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Abstract: Over the last two decades, numerous studies have suggested that dedicated time for
parents to be with their children in the earliest months of life offers significant benefits to child health.
The United States (US) is the only wealthy nation without a formalized policy guaranteeing workers
paid time off when they become new parents. As individual US states consider enacting parental
leave policies, there is a significant opportunity to decrease health inequities and build a healthier
American population. This document is intended as a critical review of the present evidence for the
association between paid parental leave and population health.
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1. Introduction

As a society, the United States (US) spends nearly three trillion dollars each year on healthcare [1].
Debates surrounding this figure often center on methods for reducing the cost of healthcare [2],
yet they rarely address why the US has such poor health outcomes when compared to other advanced
countries [3]. The 1980s and 1990s saw the emergence of new hypotheses that the foundation of human
health is programmed in early life [4]; there is now a substantial body of evidence supporting the
importance of the period from conception through the first few years of life [3–5]. Still the United
States remains without a strong nationwide mechanism to support this critical period, namely a law
that guarantees paid parental leave. Studies that examine the effects of paid parental leave indicate
that it contributes to fewer low birthweight babies [6,7], fewer infant deaths [6,8–11], higher rates
of breastfeeding [12], longer parental lifespan [13] and improved mental health [14–16], as well as
increased long-term achievement for children [17].

More than 50 years ago, President Kennedy issued an executive order creating the Presidential
Commission on the Status of Women. The findings of this commission, issued in 1963, noted that the
United States was lagging behind the developed world in providing support for working mothers.
The Commission’s report urged: “[p]aid maternity leave or comparable insurance benefits should be
provided for women workers” [18]. While maternity leave policy in the United States has progressed
little in the intervening years, social norms have changed significantly. Women now make up an even
greater portion of the American workforce than in the 1960s, and as a result women who become
pregnant today are more than three times as likely to be working a job until the very end of their
pregnancy when compared to their 1960s counterparts [19]. Of American women today who work
during pregnancy, 59% will be back to work within three months of giving birth [19].

All wealthy nations other than the US have some form of legal guarantee that new parents can
take paid time off to be with their child [20]. While the specifics of these guarantees vary by country,
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US federal legislation (the Family Medical Leave Act (FLMA)) lags behind, only provisioning unpaid
time off for workers of companies with more than 50 employees, at which the worker must have been
employed for the past 12 months and have worked at least 1250 hours in this period [6]. It has been
estimated that fewer than half of American workers are eligible for this unpaid leave mandate [21].
Government officials at the highest levels, including President Obama, the US Surgeon General, and US
Secretary of Labor, have all conceded that the United States continues to “stand still while family policy
in the rest of the world passes us by” [20]. Although the US lacks federal provisions for paid leave,
employers are free to offer paid leave to employees as they see fit [20]. While companies voluntarily
offering such policies should be lauded, the Bureau of Labor Statistics has found that voluntary paid
family leave policies cover only 11% of American workers [22].

Five US states have enacted laws that offer paid leave to new parents. California, while not
providing job protection, does offer six weeks of leave, and 55% pay during the leave period [23].
New Jersey offers a maximum six weeks of leave, at two-thirds pay [23]. Rhode Island offers four weeks
at roughly 60% pay [20]. Washington State passed a law in 2007 offering family leave at partial pay,
but the law has never been funded and thus remains not in effect [24]. In March of 2016, New York
became the most recent state to pass paid family leave legislation, which will phase in leave benefits
over three years beginning in 2018, ultimately offering 12 weeks of leave at two-thirds pay in 2021 [25].
Additionally, Hawaii and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico have temporary disability insurance
(TDI) provisions that provide short maternity leaves (six to eight weeks) at partial wages for healing
after giving birth [20].

While new parents in these regions may appreciate these policies, their statutory access to paid
parental leave still falls far short of that in other developed economies. Comparing the benefits offered
to a new mother in the 41 other countries considered “developed economies” by the International
Labor Organization, six countries stand out as offering the shortest leave periods: Greece, Israel, the
Netherlands, New Zealand, Spain, and Switzerland [26]. In all of these countries, the duration of leave
available to a new mother ranges between 14 and 17 weeks, with pay at 100% for all countries other
than Switzerland (which is set at 80%) [26]. California and Spain have similarly sized populations,
yet a working mother in Spain can take 16 weeks of leave at full pay, while her contemporary in
California can take only six weeks at 55% pay [26,27]. Japan and Canada stand out as offering the
lowest rates of compensation (two-thirds pay in Japan for the first 14 weeks, with 50% pay for up
to 52 weeks more; Canada offers 50 weeks at 55% pay) [26]. While both of these countries do offer
fractional pay comparable to that of US states with paid family leave laws, the duration of leave offered
is an order of magnitude longer.

The broader ecology of American parental leave can be seen as a gradient of benefits and access.
Only 11% of American workers are privileged enough to enjoy employer-furnished paid parental leave
as a fringe benefit [22], while a larger group of workers in five states has access to some partially paid
parental leave. Roughly half of workers (including many of the aforementioned) have access to the
12 unpaid weeks provisioned within the FMLA [21]. At the bottom of the gradient are the remaining
workers, left with no benefits at all.

Significant inequities in American health can be found along economic, educational, and racial
fault lines [28]. The children most at risk of poor outcomes [29] are those whose parents are most likely
to be in the 89% of workers who are not offered leave by their employers [21,22,30,31]. The top 40%
of wage earners are more than 2.5 times as likely to have access to paid leave when compared to the
bottom 40% [30]. The social hierarchy is itself a robust predictor of patterns of disease and mortality
among populations [32], and parental leave in America traces the outlines of this social gradient.
It follows that if paid leave is an intervention with health benefits, the accrual of these benefits
to those nearest the top of the American social hierarchy can be seen as an inequality-generating
intervention [33].

As US lawmakers at both the state and federal level consider the possibility of enacting paid
family leave legislation or improving existing legislation, it will be important to consider what evidence
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there is for an association between improved population health outcomes and paid family leave. From
country to country there is significant variation in leave policies, and the United States can leverage
lessons learned from studying these policy differences. This document is intended as a review of
relevant scientific literature related to paid leave and health outcomes. It is divided into the following
sections: leave duration and effects on infant mortality, antenatal leave and effects on birth outcomes,
breastfeeding and paid leave, and gender differences in leave-taking.

2. Evidence of Health Effects Related to Job-Protected Paid Leave

One aspect of the paid leave debate centers on the amount of time taken at the end stages
of pregnancy and following childbirth. In 1952, the International Labor Organization, an arm of
the United Nations, adopted a recommendation for 14 weeks of paid maternity leave [34]. This
recommendation was updated to 18 weeks in the year 2000 [35]. Although there is variation between
countries in leave length and other policy details, most developed economies offer between 18 weeks
and one year of leave, at 70%–100% pay [23,26].

