualitative anthropological
techniques were used to collect empirical data.It was found that there is no financial
benefit for parents to educate their daughters.

10.(Lin and Lin 2012)author investigates the effects of higher education expansion on
the phenomena of credentialism and gender discrimination in education. It was found
that the higher education expansion does change parents' attitude on female children's
education and increase the possibility for female children to attain higher education.
11.(Hannum et al.2009)tries to investigate the gender gap in education in rural
northwest China. It was found that 9-12-year-old children and their families in rural
Gansu was financially very poor so they cannot afford more for education.

12.(Kaul 2018)Gender discrimination within the household exists in many contexts. In
societies where the norm is to not expect future support from daughters, parents may
invest even less in the health and human capital of girls. In India, as in other patriarchal
societies, the eldest son occupies a special position as the potential head of the extended
family and is expected to assume responsibility for parents' welfare in their old age.
13.(Asongu and Odhiambo 2012) examines the issue of gender inequality in
education in sub-Saharan Africa. It was found that political instability and violence,
poverty and economical challenges, negative cultural values, female genital mutilation,
early marriage, and sexual harassment are some of the leading contributors to gender
inequality in education.

14.(Khanal 2018)tries to find out the role of parental gender preferences in
determining the level of education expenditure for children. It was found that parents
indeed spend more on boys than girls in both rural and urban areas in Nepal. And the
bias is reflected in the higher enrollment levels of boys than girls in private schools.
15.(Li and Tsang 2003) study employs a multidisciplinary approach to understand
household education decisions and their implications for gender inequality in education in
rural China. The study finds that parents have higher educational expectations for boys
than for girls. Household education spending is a heavy economic burden for poor rural
households, and school non-attendance rates are higher for girls than for boys in the
majority of the counties.

16.(Blunch and Das 2015) author tries to identify which factors affect the norms
regarding the education of girls and boys, as well as of women and men, across two
cohorts of married women in Bangladesh. The result indicates that the far-reaching
changes in female education in Bangladesh have had equally far-reaching effects on the
perceived value of education for girls relative to education for boys.

17.(Antman 2012)Estimation of the causal effect of parental migration on children’s
educational attainment is complicated by the fact that migrants and nonmigrants are
likely to differ in unobservable ways that also affect children’s educational outcomes.
18.(Midya and Islam 2022)Gender discrimination is more frequent among the ethnic
minorities in the domain of education. This study among the Muslims in India shows that
the Muslims always lag behind the Hindus in literacy rate and there is widening gap
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between literacy rates of men and women. It further reveals that discrimination
generates from the socio-economic context of a particular community and that the
Muslim women are experiencing discrimination in education due to their parents’ poor
economic condition, lack of awareness, conservativeness, feeling of social insecurity of
their girls, and their early marriage.

19.(Crozier 2001)author focuses on ethnic minority parents in order to address the
deracialisation of parental involvement policies and to extend the critique of parental
involvement discourses. The implications of these, with respect to the opportunities for
ethnic minority parents to intervene on their children's behalf as part of their
commitment to supporting their children's education was found by the author.
20.(Crandall 1995)the author found that females were less likely to receive support
from their parents for college education . Parents' attitudes may lead to discrimination
within families.Parents are discriminating against their own heavyweight daughters.
21.(Shah and Baporikar 2013)Gender inequality refers to the obvious or hidden
disparity between individuals due to gender. Gender discrimination is worldwide
phenomena. There is no country in the world where men are equal to women or do not
have a gender gap.

The constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan gives equal rights and status to both
women and men, there is a clear gender inequality in Pakistan. Society is patriarchal.it is
part of the culture. Working on gender issues is a part of development.

22.(Ayub et al.2021)try to explore if gender discrimination has any role in school
dropout of rural female students in Pakistan. The sample of this qualitative study
consisted of n= 20 participants. Results indicated that gender discrimination appeared
to be the big reason for school dropout along with poverty and domestic or household
responsibilities.

