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Abstract

The study investigates supply-side factors that responsible for child labor in Zhob and Sherani
districts of Baluchistan. With the use of a structured questionnaire, primary data is gathered
in order to achieve the goals. The data is analyzed *using the Logit Model. Four categories are
used to categorize the primary activities of children: "school only," "combining school and
work," "work only," and "no school no work." The study's findings show that child labor in
these two regions is mostly caused by low household incomes, or poverty. In addition to that,
other factors have also significant impact on household’s decision regarding child time
allocation. One of the study's key conclusions demonstrates that parents support their sons'
education, indicating the existence of gender bias in the educational system. While older
children are more likely to participate in work-only and school-only activities, younger
children are more likely to engage in school-only and no school work activities. Children of
female headed households are more likely to combine school and work. Child labor is
negatively impacted by the education and employment status of the head of family and parents,
whereas child schooling is positively impacted by education and employment status of parents
and head of household. The size of the household has a positive correlation with labor and a
negative correlation with child education. When literate adults live in the home, there is a
positive correlation between school-only activities and work-only, school-only, and no school-
no-work activities.
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1. Introduction

Child labor is exploited both socially and economically, which is wrong for humankind.
Although it is widely acknowledged that child labor is a bad thing, the key issue is how to
address it. Even though it is illegal for minors to work, child labor is a common phenomenon
in poor nations like Pakistan. It necessitates a thorough analysis of the socioeconomic factors
that contribute to child labor in emerging nations. The topic is currently receiving attention on
a worldwide scale and is the subject of serious discussion in both industrialized and developing
nations. Long before industrialization, there existed child labor in many forms, and a child was
defined as one who was "aged 18 and under" (United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child, 1973) as a ready labor supply. Following the Industrial Revolution, families that had
previously worked in formland moved more and more into cities, where they were used as a
cheap labor source by British manufacturers. Child labor has always been a problem in the
agricultural sector of the subcontinent. Since there were typically no schools in the villages,
working on farms provided training for future employment. The British brought with them the
practice of mass child exploitation in the subcontinent.

Child labor in Pakistan started mainly in the 1960s because of the nation's determination to
strengthen its industrial base. To end child labor, Pakistan implemented two labor laws. The
Employment of Children Act (ECA) of 1991 was the first law to forbid using children younger
than the age of 14 for any hazardous work in a mine or factory. The Peshgi system, which was
a type of bonded labor in which companies gave cash in advance to a worker or the worker's
parents, and the worker was then obligated to the creditor until the loan was paid back, was
terminated by the second law, the Bonded Labor Act of 1992. May 2000 saw the National
Policy approved by the Federal Cabinet.

The situation of children in Pakistan remained dire even after the country ratified the UN
Convention on the Rights of the Child. Children are exploited in every aspect of the economy
nowadays, since they work in every field. It was believed that child laborers constituted about
25% of the workforce in the nation. Despite the country's laws against it, child labor is still on
the rise, with over 10 million child labor working [UNESCO Islamabad, June 2012]. Child
labor is a sin that endangers children's participation, safety, growth, and ability to survive. Child
labor is a far more serious criminal than other types of crimes since, in contrast to other crimes
that only affect specific individuals, Compared to other crimes, child labor is far more serious
because it affects the entire generation, as opposed to other crimes that simply harm certain
individuals. Since child labor is wrong, identifying its causes would facilitate the introduction
of effective policies aimed at ending it. Because Baluchistan’s demographics and other regional
features differ greatly from those of the rest of the nation, a district-specific study is necessary
to provide a meaningful explanation for the problem. In order to better understand the
socioeconomic factors that contribute to child labor in Baluchistan’s Zhob and Sherani districts,
this study is being conducted.

2. Literature Review

Basic research on modeling approaches for child labor includes unitary models of household
decision-making based on Becker's (1981) work. Current empirical data suggests that unitary
household models might not offer a significant insight into household behavior, while a
growing body of empirical research indicates that collective models do offer a significant
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understanding. This strategy has been updated by Moehling, who portrays the transaction as
taking place between a parent and their child within the family. An overview of the
development of theories on the modeling of child labor is given by Basu (1999). It is argued
that research on collective models of household decision-making overlooked the opposite
effect and discovered that considering the reciprocal relationship between issues of power and
choices within the household leads to intriguing new understandings of both household
equilibrium and child labor (Basu, 2006). Work to raise awareness of the problem of child labor
in Pakistan and around the world is proliferating. The body of research indicates that poverty,
parental education, earnings for both adults and children, parent age, family size, and other
factors are key contributors to child labor.