The earliest study we are aware of that analyzes parental leave and health outcomes was published
in 1995. In this study, Winegarden and Bracy [10] used data from 17 Organization for Eonomic
Cooperation and Development (OECD) countries spanning four time periods (1959, 1969, 1979, and
1989) in order to estimate the effect of maternity leave on infant mortality. Across the countries and time
periods in their sample population, the average infant mortality rate was 19.4 deaths per 1000 births.
Using fixed individual-effects linear modeling, they found a single week extension of maternity leave
would be expected to account for a reduction of 0.5 infant deaths per 1000 births. While this is a
significant finding, the authors are careful to note that this result relates to small changes around
variable means and is not likely to be predictive of drastic modifications in leave benefits. This study
also suffers from some methodological issues including failure to control for other variables that may
be relevant, such as GDP and medical insurance coverage, and assumed linear effects of leave duration.
Although these modeling issues further imply its findings cannot be widely generalized, it was a
significant first study in attempts to model the health effects of leave length.

Ruhm [8], expanding on the ideas of Winegarden and Bracy, used aggregated data on 16 European
countries from the period 1969–1994. Of these countries, 12 were present in the Winegarden study
mentioned above. Ruhm’s analysis included many controls for confounders, including GDP, healthcare
spending and insurance coverage, as well as proxies for proliferation of sophisticated medical
technologies (e.g., neonatal intensive care units) and for country-specific time-varying factors that may
improve child health independent of parental leave. A 10-week extension of paid leave was predicted
to reduce infant mortality rates by 2.5%–3.4%. Looking more closely at infant mortality, a trend emerges
where the largest improvements are predicted for later periods of infancy. Post-neonatal mortality
shows the greatest effect, with a 3.7%–4.6% mortality reduction accompanying a 10-week extension
of paid leave. Child mortality follows, with a 3.3%–3.5% reduction in mortality, and then neonatal
mortality, perinatal mortality, and finally low birthweight (LBW).

This trend follows a certain intuition of non-linearity between paid leave and child health. Ruhm
notes that in contexts where no leave is provisioned by law, such as the United States in the 1980s,
most mothers will take at least one month of leave [8], so it follows that the model predicts the effects
of paid leave extension will accrue after the perinatal and neonatal periods. A paid leave extension
of 10 weeks would be most likely to show benefits during the post-neonatal period, and indeed that
is the result of Ruhm’s analysis. Furthermore, this upward trend of effects runs counter to expected
confounders, such as the dissemination of effective new neonatal medical technologies or procedures,
which should have greatest effect during the first days after birth. The sharp decrease (~3.4%) in child
mortality is balanced against a negligible (~0.032%) reduction in senior citizen mortality. In this case,
senior citizen mortality serves as a proxy measure for unobserved influences on population health that
are independent of parental leave entitlements, which again implies the validity of the model. When
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‘no leave mandate’ was tested against mandates of 10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 weeks of job-protected paid
leave, 40 weeks was found to have the greatest overall reduction to mortality (p < 0.02).

Building on the work of Ruhm, Tanaka [6] published a study in 2005 that aimed to estimate the
health effects of parental leave while also including the United States in the dataset, incorporating
data more recent than 1994, and including more robust controls for other health measures (such as
low birthweight) and separate social policies [6]. Tanaka’s dataset spanned a period from 1969 to 2000
and analyzed the 16 European countries that were included in Ruhm’s study, plus the US and Japan.
The design of his model was similar to that of Ruhm, including the same controls (GDP, healthcare
insurance coverage, etc.), and Ruhm’s results were reproduced before the two new countries and
additional six years of data were included. Tanaka found a 10-week extension of job-protected paid
leave would reduce infant mortality by 2.5% overall, with analysis by period showing post-neonatal
and then child mortality to have the sharpest declines (4% and 3%, p < 0.01) [6]. Tanaka also notes
the logic of the non-linear results (that additional leave seems to accrue benefits to later child health)
but points out that there is a statistically significant reduction for all infant mortality categories [6],
and acknowledges that it is possible that the more leave that is available to expectant mothers, the
more likely they are to use some of it before birth. One of the most important findings from both
Ruhm [8] and Tanaka [6] is the substantially reduced effect for job-protected unpaid leave and paid
leave without job-protection—it is only job-protected paid leave that seems to have the powerful
effects referenced above.

This series of sequentially more comprehensive studies has shown an association between paid
parental leave and lowered infant mortality, but it is important to note the authors are speaking
to overall population-level trends. Although countries with more paid parental leave experienced
reduced population-wide infant mortality rates even after controlling for confounders, there may
also be ways in which more generous parental leave could associate with higher infant mortality
risk for a given child. One possibility is that generous paid leave might entice a mother to take on
employment when she would have otherwise exclusively cared for her child; Ruhm does note that
his model predicts a 5.5% reduction in post-neonatal infant mortality for every 10% drop in female
employment [8]. Another possibility, raised by Winegarden, is that paid leave policies may, at a
population level, precipitate women having children later in life [10].

Furthermore, at least some research into infant mortality and parental leave has found mixed or
negative results. An analysis that attempted to replicate the work of Ruhm and Tanaka, substituting
a different dataset from 30 OECD countries, did find a reduction in infant mortality, but it was not
statistically significant [36]. Dustmann and Schönberg [37], examining historical maternity leave
reforms in Germany, found minimal positive effects for later reforms. They measure increased
days of schooling as well as likelihood of being at a ‘high track’ school (being streamlined toward
university). It is worth noting that the reforms in question added either unpaid leave (expanding
from 18 to 36 months), or low-paid leave (for the period from two to 10 months, and then later
18 months). Tanaka [6] and Ruhm [8] both find that unpaid leave has very little or no effect, and other
studies [38,39] often correct for partial wage replacement by using ‘full-time equivalent’ weeks or
similar manipulations to correct for diminished effects. The retrospective nature of these studies, the
complexity of the mathematical modeling involved, and the gaps in existing datasets all present very
real challenges.

Rather than considering only paid leave extensions, another study of infant mortality examined
the years surrounding the implementation of the US Family and Medical Leave Act (FMLA), which
provides only for unpaid leave [40]. This study, by Rossin, found that after the FMLA implementation
in 1993, benefits could be observed when looking at outcomes for groups of workers most expected
to avail themselves of the new law. Less-educated and single mothers are least likely to take unpaid
leave [21], and indeed Rossin’s analysis of these groups revealed no effect on the infant mortality rate
of their children. When controlling for the demographic characteristics of participants who could
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likely afford to take the unpaid leave provided by FMLA, the analysis found a 10% reduction in infant
mortality [40].

Rossin’s approach involved segmenting worker sub-populations by race, educational status,
county of residence, and birth month of child, and then used difference-in-differences modeling (DD)
to hold states with pre-existing unpaid leave laws as controls, while states without leave laws were
taken as the treatment group [40]. Groups known to be likely to avail themselves of American parental
leave laws were then compared to their reciprocals using a difference-in-difference-in-differences
methodology (DDD). Rossin notes that the DDD modeling reveals a significant decrease in deaths from
“ill-defined” causes (which includes Sudden Infant Death Syndrome, or SIDS) among the sub-sample
(educated and/or married women in non-leave-law states), representing a 47% reduction in the
likelihood that a child born to one of these women would die of an ill-defined cause in infancy.