23.(Wolf et al.2016) try to examine the reasons that school children do not attend
school in a sample of Ghanaian students. Girls were more likely to miss school because a
family member was sick, whereas boys were more likely to miss school due to work.
Caregivers’ inability to pay school fees and belief that it is better to educate boys than
girls were related to lower school attendance for girls but not for boys. Implications of
the findings to inform efforts to improve educational access for all children are discussed.

METHODOLOGY

The research method followed by the researcher is an Empirical research method.Simple
convenient sampling .Total sample size is 205.The sample frame taken in
Chennai.Independent variables are age,gender and residential status of the
respondents.The dependent variables are people's awareness about right to
education,reason for not spending on girl child education.Statistics tool used by the
researcher is Chi square,Pie chart and bar graph.

ANALYSIS:
Fig 1:

Legend : Fig 1 represents the age of the respondents .
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Fig 2:
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Legend: Fig 2 represents the gender of the respondents .

Fig 3:

Legend: Fig 3 represents the marital status of the respondents .

Fig 4:

Legend: Fig 4 represents the residential status of the respondents.
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Fig 6:
Legend: Fig 6 represents the income of the respondents.
Fig 7:

Legend: Fig 7 represents the employment status of the respondents.
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Fig 8:

Residence
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Legend: Fig 8 represents a wide gap between men and women in education and learning

opportunities and residential status of the respondents.
Fig 9:
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Legend: Fig 9 represents a wide gap between men and women in education and learning
opportunities and gender of the respondents.
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Legend : Fig 10 represents awareness of the right to education and residential status of
the respondents.

Fig 11:
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Legend: Fig 11 represents the reason Indian parents do not give attention to girl child
education and residential status of the respondents.

608



BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS

ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4

2022

Fig 12:

Residence

I Fural ares
30| 1 Lrkasiy s
[l Semi urban area

20

Percent

0.49%| (0.49% 1 .47% | [1.47%

T
Strongly agree Agres Meutral Disagres Stronaly
disagres

StrongerimplementatienafLaws

Legend: Fig 12 represents stronger implementation of Laws and residential status of the

respondents.
Fig 13:
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Legend : Fig 13 represents Indian parents who do not give equal attention to girl child
education and the residential status of the respondents.
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Fig 14:

Gender
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Legend : Fig 14 represents beti bachao Beti padhao and gender of the respondents.

Fig 15:
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Legend : Fig 15 represents a special literacy programme for women and gender of the
respondents.
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Legend : Fig 16 represents removing community barriers and residential status of the
respondents.

Fig 17:
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Legend : Fig 17 represents creating a lot of awareness among people and the residential
status of the respondents.
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Fig 18:
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Legend : Fig 18 represents Tamilnadu govt scheme for girl child and residential status of
the respondents .

Residential
& IR area
Urban area

Sard el e

Fig 19:

0

Percent

20

Strongly ogree Agee HNeurd Ditagres Srorgy
dsages

In India parents are unwilling to spend on girls
education because educating women is of no value
as they will only serve their husbands and in laws In
future
Legend : Fig 19 represents in India parents are unwilling to spend on girls education

and residential status of the respondents.

RESULT

Majority of the respondents belong to the age group 26-35 (38.73%) and the least
respondents belong to the age group. Above 50 yrs (10.29%).(Fig 1).Both males and
females are 50%(Fig 2).Majority of the respondents are married(71.92%) and the least
respondents are unmarried(28.08%).(Fig 3).Majority of the respondents belong to
urban areas 61.27% and the least respondents belong to semi urban areas 17.16%.(Fig
4).Majority of the respondents are UG graduates (43.63%) and the least respondents
are other uneducated people (12.75%).(Fig 5).Majority of the respondents earn 10,000
to 50,000 (34.8%) and the least respondents earn below 10,000(14.71%)( Fig 6).
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Majority of the respondents are private employees (22.55%) and the least respondents
are students (10.78%).(Fig 7).Majority of the respondents who belong to urban areas
say 40.69% no and the least respondents who belong to semi urban areas say yes
4.90% wide gap between men and women in education.(Fig 8).Majority of the
respondents who are male say no 34.31% and the least respondents who are male say
yes 15.69% wide gap between men and women in education.(Fig 9).