There are different opinions regarding the relationship between poverty and child work, despite
the fact that empirical research indicates that poverty is a significant supply-side element of
child labor at both the micro and macro levels. The majority of research papers (Hussain, 1985,
1997; Khan, 1982, 2001, 2003; Delap, 2001; Ray, 2000; Chaudhry and Khan, 2002; Maitra and
Ray, 2002; Kulsoom, 2009; Shaikh et al., 2015) concludes that poverty is the primary cause of
child labor. According to some research, there are other factors that have a greater impact on
child work than poverty, including low-quality education, a lack of employment opportunities,
and development (Emerson and Souza, 2008; Siddigi, 2009; Hai et al., 2010; fors, 2007, 2010).
These other factors appear to be the main cause of child labor.

Research has shown that a child's and parents educational background has a detrimental impact
on the way the child works (Rosenzweig and Evenson, 1977; Tienda, 1979; Khan, 2001;
Kurosaki et al., 2006; Hai et al., 2010). Regarding the influence of parents' educational
attainment on child labor, opinions are unanimous. There is disagreement on the relative effects
of mother and father education on child labor, despite the fact that nearly all research support
the idea that parental education has a negative impact on child labor. The majority of studies
concludes that a mother's education has a greater detrimental effect on child labor than a father's
(Addison et al., 1997; Khan, 2003; Kurosaki et al., 2006). According to some research, fathers'
education has a greater impact on reducing their children's labor market engagement than
mothers' does (Tienda, 1979; Nath and Hadi, 2000). Demographic and cultural variables also
influence households' choices about how much time to spend with their children. The factors
influencing child labor may range from place to place because of cultural and demographic
variations. Khan (1982) provides proof that one of the causes of child labor in Punjab,
Pakistan's districts of Lahore, Gujranwala, and Sialkot is family custom. Burki and Faseeh
(1998) draw the conclusion that the factors influencing child labor vary throughout provinces
because of the cultural and demographic distinctions between Punjab and Sindh. According to
Chaudhary and Khan (2002), the social structure of Dera Ismail Khan City prevents female
children from leaving the house, which explains why female schooling and child work are
uncommon there. The association between parental employment and wages and child labor is
not well established in the empirical literature. While Skoufias (1994) concludes that adult
wages have no significant impact on the likelihood of children working in India, Rosenzweig
and Evenson (1977) conclude that adult male and female wages have a significant negative
effect on working children in rural districts of India and conclude that an increase in the
mother's wage reduces child labor. Burki and Faseeh (1998) draw the conclusion that a mother's
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employment has a detrimental impact on her child's likelihood of attending school and
favorably influences choices to work in Pakistan. There is a gender disparity in schooling in
developing nations, as multiple empirical investigations have shown.

The majority of empirical research on developing nations confirms the gender gap that favors
boys who work. According to Cartwright (1999) for Bolivia and Ray (1999) for Pakistan and
Peru, boys are more likely than girls to work. Blunch and Verner (2000) do discover, however,
that in Ghana, girls are somewhat more likely than boys to be employed. According to Jensen
and Neilson (1997), there is no discernible difference between boys' and girls' labor in Zambia.
Several studies have examined the impact of household size on the prevalence of child labor.
In India’s rural districts, Rosenzweig and Evenson (1977) found an inverse link between child
labor and family size. According to Chaudhary and Khan (2002), child labor is caused by big
families with low levels of education in Dera Ismail Khan, which prevents children from
attending school. According to Khan (2003), child labor has a positive correlation with
household size in the Punjab districts of Pakpatan and Faisalabad, but school attendance has a
negative correlation.