Although Rossin’s findings may seem extreme for an unpaid leave mandate, it is important to
remember that FMLA was implemented in a time when many workers did not have access to any
leave whatsoever, and furthermore that context matters—extension of pre-existing paid leave in an
affluent western European country with subsidized childcare, universal medical insurance coverage,
and other generous social policies may have a far less pronounced effect than nationwide provisioning
of leave for the first time in a setting where high-quality affordable child care, healthcare insurance
coverage, and other social goods are not as evenly distributed [40].

In low and middle income country contexts, Nandi et al. [11] use DD modeling to predict that
a one-month extension of paid parental leave will be associated with a 13% drop in infant mortality.
Their study was based on more than 300,000 births in 20 countries, taking place between 2000 and
2008. Heymann et al. [9] also had a similar result when analyzing infant and child mortality in
141 United Nations member countries. Multivariate ordinary least squares regressions were used, with
controls for per capita GDP, health expenditures, public health measures, female literacy, immunization
rates, and skilled birth attendance. An increase of 10 full-time-equivalent weeks of paid leave was
associated with a 10% reduction in the infant mortality rate (p < 0.001), and a 9% lower rate in child
mortality (p < 0.001). Perhaps most interesting, these regressions were made for the entire dataset,
as well as non-OECD countries, and the results were strikingly similar. This finding echoes that of
Nandi [11], and reaffirms that paid parental leave seems to be strongly associated with lower rates of
infant death regardless of whether low or middle or high income countries are analyzed. Such findings
further suggest that this effect may well be causal, as the more heterogeneity that there exists between
societies examined, the less likely it is that health improvements are simply due to some unobserved
confounding factor(s).

A report prepared for the US Department of Labor, examining the first decade of California’s paid
family leave law, is particularly instructive for shaping policy based on lessons learned. A survey of
eligible workers who did not apply for benefits under the law found that one-third of eligible parents
remained working because the wage replacement percentage of 55% was too low [27]. Although
California’s paid leave law has increased the proportion of mothers taking leave, as well as the average
amount of leave taken, multiple studies report that the average Californian mother is taking only 40%
to 50% of the paid leave available to her [24,41]. This suggests that many mothers are caught at the
tipping point between trying to maximize time with their newborn child and being unable to afford to
take any more time off at partial-wage [27].

In 1977 Norway transitioned from three months of unpaid family leave to four months of
job-protected paid leave, with provision for a further 12 months of unpaid leave [17]. Carneiro et al. [17]
used Norwegian Registry data to trace the outcomes for mothers eligible for leave in 1977 (using
DD modeling against matched 1975 mothers as controls). Children and mothers were followed from
1977 to 2006, providing a very broad window of observation. The study found positive effects on
IQ and college attendance, with reductions in dropout rates and teenage pregnancies for children
born after the addition of paid leave [17]. One key advantage of this study is that it was able to
link individual children with individual mothers, rather than relying on population-level outcomes.
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The authors also note that the ecology of Norwegian childcare at the time of reform is important
to consider, as there were no high quality childcare alternatives readily available to most parents,
which differs from other studies of northern European populations. Their model included balancing
of the pre-reform control to the treatment group, and additional controls for observable maternal
characteristics (age, education). Controls for specific outcomes include other variables known to be
positively associated with the reform to test whether the outcome of interest was due to discrete effects.
Although increased breastfeeding initiation and duration is one way in which paid leave is thought to
benefit child outcomes, the authors show that average breastfeeding duration did not change around
the time of the reform, which they interpret to mean the observed outcome differences are attributable
to more direct forms of parental investment. Perhaps most importantly, the benefits for children of
mothers who were educationally disadvantaged appear to have nearly doubled. This is promising
for workers in the US, where both unmarried and less educated mothers have reduced access to
leave [21]. Additionally, American workers of color are twice as likely to lack access when compared
to whites [42], and workers earning less than $35,000 a year are 2.4 times as likely to lack access when
compared to those earning $75,000 [42]. By tracing individual registry data across the population level,
Carneiro and co-authors have shown that although advantaged mothers used the newly adopted paid
leave at the same rates as disadvantaged mothers, this was not the case in 1975 for their respective
control groups when leave was unpaid. The implication is that access to paid leave can be a powerful
intervention for reducing inequality of outcomes.

3. Antenatal Leave and Birth Outcomes

The US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), in trying to illuminate inequalities
in infant mortality within the United States, note that the infant mortality rate in the United States is
largely a consequence of premature births regardless of race, although women of color are at higher risk
for giving birth before term [29]. For babies born at 39–41 weeks, there were 2.07 deaths per 1000 births.
Premature births in the 34–36 week category are subject to an average infant mortality rate more than
three times as high (7.42/1000). The authors note, “Because the percentage of preterm births for all U.S.
racial and ethnic groups is higher than in other developed countries, all U.S. racial and ethnic groups
might benefit from prematurity prevention efforts” [29]. A different CDC publication [43] notes that
129 other countries have a lower proportion of preterm births than the US. One obvious question is
whether paid antenatal leave helps prevent preterm births.

A study conducted in 1992 looked at all births (n = 2767) in three hospitals in Mexico City during
a three-month period [44]. Occupation, working conditions, and job stress were not found to be
associated with premature delivery, but lack of antenatal leave was. Also associated were maternal
age, lack of prenatal care, high parity, and having no financial help in an emergency. Of all the
conditions found to associate with premature delivery, no antenatal leave had the strongest correlation
(a three-fold increase in risk). For those with access to antenatal leave, having used less than a month
of antenatal leave carried an odds ratio of 6.3. Although this is quite high, it is important to note that
it is subject to experimental confounding as some of the women in this group may have intended to
use more than three weeks of antenatal leave but then went into labor prematurely. Lacking access to
antenatal leave meant women in the study were over 50% more likely to have small-for-gestational-age
(SGA) babies, even after adjustment for confounders. The mortality risks for SGA and premature
babies are substantial, including a more than four-fold risk of infant mortality for SGA babies [45].

Rossin’s study of FMLA effects [40] found small but statistically significant reductions in
preterm births for American women, as well as reductions in LBW deliveries. These results likely
underestimate the potential effects of paid antenatal leave due to the FMLA being both an unpaid
mandate and providing only a short amount of total leave (12 weeks) to be split between antenatal
and postnatal periods.