Majority of the respondents who belong to urban areas say they are aware 26.47% and
the least respondents who belong to rural areas say slightly aware 3.92% about the right
to education.(Fig 10)

Majority of the respondents who belong to urban areas say no direct benefit from
investing in girls education 19.12% and the least respondents who belong to rural areas
say there is no adequate resources to spend 1.96% is the reason Indian parents don't
give attention to girl child education.(Fig 11). Majority of the respondents who belong
to urban areas say strongly agree 27.94% and the least respondents who belong to rural
areas & semi urban areas say strongly disagree 1.47% for strongly disagree
implementation of Laws.(Fig 12).Majority of the respondents who belong to urban areas
say 11.27% strongly disagree and the least respondents who belong to rural areas say
1.47% strongly agree that Indian parents don't give attention to girl child education. (Fig
13).Majority of the respondents who are female unaware 24.51% and the least
respondents who are male slightly aware 8.33% about beti bachao beti padhao.(Fig
14).Majority of the respondents who are female are unaware 21.57% and the least
respondents who are female are aware 14.22% about special literacy programmes for
women.(Fig 15)

Majority of the respondents who belong to urban areas say 29.41% strongly agree and
the least respondents who belong to semi urban areas 1.47% strongly disagree about
removing community barriers (Fig 16).Majority of the respondents who belong to urban
areas say 25.49% agree and the least respondents who belong to semi urban areas
1.47% strongly disagree about creating a lot of awareness among people(Fig
17).Majority of the urban area respondents 37.25% aware and the least semi urban
area people are slightly aware about tamilnadu govt scheme for girl child(Fig
18).Majority of the respondents who belong to urban area 32.84% strongly disagree and
the least rural respondents 2.94% say neutral for India parents are unwilling to spend on
girls education and residential status of the respondents(Fig 19)

DISCUSSION

Most of the urban area people feel that at present there is no wide gap between men
and women in education and learning opportunities because most of women they started
to educate themselves and they excel in very field and no one can stop them from
achieving their goals .When it comes to studies they get good marks comparing to
men.So there is no wide gap in education and learning opportunities of a women(Fig
8).Most of the male they feel that there is no wide gap between men and women in
education and learning opportunities because compared to men ,women are achieving
more in education and they learn everything faster.Women they utilise every
opportunities which is available to them in order to succeed in their life and they have a
strong will power to achieve many things.Even men get amazed by seeing
women.Because women they give their best in all the work.Women are equal to men so
nowadays there is no wide gap between tmen in education and learning
opportunities(Fig 9).Most of the urban area people are very much aware of right to
education is there fundamental they came to know through reading books and
newspaper and even through people's they came to know .Comparing to rural area ,in
urban area people are vigilant about right to education (Fig 10).Few people feel that
there is no direct benefit in investing in girls' education.Because permanently girls will
not stay with her parents she will go to her matrimonial home.So parents don't get any
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benefit from their daughter .Few people they have this kind of mindset .So this is the
reason for not focusing on girl child education(Fig 11).

Most of the urban area people they strongly agree that strong implementation of Law will
definitely help the girl child to pursue her education without any obstacles (Fig
12).Most of the urban area people strongly disagree.Comparing to ancient India ,now in
India most of the parents give more focus on their girl child's education.They want their
daughter to be educated and they don't show any kind of partiality between their son
and daughter.There was a drastic change in parents attitude (Fig 13).Most of the
female are unaware about the scheme beti bachao beti padhao because they didn't even
know such kind of scheme exist due to failure of the scheme and government is not
promoting such schemes and no one has educated them regarding such schemes(Fig
14)