Numerous studies have demonstrated the association between a kids age and both child work
and schooling. Research by Valassoff (1979) for India, Nath and Hadi (2000) for Bangladesh,
Khan (2003), and Kulsoom (2009) for Pakistan shows a positive correlation between child
labor and age. The empirical data reveals conflicting findings about parents' altruistic actions
toward their kids. Parents devote more money to their first child's education, according to a
subset of the empirical research (Zajonc and Markus, 1975; Blake, 1981; Horton, 1988;
Hanushek, 1992; Downey, 2001). The other body of studies emphasizes the bias in favor of
later-born infants over early-born children (Emerson and Souza, 2008; Edmonds, 2005).

The foregoing literature analysis demonstrates that, depending on the social and economic
circumstances of the household and the location, a variety of factors contribute to the
phenomenon of child work. As a result, the majority of researchers focus on studies of child
labor that are district- or region-specific. The literature review also makes it evident that no
district-specific research on child labor participation has been done in Balochistan (Shaik et al.,
2015 conducted a study solely on Quetta District, taking into account 90 children employed in
various district enterprises). Thus, utilizing primary data, an attempt is made to conduct a study
on the fundamental supply-side determinants of child labor in the districts of Zhob and Shereni.

3. Materials and Methods

3.1 Methodology, model and variables

Secondary data on desired variables is not available therefore primary data is collected at
household level with the help of a structured questionnaire in July-August 2024. The
questionnaire comprises a wide range of questions on the social and economic conditions of
the household. It consists of four sections regarding information about the characteristics of
children, head of household, parents and household. The rural and urban areas of district Zhob
and Sherani are selected as a sample of population. Both districts have urban and rural areas.
Sherani District is not much urbanized as compared to Zhob district, so these two districts
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more suitably (Sherani Integrated District Development Vision (2013) by IUCN) portray the
average conditions of the Balochistan. The 200 households are surveyed from urban and rural
areas of Zhob and Sherani districts with 100 households surveyed from each district using
stratified random sampling method. Overall 10 union councils are surveyed. The 5 union
councils are selected from each district and 20 households are surveyed from each union
council. The household having at least one child in the age group 5-15 years qualifies for the
survey.

In district Zhob, there are two tehsil Kakar Khurasan ,Zhob and 24 union councils,
respectively. Total five union councils are selected from 24 union councils for survey. Five
union councils Babu Muhalla , Islamyar Zhob, Meena Bazar, Garda Babar, Wala Akram and
Apozai UCs are selected from 24 union Councils of Zhob . District Sherani is the most
backword area has 1 Tehsil and 13 union councils, Five union councils are surveyed from
district Sherani. The surveyed union councils are selected namely Dhanasir, , Mani Khwah,
Kapip, Shinghar Harifal South , Shinghar Harifal North.
The time allocation of child depends upon his/her main activity. The main activity may be
school only, combining school and work, work only and no school no work. The month
preceding survey is considered as a reference period for child main activity. The reference
period of 1 month is chosen keeping in view the informal nature of child labor if child
combines schooling with homecare, the child main activity is considered as schooling. On
the other hand if child combines schooling with paid work then main activity is considered
as combining school and work. If child is involved only in paid work then child main activity
is taken as work only. If child is doing nothing, i.e., neither going to school nor involved in
paid work, then main activity is considered as No School No Work.

3.2 Model

There exist multiple approaches to simulate the supply side factors that contribute to child
labor, based on the household's decision-making process. The children's activities, which are
dummy variables, represent the study's dependent variable. Thus, when examining the effects
of the head of the household, the parents, and other household variables on the activities of the
children as measured by school only, school and work combined, work only, and no school no
work, the logit model is comparatively a better model. We take the following steps to look into
the relationship between children's activities and its determinants:

1

—{a +a, X, )

P(B;=1)=

Where Xi is the vector of independent variables and o’s is the vector of coefficients. If we
suppose that a1 + a2X; = H, then for simplicity, we can write EqQ. 1 as:
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Equation 2 is known as logistic distribution function. It represents the probability that
child involves in any one of the activities mentioned above. The probability that child does
not involve in any of these activities can be represented as follows:

P(B,=0)= 5 (3)
1+e
1-P(B.=1)= : (4)
- 1+e®
Dividing Eq. 3 by Eqg. 4 we get:
P 1+d" &
—= =e (5)
1-P 1+e™® '

Pi/(1-P;) are the ratio of the probability that a child involves in any activity to the probability
that he does not. By taking natural log of the Eq. 4, the following equation is obtained:

B. =In| B =H (6)

L |

As we know that

H=a, +a,X

Therefore, we can write Eq. 6 as:

B=a;,+0a.X, +¢ (N

Where:

Bi = The log of odd ratio

¢ = Stochastic error term

Xi = The vector of independent variables
ai = The vector of coefficients

The estimate able form of Eq. 7 is represented as:



Muhammad Asla et al. 811

B, =a + B,(child charactenistics)
where 1’ vanes from 14 +
Cy._(Head of household charactenstics).
where ' vanes from 1-4 +
8, (Parents’ charactenstics),
where k' vanes from 1-6 +
7, (household characteristics),

wheare 1" vanasc fram 1.7

Where, B; represents children’s activities and 'i' varies from 1-4. The above equation is
estimated to explore the determinants of child labor in two districts of Balochistan.

3.3 Description of variables / Dependent variables:

C By =1ifchild goes to school only, 0 otherwise
C B =1Iif child combines school and work, 0 otherwise
C Bs =1ifchild goes to work only, 0 otherwise.

C B4 = 1 if child neither goes to school nor to work, 0 otherwise

3.4 Independent variables / Child characteristics

C Children [Child gender]: 1 if the child is male, 0 otherwise

C Chldage [Child age]: Age of child in completed years

C Chldbirthord [Child birth order]: Birth order of child in brothers and sisters
C  Chldedu [Child education level]: Years of child education

3.5 Head of household characteristics:

C Hhdgen [Household head’s gender]: 1 if head of Household is male, O otherwise
C Hhdage [Household head’s age]: Age of household’s head in completed years
C Hhdedu [Household head’s education level]: Education level of head of household in

years
C Hhdemp [Household head’s employment status]: 1 if head is employed, 0 otherwise.

3.5.1 Parent’s characteristics:

Fthredu [Education level of father]: Education level of father
C Fthremp [Employment status of father]: 1 if father is employed, 0 otherwise
C Mthrage [Age of mother]: Age mother in completed years
C Mithredu [Education level of mother]: Education level of mother

C Mthremp [Employment status of mother]: 1 if mother is employed, 0 otherwise
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3.5.2 Household characteristics:

C HhA [Asset of household]: 1 if household own assets, 0 otherwise

Hhinco [Income of household]: Income of household in Rs./month

Hhdebt [Debt of household]: 1 if household is in debt, O otherwise

Hhsize [Size of household]: Total number of members in the household
Nmbrofchild: Total number of children in household

Child 5-15 years: No. of children aged 5-15 years in household

Adultlitrate: Number of adult literates in household

Hhlocatin [location of household]: 1 if household belongs to rural area, o otherwise

OO0O0O0O0O0O0O0

Results and Discussion
4.1 Estimates of Logit Model

The Logit Model is used to investigate socio-economic factors that could influence a parent's
choice about how best to use their child's time. Table 1 presents the marginal impacts of socio-
economic variables on parents' choices on how to allocate their children time between four
types of activities: work only, school only, school and work combined, and no school and no
work activities.

4.2 Child characteristics
4.2.1 Gender of child

Logit Model estimation suggests that boys are more likely to participate in school exclusively
or to combine work and education. If the child is male, the likelihood that he will attend school,
combine work and school, or work alone is 7.6, 1.16, and 5.49%, respectively. Additionally,
the results show that girls are more likely to participate in No School No Work initiatives. The
social and cultural customs of the community, which forbid girls from leaving the house to
attend school or work, could be the cause. For Zambia, Canagarajah and Coulombe (1998),
Burki and Faseeh (1998), Ray (2000), and Khan (2003) are in agreement with our results, as
are Jensen and Neilson (1997) and Neilson (1998) for Ghana.