Stearns, in an analysis of the effects of TDI [7], showed that even short maternity leaves can have
a significant reduction in the share of low birthweight deliveries. Temporary disability insurance can
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be operationalized as a short maternity leave at 50%–66% wage replacement, depending on which of
the five TDI states is being examined, and Stearns found the overall effect was a 3.2% reduction in LBW
deliveries (p < 0.01). The five TDI states (CA, HI, RI, NJ, NY) were examined individually and as a
group using a DD model balanced against synthetic control states. Synthetic controls were constructed
using a weighted average of non-TDI populations, with matching for statewide percentage of LBW,
maternal age, marriage prevalence, and race. Because not all pregnant women in TDI states during
the sample period took leave under TDI, the overall stated effect is an underestimate. California’s
historical data on disability claims reveals that 27% of women who gave birth in that state during
the study period (1979–1985) made a pregnancy-related TDI claim. A treatment-on-the-treated (TOT)
effect can therefore be calculated by dividing the overall decline in CA LBW (3.2%) by the proportion
of eligible women who did take TDI (0.27), for a treatment effect of 12% reduction in LBW. This is quite
significant, considering that TDI leave length is just a few weeks and therefore most women are likely
to use only a portion (if any) of it for antenatal leave. Stearns finds TDI reduced “early term” births
(37–38 weeks gestation) by 6.6%, but had almost no effect on premature (before 37 weeks gestation)
births. The increased number of full-term births due to this reduction accounts for roughly 40% of the
observed LBW reduction.

An analysis by Del Bono and colleagues [46], using data from the CDC’s National Survey of
Family Growth, found smoking during pregnancy increased the risk of low birthweight by 5%. Early
work stoppage is associated with significant improvements for birthweight and preterm delivery,
independent of smoking. Additionally, Del Bono et al. estimate that the effect sizes of stopping work
early are one-half that of smoking during pregnancy in terms of absolute value. A study in Canada
of 363 recent births to working mothers found that the increase in duration of antenatal leave was
significantly associated with reductions in birth complications [47]. This is corroborated by a nested
case control study of 447 working women in California which revealed that those taking antenatal
leave during or after the 36th week of pregnancy experience nearly four times lower odds of cesarean
delivery (OR: 0.27) [48].

Currie and Rossin-Slater [49] showed that having experienced a hurricane during pregnancy
increases the probability of labor and delivery complications. They suggest that the effects of this stress
may be too subtle to observe through more common markers such as gestation length and birthweight
and that further research is needed to better understand the effects of stress during pregnancy.

Preterm delivery and low birthweight are related outcomes, with evidence that third trimester
stress may be a significant driver of preterm delivery [5,50]. Present knowledge of human biology as
well as animal models both support the notion that stress during pregnancy can create lasting harm to
offspring [5,51]. Paid antenatal leave offers promise as a population-level intervention for improving
birth outcomes.

4. Breastfeeding, Immunizations, and Maternal Health

There is also evidence that parental leave can affect breastfeeding behavior. Baker and
Milligan [12] found that following a six-month extension of Canada’s paid parental leave, there
was a 40% increase in exclusive breastfeeding at six months, and an average three-to-3.5-month
increase in paid leave utilization. When examining health outcomes reported by parents to Canada’s
National Longitudinal Study of Children and Youth (NLSCY), the authors could not find any long-term
benefit to child or maternal health captured by the data in the NLSCY survey, despite having chosen
outcomes purported to be linked to breastfeeding. In addition to variables related to breastfeeding
and child health (including asthma, allergies, and ear infections), self-reported maternal health and
maternal depression were also included. The authors report that the maternity leave extension (and
attendant increase in breastfeeding) did not have a consistent, robust effect on child health as captured
by NLSCY data. It may be that the NLSCY survey is not sensitive enough or otherwise does not
capture the benefits of breastfeeding increase. Still, several breastfeeding studies have reported
associations between breastfeeding and these indicators [12], so Baker and Milligan’s findings illustrate
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the possibility that prior studies may overestimate certain effects, or the effects may depend on context.
Khanam et al. [52], examining asthma and bronchiolitis in children of Australians found statistically
significant reductions for paid maternity leave, but the relationship was no longer significant if parental
health was included as a covariate. This might imply parental leave acts as a safety net for those
parents whose own health is compromised. Perplexingly, paid paternity leave was associated with a
rise in asthma, although this may be a case of reverse causality (fathers with asthmatic children are
more likely to take paid leave).

In the US, two groups of breastfeeding data from the Infant Feeding Practices Study were analyzed
(one group before California’s paid family leave law implementation, one after) and researchers found
evidence of improvement in breastfeeding practices after the law was implemented: a 3%–5% increase
for exclusive breastfeeding at three and six months, and a 10%–20% increase for ‘some breastfeeding’
at the three-, six-, and nine-month marks [53]. The authors of this study are careful to note that as
with many natural experiment studies, there are many unseen confounders for which they may not
have adequately controlled. Another study that attempted to answer this question in the United States
looked at breastfeeding practices among more than a thousand American mothers [54]. Returning to
work within 12 weeks, and returning to work after 12 weeks while working more than 34 h per week
were both associated with significantly shorter breastfeeding duration.

According to the CDC, only one in five American mothers exclusively breastfeed for the
recommended six months [55]. Although there are both physiological and cultural reasons why
breastfeeding initiation and continuation can be difficult for new mothers, a survey of UK mothers
found 90% of those who give up breastfeeding within six weeks of birth report they would have liked
to have breastfed longer [56]. American mothers who plan to return to work within six weeks are 40%
less likely to breastfeed exclusively when compared to those planning to take 12 or more weeks of
leave [57]. Whether leave from work lasts a few weeks or a few months, approaching the end of leave
often creates major problems for breastfeeding. Returning to work emerges as the top reported reason
for cessation of breastfeeding after the first two months [56,58]. One 2010 study that followed more
than 20,000 mothers in Taiwan found that maternal return to work within six months was a significant
barrier to breastfeeding initiation and continuation [59]. Taiwan’s statutory maternity leave is eight
weeks in length, and at the eight-week mark the prevalence of breastfeeding was more than twice as
high for mothers who did not return to work as compared to those who did [59]. In America, mothers
taking maternity leave experience a four-fold increased odds of failure to establish breastfeeding
for those who return to work in fewer than six weeks, and a two-fold higher odds for those who
return during the six- to 12-week period, relative to women not returning to work, after adjusting for
covariates [48]. Another study using propensity score modeling (which has the effect of not needing to
adjust for covariates as both the treatment and comparison group are matched) found a less drastic
but still statistically significant effect [60].

A multitude of studies and several systematic reviews have shown breastfeeding to associate with
a lower risk of SIDS [61–64], necrotizing enterocolitis [62,63], lower respiratory infections [61–63,65],
high blood pressure [66,67], diabetes [62,63,66,67], asthma [61–63], obesity [62,63,67], and
childhood leukemia [61–63]. Breastfeeding is also positively associated with childhood cognitive
development [66,68,69], although the evidence here is less clear. Recent criticisms have been raised
with respect to the quality and design of many breastfeeding studies. Some study designs do not
adequately distinguish between “any” and “exclusive” breastfeeding practices [62]. Essentially all
studies are captive to ethical issues that prevent randomized interventions, and observational studies
may overlook important outcome determinants [12]. So, while it is important to note that the CDC [55],
US Surgeon General [70], American Academy of Pediatrics [62], and World Health Organization [53]
endorse six months of exclusive breastfeeding for infant health, there is some controversy as to
whether observational research may overestimate breastfeeding benefits. Several of the reviews cited
above make a distinction between strongly supported evidence and that for which there is mixed



Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 9 of 16

support; SIDS accounts for 21% of American infant mortality [62], and is strongly linked inversely to
breastfeeding [61–64].