Most of the females are unaware about the special literacy programme for women.No
one has educated them regarding such programmes.Even governments promotion has
also didn't reached them(Fig 15).Most of the urban area people feel that removing
community barriers which help the girl child to pursue her education without any
hurdles .Few parents believes in societal thoughts and they want their daughters to get
married in earlier age in the form of child marriage and automatically girl child will drop
out from school so removing community barrier is most important (Fig 16).Most of the
people says creating awareness among people about importance of education there
should not be any kind of gender differences between men and women in
education.Every one has to get an opportunity to learn and educate them self
equally. Through awareness people will get to know about their rights in the society(Fig
17).Most of the people they are aware about tamil nadu government scheme for girl
child they came to know through government initiatives and through few social
workers(Fig 18).Most of the people strongly disagree that Indian parents are unwilling
to spend on girls' education.Most of the parents they want their girl child to be educated
and they want their son and daughters to be elevated to high post and to lead successful
life.Most of the parents they show willingness and they are ready to spend on their girl
child education (Fig 19)

CONCLUSION & SUGGESTIONS

Gender differences in parental investment of a child's education could arise due to
number of reasons. Parents could simply directly prefer children of a specific gender.
Gender difference in India means health, education, economic and political inequalities
between men and women in India. Gender difference is largely the result of the deeply
ingrained systems of patriarchy. Discrimination against women begins before birth and
called this systemic subordination. Gender inequality in India is an important problem
that affects both men and women.To explore whether there is a wide gap among men
and women in education and learning opportunities.It was found that most of the urban
area people are aware of right to education comparing to rural area people.Few parents
think that no direct benefit for them to invest in girl child education.Most of the parents
they are eagerly willing to spend on their girl and boy child education without any gender
difference.Most of the people are unaware about the schemes which is introduced by the
government in order to support girl child financial to pursue her education.

The government can create awareness among people regarding importance of education
for both boys and girls without any gender discrimination and stronger implementation
of Laws,Removing community barriers and educating parents all these can made to
remove the gender difference in the society. Finally it is concluded that there is no wide
gap between men and women in education and learning opportunities.

REFERENCE

Alderman, Harold, and Elizabeth M. King. “"Gender Differences in Parental Investment in

614


http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/sO6F

BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

Education.” Structural Change and Economic Dynamics, vol. 9, no. 4, 1998, pp.
453-68, https://doi.org/10.1016/s0954-349x(98)00040-x.

Sun, Yongmin, and Yuanzhang Li. “Marital Disruption, Parental Investment, and
Children’s Academic Achievement.” Journal of Family Issues, vol. 22, no. 1, 2001,
pp. 27-62, https://doi.org/10.1177/019251301022001002.

Hango, Darcy. “Parental Investment in Childhood and Educational Qualifications: Can
Greater Parental Involvement Mediate the Effects of Socioeconomic
Disadvantage?” Social Science Research, vol. 36, no. 4, 2007, pp. 1371-90,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2007.01.005.

Quadlin, Natasha, and Brian Powell. Who Should Pay? Higher Education, Responsibility,
and the Public: Higher Education, Responsibility, and the Public. Russell Sage
Foundation, 2022.

“Sending Children to School: Rural Livelihoods and Parental Investment in Education in
Northern Tanzania.” Evolution and Human Behaviour: Official Journal of the
Human Behaviour and Evolution Society, vol. 37, no. 2, Mar. 2016, pp. 142-51.

Brinton, Mary C. Women and the Economic Miracle: Gender and Work in Postwar Japan.
Univ of California Press, 1993.

Akee, Randall K. Q., et al. Child Labor and the Transition Between School and Work.
Emerald Group Publishing, 2010.

Mohyuddin, Anwaar. “Development in the Education Sector in Zandra, Balochistan (Micro
Analysis of World System Theory in Anthropological Perspective).” IOSR Journal
of Humanities and Social Science, vol. 4, no. 4, 2012, pp. 40-44,
https://doi.org/10.9790/0837-0444044.