4.2.2 Age of child

The age of the child is a significant factor in deciding what the youngster must do for work and
school. Our study's findings show that a child's age is inversely correlated with their attendance
at school and their lack of employment. An extra year of childhood reduces the likelihood of
attending school and not working by 5.2 and 6.3%, respectively. One possible explanation is
that older kids are more likely to be put to work rather than school since they are expected to
earn more money in the labor market than younger kids do. Our results are consistent with
those of Burki and Faseeh (1998), Illahi (2001), Ray (2000), Patrinos and Psacharopoulos
(1997), and Peru. Estimates indicate that a child's age has a good impact on balancing job and
education.
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Table 1: Estimates of marginal effects of socio-economic variables on Bi, B2, Bz and Ba
Marginal effects of socio-economic variables on four types of choice probabilities

B, B By By
aria bl e, dyfdx z dyfdx z dyfdx z dyfdx z

iChilld characteristi s

Chidgen 0.07R055" 14973396 L01164™ 1.93704 .05496" 1.96561 0004 -1 78053
Chidage -005244T -7A81428 oA 0g T 491239 0LETATAT™  6.BATE -6 -4 855
Chidbirthard 0017338 7045144 -0.00271% " -6.95321 -0.M252T -7.04224 QU021 7.08445
Chidedu 0135675 " 13 59467 0021247 6.08473 -0.09798%*  -118477  -001646™7  -4.43633
Head of household character istics

Hhdgen 0001636 011116 -0.00026%* -284554 -0.01227 -133662  -0.00205™ -2.234
Hhdage 000431 281123 000637 2.817958 0.00318"" 2811474 00053 -2.8045
Hhdedu 005883 766741 000921 -766143 -0.4252°°  -766S01  -D071447% 75036
Hhdemp 0.19956"* 2163 -0.043343° -4 74081 - 13865 -2.26341  -00685TC 27221
Parents’ charad eristics

Fthrage -0.00638%* -7.A9633 0001032 7.431293 0.005041* 7489530 Q000847 7471
Fthredu 0079438 10.28166 0012447 -10.2664 -00S7A1TTY -1027H -D00364TT -9.9313
Fthramp 0226503 195548 -7 -1 ATOES -0 164647 -1 05441  -0041047TT 13711
Mthrage -0.00284 -3.31608 0.000444%** 9.444681 0020487 9942233 0000844 101176
Mthredu 0.235217""" 3112479 682" -2 A2051 -01698T*  -308354  -D0ZBSATTT -3 2987
Mthremp 03396 3157462 -0.00839% " -261681 -02397** <1575 -DOSEET™T 69587
Housshol d's char acteristics

Hha 005745 11.1338 0.00835 1088632 -0041487  -111052  -LOOGSE™"  -11.0625
Hhingo 011700 10,645 0.0165" 1.65038 -0.6300" " -804004 00876 -2.56
Hhsize -0.05192" -2.06034 0008127 1.939499 0.037425"" 2054542  0.006299° 1.92027
Himibr aichild 0055764 1777068 -0.00873° -1.70806 -0.M027TTT 436456 -DOOGTETT 71042
Child 5-15 years -0.074317" -2 AB868 0011725 2.308031 0.054057°* 5857906  0.009087" 2.26052
Adultshitr atss 0083147 2738371 0013017 -243232 -0.06004°** 277582 -0.01009™ -2.6196
Hhadlacatin 01076 -10538 0029405 1.9003 O7ETO8T™ 4 SEA39 0008187 2.26341

*, ** and *** show significant at 10, 5 and 1% significance level, respectively

Only activities, since older kids are more likely to mix work and school or just work. The
probability of combining employment and education increases by 8.2 and 7.3%, respectively,
for every year that a youngster is older. One explanation might be that older kids are more
likely than younger kids to earn more money in the workforce are. These results support those
of Ray (2000), Durant and Arif (1998), Blunch and Verner (2000), and Ray (2000) for Pakistan
and Ghana, respectively.

4.2.3 Birth order of child

When making decisions within a household on how best to allocate their children's time, birth
order is a significant factor. The findings of our research indicate a positive correlation between
birth order and the practices of "School Only" and "No School No Work." Due to parents'
reluctance to send all of their children into the workforce, younger children who are born later
in life are more likely to participate in school and NO SCHOOL NO WORK activities.
Additionally, the results imply that older kids are more likely than younger kids to combine job
and school or just work. One possible explanation could be that parents are sending their
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earlier-born children into the job market and mixing work and school, which loosens the
household financial restriction and sends later-born children to school.

