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Measuring Patriarchy in India’

Existing indices of gender equality fail to adequately consider and contextualize the broader construct of patriarchy, a social system
that underlies many gender inequitable practices. Addressing this gap is a key step towards mapping and understanding the
differential manifestations of this system, and offers an important complement to other measures of gender equality.
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KEY FINDINGS:
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Cronbach’s alpha value of 0.77.
2
21 z » Psychometric testing demonstrates good construct validity of
the IPI. All the three indices - WEI, GVI, and GDI - were
I negatively correlated with the IPI (Figure 1).
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& & N S @ & 06\ ,\ &
@”" Rag /\b@ \i ;‘9@8« @0 bg\\"’ é‘&& g\*ﬁb \@\ \;@
& L & N g . .
T e = «  Temporal trends show slow changes in IPI over time, based on

time trend analyses from 1992-93 to 2015-16.
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In 2015-16, Meghalaya, a largely matrilineal state in north-east Figure 3: India Patriarchy Index ranking by key socio-
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The southern states generally had lower patriarchy levels 28 25 26
compared to the northern, central, and western Indian states

in each of the survey rounds.
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Very low and low IPI values were seen primarily in districts of
Kerala, Tamil Nadu, and north-eastern India.

The Moran’s | value was 0.61, indicating strong spatial

autocorrelation in the IPI across the districts of India.
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Figure 4: Spatial distribution of the India Patriarchy ’ &<5.0
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> » The IPI provides an additional lens through which women’s
empowerment and gender equity in different communities
across India can be better understood.

+ Since the IPI is based on NFHS (DHS equivalent in India),
similar locally-contextualized patriarchy indices can be
constructed for other low- and middle- income countries.

+ The consistent nature of the NFHS (DHS) data enables
examination of geographic and time variability in the IPI at
the sub-national level.

«. The IPI offers the first opportunity to rank Indian states and
union territories based on their levels of patriarchy.

« The IPI also allows researchers and policy-makers to
quantitatively examine variations in patriarchy levels by
caste, religion, urban-rural residence, and size of
landholding.

+ In addition, the IPI allows for identification of geographic

I Data not available district clusters with high, or low, levels of patriarchy.
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