Increasing prevalence of childhood immunizations is one indirect way in which parental leave
might improve health. The evidence is mixed, with Tanaka [6] finding no change in immunization
prevalence among his study countries, yet other analyses have found increases in both the US [60,71]
and on a global scale [38,72]. Khanam et al. [52], found that the probability of being fully immunized
fell by more than 20% for Australian children whose parents had no access to any parental leave (in this
case, while paid leave was more effective, any leave at all appeared to be the determining factor).
Differences in culture and public health policy between European countries (which comprised the
bulk of Tanaka’s study) and Australia may help explain the disparity in findings between different
investigations. In the case of infant mortality, the beneficial relationship between child death and paid
parental leave appears quite robust. There are a multitude of pathways through which paid leave
could help to prevent infant mortality. Whether boosting rates of vaccination against diseases such as
measles and pertussis is one such way may depend on social norms and public health policy within
each nation.

Whether paid leave improves maternal health is another important consideration, and a recent
systematic review of maternal health outcomes found mixed results [14]. At a policy level, studies
included in the review found either no effect or a negative association. Studies conducted at an
individual level all reported associations with better outcomes for indicators including physical health,
intimate partner violence, and psychological distress. Other individual-level studies of maternal
depression have also reported positive associations [15,16]. Again, the trend seems to be that there
are substantial challenges in undertaking observational studies, and findings depend on the manner
in which the problem is operationalized as well as the methods of capturing the potential effects of a
policy or exposure.

5. Gender Issues

Childcare and parental roles are often highly gendered in Western societies. In even the most
progressive societies, with the most generous paternity and parental leave provisions, women still
take substantially more child-related leave than men [26]. Sweden became the first nation to offer paid
paternity leave in 1974 [73], with 39 other nations implementing such policies by 1994, and a total of
79 countries by 2013 [26]. Paternity leave in some nations is a fairly new concept, while in others it is
now decades old. Embedded within the structure of the paid leave laws are several distinctions that
can have important ramifications to either magnify or reduce gender inequity.

Studies of leave policies that allocate sizeable non-transferable portions to the father have revealed
higher leave enrollment by fathers [39,74,75]. Additional leave, usually available as shared leave that
can be taken by either parent, is used nearly exclusively by the mother [26]. In Israel, less than 1% of
fathers take paternity leave [76,77]. This contrasts with Iceland, where more than 80% of fathers take
leave, with an average of 99 days, compared to 178 for mothers [26,77].

Examining the paid leave structures of both Iceland and Israel, it is apparent that the nuances
of paid leave policy are a determinant of gender imbalances in leave-taking. In Israel mothers get
14 weeks of paid maternity leave, and there is no statutory provision for paternity leave (defined here
as leave reserved exclusively for the father) [26]. Rather, the father may take leave with the consent of
the mother, by taking a minimum of three [26] (and a maximum of five) [76] weeks of her leave. Fathers
can only do this if the mother consents and is also qualified for maternity leave (meaning working
fathers with unemployed wives will not be eligible [78]). The result is that very few Israeli fathers
take paternity leave. In Iceland, where three months are reserved for mothers, three for fathers, and
three to be shared as desired, many fathers take leave [26]. Iceland achieved a doubling of the average
number of days taken by fathers in just a seven-year period thanks to an extension of father-only leave.
Norway and Sweden have seen similar improvements by implementing periods of exclusive leave,
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shifting from fewer than 5% of fathers taking leave to ~90% [73,74]. By shifting from unpaid to paid
leave, California managed to double the proportion of fathers taking parental leave [20].

Interestingly, many countries with a sharply gendered imbalance in leave-taking have managed
to make striking and rapid shifts toward equality by making modest changes to their parental leave
structure [79]. The message is that various means of incentivization can help to make leave-taking
less gendered. Wage replacement (in high proportions), job protection, offering sufficient shared
leaved for both parents, and reserving leave exclusively for fathers (leave that will otherwise be ‘lost’
if not taken) all appear to strongly influence take-up rates [26,79]. The hope for many is that this shift
may not simply reflect a different number of leave days taken, but also catalyze an appreciation for
the contributions that each partner makes to the partnership and to the well-being of the child [79].
Investigations into the patterns and behavior surrounding parental leave have suggested that paternity
leave reforms have the ability to change the social meaning of fatherhood [80]. Paid paternity leave
reforms may be a way to strengthen the family unit, ease the burdens of maternity, and, in normalizing
male parental leave, reduce the implicit workplace discrimination against women.

Studies on paternity leave often investigate marital roles, and households where the two parents
share a more even distribution of leave have been found to have more cooperation between parents [79].
The longer the period of leave offered to fathers, the more they are involved with their infants
and families [71,81–85]. Paternal involvement has been significantly associated with emotional,
psychological, behavioral, and cognitive benefits to children [71,85]. Paternity leave also has a positive
effect on the return of mothers to the workplace [86] and has been associated with increased rates of
breastfeeding [87].

While nearly every study that seeks to measure paternity leave effects ranges from finding no
result to finding positive outcomes, at least one study, by Norstrom et al. [88], finds some negative
outcomes when fathers take significant amounts of paternity leave. Examining a subset of the Swedish
parent/child cohort of 1988 and 1989 (n = 105,786), they found couples taking a more gender-equal
amount of leave had children who were more likely to be treated for depression and anxiety. Depression
and anxiety were detected by ICD-10 code usage related to outpatient medical visits and prescription
of medication, from records obtained via the Swedish Outpatient Register and Swedish Drug Register.
Gender-equal leave was defined as each partner taking at least 40% of the total leave. The implication
is that there may be some negative effects of more equal co-parenting. One alternate explanation is
that a mindset that leads to more gender-equal parenting is also predictive of parents that are more
receptive to symptoms of depression or anxiety (i.e., a surveillance bias), leading to higher rates of
diagnosis among children in these families, and that treatment may not be a perfect surrogate marker
for background prevalence.

Investigating the possible health benefits of paternity leave, Månsdotter and colleagues [13,73]
have twice examined the Swedish Multigenerational Register for men who became fathers in Sweden
in the late 1970s and 1980s, and found significantly reduced odds of early mortality among fathers who
took paternity leave. Dividing the fathers into groups based on the amount of leave taken, they found
the protective pattern followed a dose-response relationship for leave lengths up to a few months.
This pattern persisted even after adjustment for age, income, education, and country of birth. These
studies have not been replicated elsewhere, and should be viewed with attendant caution, but raise an
interesting question that is worth further exploration.