Ambreen, Mamonah. Cultural Factors Influencing Gender Literacy Level: A Case Study Of
Village Dasuya, District Faisalabad. LAP Lambert Academic Publishing, 2012.

Lin, Ching-Yuan, and Chun-Hung A. Lin. “Does Higher Education Expansion Reduce
Credentialism and Gender Discrimination in Education?” Social Indicators
Research, vol. 109, no. 2, 2012, pp. 279-93, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-
011-9902-x.

Hannum, Emily, et al. “Family Sources of Educational Gender Inequality in Rural China:
A Critical Assessment.” International Journal of Educational Development, vol. 29,
no. 5, 2009, pp. 474-86, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2009.04.007.

Kaul, Tara. “Intra-Household Allocation of Educational Expenses: Gender Discrimination
and Investing in the Future.” World Development, vol. 104, 2018, pp. 336-43,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.12.017.

Asongu, Simplice, and Nicholas Odhiambo. “Thresholds of Income Inequality That
Mitigate the Role of Gender Inclusive Education in Promoting Gender Economic
Inclusion in Sub-Saharan Africa.” SSRN Electronic Journal,
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3496346.

Khanal, Shaleen. “Gender Discrimination in Education Expenditure in Nepal: Evidence
from Living Standards Surveys.” Asian Development Review, vol. 35, no. 1, 2018,
pp. 155-74, https://doi.org/10.1162/adev_a_00109.

Li, Danke, and Mun C. Tsang. “Household Decisions and Gender Inequality in Education
in Rural China.” China: An International Journal, vol. 01, no. 02, 2003, pp. 224-
48, https://doi.org/10.1142/s0219747203000153.

Blunch, Niels-Hugo, and Maitreyi Bordia Das. "Changing Norms about Gender Inequality
in Education: Evidence from Bangladesh.” Demographic Research, vol. 32, 2015,
pp. 183-218, https://doi.org/10.4054/demres.2015.32.6.

Antman, Francisca M. “Gender, Educational Attainment, and the Impact of Parental
Migration on Children Left Behind.” Journal of Population Economics, vol. 25, no.
4, Oct. 2012, pp. 1187-214

Midya, Dipak K., and Md Mohidul Islam. “Gender Discrimination in Education among the
Muslims: A Case Study in an Indian Village for Identifying the Key Factors.”
Journal of Asian and African Studies, 2022, p. 002190962211060,
https://doi.org/10.1177/00219096221106079.

Crozier, Gill. “Excluded Parents: The Deracialisation of Parental Involvement [1].” Race
Ethnicity @ and  Education, vol. 4, no. 4, 2001, pPp. 329-41,

‘ 615


http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/sO6F
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/sO6F
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/sO6F
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/sO6F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0954-349x(98)00040-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0954-349x(98)00040-x
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/aUfw
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/PdkY
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2007.01.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2007.01.005
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/xOac
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/xOac
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/xOac
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/xOac
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/xOac
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/c1Fk
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/c1Fk
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/c1Fk
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/c1Fk
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/c1Fk
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/B0q2
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/B0q2
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/B0q2
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/B0q2
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/K0R3
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/K0R3
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/K0R3
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/K0R3
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/QlUp
http://dx.doi.org/10.9790/0837-0444044
http://dx.doi.org/10.9790/0837-0444044
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/kHYa
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/kHYa
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/kHYa
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/kHYa
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/gLtc
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11205-011-9902-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11205-011-9902-x
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/7twf
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/wJlP
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/TER5
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3496346
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3496346
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/EBsR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OeoF
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Iaio
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/oapo
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/oapo
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/oapo
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/oapo
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/oapo
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/2Ewg
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR

BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

https://doi.org/10.1080/13613320120096643.

Crandall, Christian S. “Do Parents Discriminate Against Their Heavyweight Daughters?”
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, vol. 21, no. 7, 1995, pp. 724-35,
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167295217007.

