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Persistence in gender inequality in edu-
cation is an important dimension of human dep-
rivation, which is mainly attributed to some eco-
nomic and cultural factors. In rural areas, girl’s
education is still given low priority because pri-
mary concern of rural people is livelihood.
Siddhanta and Nandy (2003) in their study found
wide disparity in educational level of males and
females in Gujarat and  and indicated that both
in rural and urban sectors gender gap in educa-
tion development was largely due to gender gap
in average years of schooling. They revealed
that economic prosperity alone can not ensure
gender equality in education in Indian rural so-
ciety. In urban areas economic prosperity can
combat gender disparity in educational attain-
ment but in rural population economic prosper-
ity has significant positive relationship with
gender gap in education. So, improvement in
average years of schooling for female is an ef-
fective policy prescription.
Table : 1  Gender Gap in Literacy Rates, 2001

Sr. 
No. Level Total Rural Urban 

1 All India 19.00 21.00 12.20 

2 Gujarat 21.90 26.50 13.70 

(Source : Siddhanta and Nandy, 2003) 
To study the existing situation of per-

ceptions of rural parents towards Girls educa-
tion, the present study was conducted with the
following objectives:
Objectives:
1. To study the perceptions of rural parents to-
wards gender discrimination with regard to edu-
cation of girl child. 2. To find out the difference
between rural parents perception with regard to
girl’s education. 3. To find out the relationship
if any between rural parents characteristics and
education of girl child.

Research Methodology—Research method-
ology is the chassis of research problem. Be-
cause quality of scientific research if judged on
the basis  of  i ts  methodological  approach.

Present study was conducted in Visnagar and
Unjha taluka of purposively selected Mehsana
district on 200 rural parents.

A Pre-Structured and pre-tested inter-
view schedule was used for collecting data. Data
were collected by personal interview technique.
Statistical Analysis was done by computing fre-
quencies, percentage, mean standard deviation,
correlation coefficient (‘r’) test and ‘z’ test.
Result & Discussion:-

Data presented in above table-3 portrays
that majority of rural parents (60%) showed posi-
tive perceptions towards girls education. Only 24%
parents showed negative perception towards girls
education and 16% parents were found neutral in their
perception regarding girls education. The findings
of  s tudy are in  contrast  of  the f inding of
Bhardwaj and grower (2002), Arokiasamy and
Pradhan (2003) and Siddhanta and Nandy (2003).
This kind of positive change in rural parents per-
ception may be helpful in improving the educa-
tional status of rural girls in future.

From the ‘Z’ value given in above table,
it is clear that there was significant difference in
the perceptions of rural parents. Mean values
showed that perceptions of rural fathers were
comparatively more positive than rural mothers
towards education of girl child.

It is evident from the ‘r’ values given in
table-5 indicate that age and family size showed
significant but negative correlation at 0.01 per-
cent level with perception of parents towards girl’s
education. Whereas, family type was found to
have significantly negative correlation at 0.05
percent level of significance. Education, annual
family income, mass media exposure, social par-
ticipation, urban contacts as well as localiteness-
cosmopoliteness and conservatism-liberalism
was showed significant correlation at 0.01 per-
cent level of significance. Other attributes
namely. caste, occupation, land holding as well
as change proneness showed non-significant re-
lationship with perceptions of rural parents to-
wards education of girl child.
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Conclusion—I t  can be concluded that

though rural parents have positive perceptions
toward girl education and also understand value
of girl’s education but girls are discriminated
against boys due to limited economic resources,
non-availability of educational facilities at vil-

lage level and due to various socio cultural rea-
sons. Statistically too, significant difference be-
tween fathers and mothers perception was found.
Fathers had more positive perception than moth-
ers. So rural mothers needs to be sensitized more in-
tensively about the importance of  girls education.

S r .  
N o .  T a l u k a s  F e m a l e ( % )  M a l e ( % )  

1  U n jh a  7 2 .3 0  8 9 .6 0  

2  V i s n a g a r  6 9 .9 6  8 8 .8 9  

3  M e h s a n a  6 7 .8 2  8 8 .5 3  

4  V i ja p u r  6 6 .8 0  8 7 .1 4  

5  B e c h r a j i  5 3 .2 5  8 3 .0 8  

6  K h e r a l u  5 2 .0 6  7 9 .9 2  

7  S a t l a s a n a  4 4 .0 3  7 7 .3 6  

8  V a d n a g a r  5 5 .6 2  8 4 .3 1  

9  K a d i  6 1 .9 1  8 5 .6 5  

1 0  G u ja r a t  5 8 .6 0  8 0 .5 0  

(S o u r c e  :  P o p u l a t i o n  C e n c u s ,  2 0 0 1 )  

Table No.-2 Educational level of Females
and males in Mehsana district. (Gujarat)

Table–3 : Perception of rural parents (father&mother)
towards education of girl child. (n=200)

S r .  
N o .  T y p e  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  F r e q u e n c y

1  N e g a t iv e  ( 1 2 - 1 9 )  4 8  

2  N e u t r a l  ( 2 0 - 2 7 )  3 2  

3  P o s i t i v e  ( 2 8 - 3 6 )  1 2 0  
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Table–4 :Significant difference in the perceptions of rural parents (father & mother)

towards education of girl child. (n=100; n2=100)

Rural 
Parents  M ean M ean 

Difference 

Standard 
error of 

mean 
dif ference 

‘Z’ 
V alue Result 

Fathers  29.0000 

M others 26.3400 
2 .6600 1 .0474 2 .5397 *  

* Significant at 0.05 percent level. 

Table–5 :Association between dependent and independent  variables

S r .  
N o .  

I n d e p e n d e n t  V a r i a b l e s  D e p e n d e n t  V a r i a b l e s  

  C o - e f f i c i e n t  o f  
c o r r e l a t i o n  ‘ r ’  v a l u e  

1  A g e  ( X 1 )  -  0 . 1 8 5 9 * *  

2  E d u c a t i o n  ( X 2 )    0 . 5 4 3 5 * *  

3  C a s t e  ( X 3 )    0 . 1 2 6 9 N S  

4  F a m i l y  T y p e  ( X 4 )  -  0 . 1 5 1 2 *  

5  F a m i l y  S i z e  ( X 5 )  -  0 . 2 6 6 9 * *  

6  A n n u a l  F a m i l y  I n c o m e  ( X 6 )    0 . 2 1 9 0 * *  

7  O c c u p a t i o n  ( X 7 )  -  0 . 0 6 5 8 N S  

8  L a n d  H o l d i n g  ( X 8 )    0 . 0 6 5 8  N S  

9  M a s s  M e d i a  E x p o s u r e  ( X 9 )    0 . 4 0 6 9 * *  

1 0  S o c i a l  P a r t i c i p a t i o n  ( X 1 0 )    0 . 3 2 6 2 * *  

1 1  U r b a n  C o n t a c t s  ( X 1 1 )    0 . 3 4 2 5 * *  

1 2  C h a n g e  P r o n e n e s s  ( X 1 2 )    0 . 0 6 3 4 N S  

1 3  L o c a l i t e  C o s m o p o l i t e n e s s  ( X 1 3 )    0 . 1 9 3 5 * *  

1 4  C o n s e r v a t i s m  –  L i b e r a l i s m  ( X 1 4 )    0 . 3 1 3 7 * *  

*  =  S i g n i f i c a n t  a t  0 . 0 5  le v e l  
* *  =  S i g n i f ic a n t  a t  0 .0 1  l e v e l  
N S =  N o n - S i g n i f i c a n t  
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