Owing to the fact that taking significant paternity leave is not necessarily a normative behavior,
even in countries that may extend this option, it is possible there are unobserved characteristics
related to fathers who take leave, and these characteristics are confounding some study designs.
Some investigators speculate about the potentially toxic nature of masculinity (e.g., a propensity
for more health-destructive behaviors such as alcohol use) and the notion that childcare stands in
opposition to masculinity, possibly introducing a bias where men who self-select for parental leave
exhibit healthier behaviors [13]. Analyzing masculinity and paternity leave has shown that while
masculinity is associated with all-cause mortality, and paternity-leave-taking also has a relationship to
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all-cause mortality, there is no association between masculinity (as measured) and paternity leave [73].
The data from some studies of childcare by fathers suggest that the quality of the time invested is more
critical than the overall quantity [85], which may make paternity leave outcomes difficult to analyze
quantitatively. More research is needed to improve our understanding of the possible intersectionality
between fatherhood, paternity leave, masculinity, child health, and parental health.

6. Conclusions

Of working US women pregnant with their first child, 87% report [19] working through the last
month of pregnancy—is this a choice made by women who love their jobs, or an unfortunate reality
for expectant mothers who have no other option? Millions of American women each year face the
challenges of getting time away from work to attend prenatal checkups, to bond with their newborn,
to initiate and continue breastfeeding for several months, to ensure their child is fully immunized,
and to do all of this in the face of financial adversity and a fear of being fired for taking too much
time off. The overall trend in research on the health consequences of parental leave is that parental
leave supports two precursors to improved child health—breastfeeding and immunizations—and
potentially reduces maternal stress and depression. In light of the challenges that new parents face,
it is perhaps not surprising that a plurality of studies find that access to paid parental leave strongly
associates with lower rates of mortality throughout infancy and childhood.

The United States has an infant mortality rate at least twice that of Sweden [89]. About 39% of
US excess infant mortality when compared to Sweden is due to our high preterm infant mortality
rate [89]. Lacking antenatal leave has been associated with a three-fold increase in risk [44] of preterm
delivery. Working longer into pregnancy has also been linked to delivery complications [47,48]. Taking
leave before the end of pregnancy has benefits to birthweight approaching the same magnitude as the
harms seen in smoking during pregnancy [46,51]. Examining 18 countries over more than 30 years,
Tanaka [6] found a statistically significant correlation between lower birthweight and lack of access to
job-protected paid parental leave. Stearns found the treatment effects for even short maternity leaves
meant a 12% reduction in LBW deliveries to mothers in the five American states with TDI programs [7].
Rossin [40], examining the effects of unpaid leave for women believed most likely to take such leave,
found a 47% reduction in the likelihood an infant born to one of these women died of an ‘ill-defined’
cause. SIDS, one of several causes of infant mortality in the ‘ill-defined’ category, makes up 21% of
American infant mortality alone [62].

The complex and multifactorial nature of infant mortality itself, which is a term encompassing
many disparate causes of death, presents serious challenges for investigation. Further complicating
matters, paid leave may be protective against infant mortality through many pathways, not all of
which are immediately obvious. We do know that paid leave for mothers is linked to increases in
breastfeeding rates [12,53]; we also know that returning to work when leave benefits are exhausted is
often cited as the top reason for breastfeeding cessation [56–58]. Mothers in America who take short
leaves face double or even quadruple the odds of failing to initiate breastfeeding when compared to
those who do not work [54]. The American Academy of Pediatrics says infants not breastfed face more
than 3.5 times the odds of SIDS mortality when compared to exclusively breastfed babies [62].

Several credible examinations of paid parental leave in dozens of countries, from low and middle
income to wealthy ones, have demonstrated a strong link between paid parental leave and child
survival. Investigations by Ruhm [8] and Tanaka [6] have shown a non-linear effect on the health
benefits of parental leave, with the greatest improvements seen after children are a month old. The
more parental leave is extended, the greater these benefits appear to be (at least up to the 40-week
mark). Ruhm estimates implementing 40 weeks of job-protected paid parental leave to accompany a
15% reduction in child mortality—a reduction that would correspond to more than 4000 fewer child
deaths each year in the US [89].

The United States has a policy of just 12 weeks of unpaid parental leave, a policy that covers
only half of its workers [21]. In the few states that mandate paid parental leave, the fractional wage
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replacement is low, the length of leave is only a handful of weeks, and there may not be job protection.
These policies serve to further entrench existing health inequities. The children most at risk of not
being breastfed, most at risk of being born preterm or low birthweight, most at risk of dying in the
first years of life—these are the children of parents most at risk of not being able to take leave from
work. The lack of policies substantially benefitting early life in the United States constitutes a grave
social injustice: those who are already most disadvantaged in our society bear the greatest burden.

The experiences of other nations can give us hope. When Norway converted from 12 weeks
of unpaid leave to 18 weeks of paid job-protected leave, a range of benefits in child achievement
could be observed across the following decades [17]. Most importantly, although these improvements
could be seen across the population, the benefit to children of disadvantaged mothers was roughly
doubled. The implication of this research is that paid parental leave may be an intervention for not just
improving child health, but for reducing inequities in health and achievement.

Outcomes such as infant death may occur through a number of pathways, and when an
intervention has subtle effects on multiple determinants of an outcome—decreasing stress during
pregnancy, allowing more time for prenatal checkups, improving birthweight and decreasing rates of
preterm delivery, increasing the likelihood and duration of breastfeeding, increasing the probability
of a child being fully vaccinated, allowing more time for bonding and infant care—it seems to be
the cumulative effect of these (and other yet unobserved) pathways that accounts for the association
with higher rates of infant and child survival. If the benefits of paid parental leave on child health
are manifold, it follows that attempting to isolate and quantify the effects of any one potential benefit
will likely present a significant challenge. When researchers examine discrete pathways, for example
vaccination prevalence, the findings can vary drastically based on context. That some pathways may
be more important than others depending on context can help to explain why lower infant mortality
rates are associated with longer-paid, job-protected parental leave in a variety of settings.

Accounting for the qualitative nature of these topics is important for understanding variation
in outcomes, and as scientists we must work to go beyond simply quantifying time spent, or lives
lost, or likelihood of improvement. We must attempt to capture the nature of experience and agency,
and to understand how experience begets biology. More research is required to better elucidate the
links between human health and paid parental leave. However, given the body of existing evidence,
parental leave policies that support all working families by providing parents the opportunity to be
with their newborn for an appropriate length of time should be considered as a population health
priority in the United States.

Acknowledgments: Dunia Faulx, Danielle Lozier, Mary Anne Mercer, and two anonymous reviewers whose
comments and suggestions were helpful in improving the final submitted version of this paper.

Author Contributions: Stephen Bezruchka conceived the paper, Adam Burtle wrote the first draft, and both
authors subsequently contributed in revising the article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services. National Health Expenditure Accounts. Available
online: https://www.cms.gov/research-statistics-data-and-systems/statistics-trends-and-reports/
nationalhealthexpenddata/nationalhealthaccountshistorical.html (accessed on 13 April 2016).