Shah, Iqgtidar Ali, and Neeta Baporikar. “Gender Discrimination: Who Is Responsible?
Evidence from Pakistan.” Women’s Studies, vol. 42, no. 1, 2013, pp. 78-95,
https://doi.org/10.1080/00497878.2013.736284.

Ayub, Manan Aslam Muhammad Aslam Muhammad Ahsin, et al. "ROLE OF EDUCATION
IN WOMEN EMPOWERMENT: A CASE OF RURAL PUNJAB, PAKISTA.” Pakistan
Journal of Educational Research, vol. 2, no. 2, 2021,
https://doi.org/10.52337/pjer.v2i2.22.

Wolf, Sharon, et al. “Barriers to School Attendance and Gender Inequality: Empirical
Evidence from a Sample of Ghanaian Schoolchildren.” Research in Comparative
and International Education, wvol. 11, no. 2, 2016, pp. 178-93,
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745499916632424.

PLAGIARISM REPORT

PLAGIARISM SCAN REPORT

O

Content Checked For Plaglarism

Vi comlit simply divectly prefar chikleen of » spe<ific gendes. Gen

rcriminaton sgainst women begine before birth and called this systermic subordination. Con

Similarity S0%

Title Boy-Girl Ditfarunces in Parental Tim

Shmitarity 25%
Tite An Anabysis of the Indian Furthor

616


http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/tthR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/OugR
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/UV2H
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/0HDO
http://dx.doi.org/10.52337/pjer.v2i2.22
http://dx.doi.org/10.52337/pjer.v2i2.22
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://paperpile.com/b/fnBkCO/Pyie
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745499916632424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1745499916632424

BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

8:53 AM Wed 7 Sep

PLAGIARISM SCAN REPORT

10075
00 Words

Characten

Content Checked For Plagiarism

plled as a re
s Dirth 1t is called

wstment wheroas spending

of pavents ¥
niral areas.unequal acces 5 Are ey
ju fnance minster Dr Palar INNOUNCEd 3 mon

100ls Tamilnadu ha

ging doect inancial assestar

ke Rajasthan

e behing tf

Men tendad L0 recew

t decades

Matched Source

sgiarsm |

617



BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

8:55 AM Wed 7 Sep

PLAGIARISM SCAN REPORT

100%

Urrgue

Characten

Content Checked For Plagiarism

ig 71.80th male

ndian parent

Matched Source

618



BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

3 AM Wed 7 Sep

ICloud

PLAGIARISM SCAN REPORT

100

Mogarned Uregqus

Characters

Content Checked For Plagiarism

pponunmes t

1op them from achiey : y \ 5 stL 1 ol a |

vark

wide gap In education and ties of a won Flg B) Most of the male they | there is no v

between men and we nIned v and learming oppartursties because compe N NOmen are achieving m
stion and they learn every g laster. Wor they utilse every opportt t s s 1o them
scceed in their life and they hive 5 < e pOwes 10 achisve mary th < Ever 1 r v seeing
women Secouss e ey give ther best in all the work 'Women are ¢
between tmen in educ | learring of Fig ) Most of the
ation is there fundamer 2 ) krow wugh reading bocks and
) nural area irban area peogle are wgilant abe

education Because permanently

om their daughts

srea peophe they strong
without

of the parents give more

v aryy ond of paniality betwee

jachao bet: paciha

% not promoting such

thern regarding

619



BALTIC JOURNAL OF LAW & POLITICS ISSN 2029-0454
VOLUME 15, NUMBER 4 2022

8:53 AM Wed 7 Sep

< AlliCloud

PLAGIARISM SCAN REPORT

Words

Characters

Content Checked For Plagiarism

5€ Jcat
Parents could simply directly preter children of a specific gender
between men and w

Discrimination against women begins before birth and called this systemic subordination

ts both men and women 7o explore whether there 15 8 wide gap amang

Matched Source

Similarity 50%

Title Boy-Girl Differences in Parental Time Investments

Similarity 20%

Title An Analysis of the Indian Further Education System Regarding

620