424 Educational level of child

The child's educational attainment is a significant factor in determining their schooling. The
study's logit results indicate a positive correlation between children's educational attainment
and their ability to combine employment and school-related activities. The child's current
educational attainment and work-only or no-school activities are negatively correlated. It
suggests that the likelihood of attending school and combining work and school grows with a
child's years of education, whereas the likelihood of attending work alone or not attending
school at all decreases. Child labor and education are mutually exclusive. Wiener (1991), Khan
(2003), Chaudhry (1998), Peter and Zafiris (1998), and Chaudhary and Khan (2002) all
obtained results that are similar.

4.3 Head of household characteristics

4.3.1 Age of the head of household

The study's results enable us to draw the conclusion that a child's age and the age of the head
of the family are positively correlated with their education, their combination of work and
school, and their job-only activities. One plausible explanation could be that as the head of
home ages, they become sufficiently mature to see the value of education. As the head of the
household ages, physical weakness sets in, and children are bring to the job market or family
business to provide financial support for the household.

4.3.2 Gender and literacy status of head of household

A female-headed home is typically indicative of a low-income household (Sakellario and Lal,
1999). Therefore, children from homes headed by women are more likely to work. This
perspective is supported by the study's findings. One plausible explanation could be that
children are compelled to work due to poor income levels in households headed by women.
Based on available empirical data, the likelihood of attending school rises as the head of
household's years of education increase (Khan and Ali, 2003). The study's logit estimates also
imply that the likelihood of a youngster attending school rises as the head of the household's
years of education do. A household head's additional year of education raises the likelihood
that a child will attend school by 5.88%. The study's results also show that the likelihood that
a household head will mix employment and school, work alone, or neither work nor school
lowers as their years of education increase. This is because educated household heads
understand the need of providing their kids with a good education.

4.3.3 Employment status of head of household

The leader of the household's employment situation positively affects the academic activities
of their children. According to Burki and Shahnaz, a child's decision to attend school is
unaffected by the work status of the head of the household. According to the results of the
current study, children from households with a working parent and a high income are more
likely to attend school. The likelihood that a youngster from a household headed by an

Migration Letters



Muhammad Asla et al. 815

employed person will attend school rises by 19.95%. The study's conclusions also demonstrate
that children of working parents are less likely to participate in activities that mix work and
school, work alone, or neither work nor school. When the head of the home works, the
children’s likelihood of working decreases by 13.86%.

4.4 Parental characteristics
4.4.1 Parents’ age and their education level

The mother's and father's ages are also important factors in deciding what the child does. The
study's findings indicate that there is a positive correlation between a parent's age and
combining job and school or work-only activities, but a negative correlation between a parent's
age and schooling. The father's age influences the child's activities more than the mother's does.
Additionally, the data shows that parents with higher levels of education are more likely to
send their kids to school and are less likely to have them work, combine job and school, or not
do any work at all. One plausible explanation is that well-educated parents are well-off and
understand the value of education for their kids, so they send them to school rather than to
work. The findings also show that a mother's education has a greater influence on her child's
education than a father's.

4.4.2 Employment status of parents

According to the study's demonstration, working parents significantly improve their children's
educational outcomes. Children of working mothers are 33.96% more likely to attend school
than children of working fathers, who have 22.65% more opportunities to do so. The study's
conclusions also show that parents' working position has a detrimental effect on their children's
ability to combine work and school, work alone, and no school at all. A parent and mother's
employment status reduces the likelihood that their child will work by 16.46 and 23.97%,
respectively. It implies that working mothers care more about their kids' education than
working fathers do.