2. Moses, H.; Hamilton, M.; Matheson, D.H.M.; Ray Dorsey, E.; George, B.P.; David, S.; Yoshimura, S.
The Anatomy of Health Care in the United States. J. Am. Med. Assoc. 2013, 310, 1947–1964. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Bezruchka, S. Early life or early death: Support for child health lasts a lifetime. Int. J. Child Youth Fam. Stud.
2015, 6, 204–229. [CrossRef]

4. Hertzman, C. Putting the concept of biological embedding in historical perspective. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2012, 109 (Suppl. S2), 17160–17167. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://www.cms.gov/research-statistics-data-and-systems/statistics-trends-and-reports/nationalhealthexpenddata/nationalhealthaccountshistorical.html
https://www.cms.gov/research-statistics-data-and-systems/statistics-trends-and-reports/nationalhealthexpenddata/nationalhealthaccountshistorical.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2013.281425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24219951
http://dx.doi.org/10.18357/ijcyfs.62201513499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1202203109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23045673


Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 13 of 16

5. Mulder, E.J.H.; Robles de Medina, P.G.; Huizink, A.C.; van den Bergh, B.R.H.; Buitelaar, J.K.; Visser, G.H.A.
Prenatal maternal stress: Effects on pregnancy and the (unborn) child. Early Hum. Dev. 2002, 70, 3–14.
[CrossRef]

6. Tanaka, S. Parental leave and child health across OECD countries. Econ. J. 2005, 115, F7–F28. [CrossRef]
7. Stearns, J. The effects of paid maternity leave: Evidence from Temporary Disability Insurance. J. Health Econ.

2015, 43, 85–102. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Ruhm, C.J. Parental leave and child health. J. Health Econ. 2000, 19, 931–960. [CrossRef]
9. Heymann, J.; Raub, A.; Earle, A. Creating and using new data sources to analyze the relationship between

social policy and global health: The case of maternal leave. Public Health Rep. 2011, 126 (Suppl. S3), 127–134.
[PubMed]

10. Winegarden, C.R.; Bracy, P.M. Demographic consequences of maternal-leave programs in industrial countries:
Evidence from fixed-effects models. South. Econ. J. 1995, 61, 1020–1035. [CrossRef]

11. Nandi, A.; Hajizadeh, M.; Harper, S.; Koski, A.; Strumpf, E.C.; Heymann, J. Increased Duration of Paid
Maternity Leave Lowers Infant Mortality in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: A Quasi-Experimental
Study. PLoS Med. 2016, 13, e1001985. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Baker, M.; Milligan, K. Maternal employment, breastfeeding, and health: Evidence from maternity leave
mandates. J. Health Econ. 2008, 27, 871–887. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Månsdotter, A.; Lindholm, L.; Lundberg, M. Health, wealth and fairness based on gender: The support for
ethical principles. Soc. Sci. Med. 2006, 62, 2327–2335. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Aitken, Z.; Zoe, A.; Garrett, C.C.; Belinda, H.; Louise, K.; Hocking, J.S.; Kavanagh, M.A. The maternal health
outcomes of paid maternity leave: A systematic review. Soc. Sci. Med. 2015, 130, 32–41. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Avendano, M.; Berkman, L.F.; Brugiavini, A.; Pasini, G. The long-run effect of maternity leave benefits on
mental health: Evidence from European countries. Soc. Sci. Med. 2015, 132, 45–53. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Dagher, R.K.; McGovern, P.M.; Dowd, B.E. Maternity leave duration and postpartum mental and physical
health: Implications for leave policies. J. Health Politics Policy Law 2014, 39, 369–416. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Carneiro, P.; Pedro, C.; Løken, K.V.; Salvanes, K.G. A Flying Start? Maternity leave benefits and long-run
outcomes of children. J. Political Econ. 2015, 123, 365–412. [CrossRef]

18. United States President’s Commission on the Status of Women. American Women: Report of the President’s
Commission on the Status of Women; U.S. Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1963.

19. Laughlin, L.L. Maternity Leave and Employment Patterns of First-Time Mothers: 1961–2008; U.S. Department of
Commerce, Economics and Statistics Administration, U.S. Census Bureau: Washington, DC, USA, 2011.

20. Department of Labor U.S. The Cost of Doing Nothing: The Price We All Pay without Paid Leave Policies to
Support America’s 21st Century Working Families. Available online: http://www.vawnet.org/summary.
php?doc_id=4677&find_type=web_sum_GC (accessed on 13 April 2016).

21. Han, W.-J.; Ruhn, C.; Waldfogel, J. Parental leave policies and parents’ employment and leave-taking. J. Policy
Anal. Manag. 2009, 28, 29–54. [CrossRef]

22. Van Giezen, R.W. Paid Leave in Private Industry over the Past 20 Years; Contract No. 18; Bureau of Labor
Statistics: Washington, DC, USA, 2013.

23. Ruhm, C.J. Policies to assist parents with young children. Future Child. 2011, 21, 37–68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Baum, C.L.; Ruhm, C.J. The Effects of Paid Family Leave in California on Labor Market Outcomes. J. Policy

Anal. Manag. 2016, 35, 333–356. [CrossRef]
25. Press Office of the Governor of New York State. Governor Cuomo Signs $15 Minimum Wage Plan and

12 Week Paid Family Leave Policy into Law. Available online: https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/
governor-cuomo-signs-15-minimum-wage-plan-and-12-week-paid-family-leave-policy-law (accessed on
13 April 2016).

26. Addati, L.; Cassirer, N.; Gilchrist, K. Maternity and Paternity at Work: Law and Practice across the World.
Available online: http://www.ilo.org/global/publications/ilo-bookstore/order-online/books/WCMS_
242615/lang--en/index.htm (accessed on 13 April 2016).

27. Bartel, A.; Baum, C.L.; Rossin-Slater, M.; Ruhm, C.J.; Waldfogel, J. California’s Paid Family Leave Law: Lessons
from the First Decade; U.S. Department of Labor: San Jose, CA, USA, 2014; p. 17.

28. Krieger, N. Discrimination and health inequities. Int. J. Health Serv. 2014, 44, 643–710. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. MacDorman, M.F.; Mathews, T.J. Understanding racial and ethnic disparities in US infant mortality rates.

Available online: http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/products/databriefs/db74.htm (accessed on 13 April 2016).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3782(02)00075-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0013-0133.2005.00970.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhealeco.2015.04.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26218984
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-6296(00)00047-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21836745
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1060738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001985
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27022926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhealeco.2008.02.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18387682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2005.10.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16332405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.02.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25680101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.02.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25792339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/03616878-2416247
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24305845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/679627
http://www.vawnet.org/summary.php?doc_id=4677&find_type=web_sum_GC
http://www.vawnet.org/summary.php?doc_id=4677&find_type=web_sum_GC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pam.20398
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/foc.2011.0015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22013628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pam.21894
https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/governor-cuomo-signs-15-minimum-wage-plan-and-12-week-paid-family-leave-policy-law
https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/governor-cuomo-signs-15-minimum-wage-plan-and-12-week-paid-family-leave-policy-law
http://www.ilo.org/global/publications/ilo-bookstore/order-online/books/WCMS_242615/lang--en/index.htm
http://www.ilo.org/global/publications/ilo-bookstore/order-online/books/WCMS_242615/lang--en/index.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/HS.44.4.b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25626224
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/products/databriefs/db74.htm


Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 14 of 16

30. Glynn, S.J. Working Parents’ Lack of Access to Paid Leave and Workplace Flexibility; Center for American Progress:
Washington, DC, USA, 2012.