45 Household characteristics
45.1 Assets and income of household

The study's conclusions demonstrate that children from wealthy families are more likely to
attend school and balance their education with employment. One plausible explanation could
be that wealthy families are reluctant to use outside labor. The possession of assets by
households has a negative correlation with a child's ability to work and attend school. Because
the marginal gains of higher income groups are greater, higher income households are more
likely to favor high-quality education. The study's findings also show that a household's money
significantly influences a child's decision to work and attend school. It allows us to confidently
draw the conclusion that, in these two areas of the Balochistan. According to our research, there
is a significant positive correlation between children's attendance at school and their work
activities and household income. Higher income households are more likely to send their kids
to school and balance employment and education.

4.5.2 Household size and composition
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Regarding the effect of home size on children's education, there are two theories. According to
the first hypothesis, there is less possibility of education and more work for those in larger
households because of the lower per capita income (Lloyed, 1994). The second theory states
that since larger households employ more people, they send their kids to school rather than the
workforce (Durant and Arif, 1998). The first hypothesis—that household size affects children's
schooling and employment in different ways is supported by the study's findings. The low per
capita income in larger families forces parents to put their children to work. This is the
explanation. According to our calculations, home size has a beneficial effect on both the
combination of work and school and the absence of work and school activities. Youngsters
from larger homes are more likely to mix employment and education, or the other way around.

45.3 Number of adult literates in the household

The study's findings indicate that the likelihood of a child attending school rises by 8.31% for
every increase in the number of literate people living in the home. Our results also show that a
child's ability to combine school and work, work only, or no school and no work activities is
negatively impacted by the amount of literate adults in the home. The explanation for this is
that literate individuals are more aware of how education affects their children's future.

45.4 Location of household

Family dynamics have a major impact on children's exercise regimens (Beam, 2000).
According to our assessments, children residing in urban areas are more likely to attend school
and are less likely to skip school altogether than children from rural areas. The low adult
education rate and lack of tutoring centers in rural areas could be the causes of this. The other
reason is that rural areas have greater levels of poverty than do urban areas.

Conclusion

The goal of this study is to identify the primary supply-side factors that contribute to child labor
in Pakistan's Balochistan, namely in the districts of Zhob and Sherani. Families are presumed
to choose between the following four options for allocating their children's time: school only,
work and school together, work exclusively, and no school, no work. It has been observed that
girls are more likely to participate in no school, no work activities, whereas boys are more
likely to participate in school only, school and work, and work alone activities. Older kids are
less likely to participate in no school, no work activities and more likely to attend school,
combine work and school, and work exclusively. It is more common for younger children to
participate in school-only and no school-no work activities. The current educational level of a
child is positively correlated with school-only and school-plus activities; however, work-only
and school-no-work activities are negatively correlated. Male-headed families are more likely
to have a child who attends school exclusively, whereas female-headed households are more
likely to have a child who works only, combines school and employment, or attends neither.
The age of the head of the home has a negative influence on no school, no work activity, and a
favorable impact on school only, combining work and school, and work only activities. The
age of the parents has an adverse effect on the education of their children and a beneficial effect
on their ability to combine employment and school, work alone, and no school at all.
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The head of the household's and parents' employment and educational status have a favorable
influence on school-only activities and a negative influence on work-only, school-only, and no
school-no-work activities. Household assets have a negative impact on work alone and no
school, no work activities, and a favorable impact on education and integrating work and
school. The size of a household affects a child's education both negatively and favorably,
depending on whether school and work are combined or not. The likelihood of attending school
exclusively increases with the number of literate individuals living in the home, while the
likelihood of combining work and school, working exclusively, and not attending school at all
decreases.

Policy Implications

The findings of study have several policy implications for government and Non-Government
Organizations (NGOs) and institutions working for the welfare of children in Balochistan.
Education is the best solution for child labor. Both parents and children must be convinced
that education can solve their problems. Hence, effective actions should be taken to offer free
education and reduce the cost of schooling to the working children. The facilities of non-formal
education should be extended to provide access to such working children who are vulnerable
to become full time child laborers. Non-formal education programs can also be planned to
facilitate working children to improve their skills.
The policy makers should develop policies with which the uneducated parents should not feel
left out. A more encouraging and supportive approach is proposed towards the children whose
parents are uneducated. Parents with children aged 5-7 years should be given special support
to send their children to schools. A campaign should be launched at grass root level to make
people aware of moral as well as financial aspects of education in one’s life.
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