31. Glynn, S.J.; Farrell, J. Latinos Least Likely to Have Paid Leave or Workplace Flexibility; Center for American
Progress: Washington, DC, USA, 2012.

32. Sapolsky, R.M. The influence of social hierarchy on primate health. Science 2005, 308, 648–652. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

33. Lorenc, T.; Petticrew, M.; Welch, V.; Tugwell, P. What types of interventions generate inequalities? Evidence
from systematic reviews. J. Epidemiol. Community Health 2013, 67, 190–193. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. International Labour Organization. R095—Maternity Protection Recommendation. 1952. Available
online: https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_INSTRUMENT_
ID:312433 (accessed on 13 April 2016).

35. International Labour Organization. R191—Maternity Protection Recommendation. 2000. Available
online: http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=1000:12100:0::NO:12100:P12100_INSTRUMENT_ID:
312529 (accessed on 13 April 2016).

36. OECD. Doing Better for Families. Available online: http://www.oecd.org/els/soc/doingbetterforfamilies.
htm (accessed on 13 April 2016).

37. Dustmann, C.; Schönberg, U. Expansions in Maternity Leave Coverage and Children’s Long-Term Outcomes.
Am. Econ. J. Appl. Econ. 2012, 4, 190–224. [CrossRef]

38. Daku, M.; Raub, A.; Heymann, J. Maternal leave policies and vaccination coverage: A global analysis.
Soc. Sci. Med. 2012, 74, 120–124. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Rutten, C. Parental Leave in Europe and Social of Women from the Labour Market. In Challenges of Europe,
the Strength of Soft Power; Inter University Centre Dubrovnik: Dubrovnik, Croatia, 2012; p. 16.

40. Rossin, M.; Maya, R. The effects of maternity leave on children’s birth and infant health outcomes in the
United States. J. Health Econ. 2011, 30, 221–239. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Rossin-Slater, M.; Ruhm, C.J.; Jane, W. The Effects of California’s Paid Family Leave Program on Mothers’
Leave-Taking and Subsequent Labor Market Outcomes. J. Policy Anal. Manag. 2012, 32, 224–245. [CrossRef]

42. Klerman, J.A.; Daley, K.; Pozniak, K. Family and Medical Leave in 2012: Technical Report; U.S. Department of
Labor: San Jose, CA, USA, 2012.

43. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). CDC Grand Rounds: Public health approaches to
reducing U.S. infant mortality. Morb. Mortal. Wkly. Rep. 2013, 62, 625–628.

44. Cerón-Mireles, P.; Harlow, S.D.; Sánchez-Carrillo, C.I. The risk of prematurity and small-for-gestational-age
birth in Mexico City: The effects of working conditions and antenatal leave. Am. J. Public Health 1996, 86,
825–831. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Regev, R.H.; Ayala, L.; Tzipora, D.; Ita, L.; Shmuel, A.; Brian, R. Excess mortality and morbidity among
small-for-gestational-age premature infants: A population-based study. J. Pediatrics 2003, 143, 186–191.
[CrossRef]

46. Del Bono, E.; John, E.; Marco, F. Intrafamily Resource Allocations: A Dynamic Structural Model of Birth
Weight. J. Labor Econ. 2012, 30, 657–706. [CrossRef]

47. Xu, Q.; Séguin, L.; Goulet, L. Beneficial effect of maternity leave on delivery. Can. J. Public Health 2002, 93,
72–77. [PubMed]

48. Guendelman, S.; Pearl, M.; Graham, S.; Hubbard, A.; Hosang, N.; Kharrazi, M. Maternity leave in the ninth
month of pregnancy and birth outcomes among working women. Womens Health Issues 2009, 19, 30–37.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Currie, J.; Rossin-Slater, M. Weathering the storm: Hurricanes and birth outcomes. J. Health Econ. 2013, 32,
487–503. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Cole-Lewis, H.J.; Kershaw, T.S.; Earnshaw, V.A.; Yonkers, K.A.; Lin, H.; Ickovics, J.R. Pregnancy-specific
stress, preterm birth, and gestational age among high-risk young women. Health Psychol. 2014, 33, 1033–1045.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Lou, H.C.; Hansen, D.; Nordentoft, M.; Pryds, O.; Jensen, F.; Nim, J.; Hemmingsen, R. Prenatal stressors of
human life affect fetal brain development. Dev. Med. Child. Neurol. 1994, 36, 826–832. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Khanam, R.; Nghiem, S.; Connelly, L. The effects of parental leave on child health and postnatal care:
Evidence from Australia. Econ. Anal. Policy 2016, 49, 17–29. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1106477
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15860617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jech-2012-201257
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22875078
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_INSTRUMENT_ID:312433
https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_INSTRUMENT_ID:312433
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=1000:12100:0::NO:12100:P12100_INSTRUMENT_ID:312529 
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=1000:12100:0::NO:12100:P12100_INSTRUMENT_ID:312529 
http://www.oecd.org/els/soc/doingbetterforfamilies.htm
http://www.oecd.org/els/soc/doingbetterforfamilies.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/app.4.3.190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2011.10.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22196248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhealeco.2011.01.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21300415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pam.21676
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.86.6.825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8659657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/S0022-3476(03)00181-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/664831
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11925706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.whi.2008.07.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19111785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhealeco.2013.01.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23500506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0034586
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24447189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8749.1994.tb08192.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7926332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eap.2015.09.005


Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 15 of 16

53. Huang, R.; Rui, H.; Muzhe, Y. Paid maternity leave and breastfeeding practice before and after California’s
implementation of the nation’s first paid family leave program. Econ. Hum. Biol. 2015, 16, 45–59. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

54. Mandal, B.; Roe, B.E.; Fein, S.B. The differential effects of full-time and part-time work status on breastfeeding.
Health Policy 2010, 97, 79–86. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Breastfeeding Report Card 2014; Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention: Atlanta, GA, USA, 2014.

56. Hamlyn, B.; Brooker, S.; Oleinikova, K.; Wands, S. Infant Feeding 2000: A Survey Conducted on Behalf of the
Department of Health, the Scottish Executive, the National Assembly for Wales and the Department of Health, Social
Services and Public Safety in Northern Ireland; The Stationery Office: London, UK, 2002.

57. Rubin, R. Despite Potential Health Benefits of Maternity Leave, US Lags behind Other Industrialized
Countries. J. Am. Med. Assoc. 2016, 315, 643–645. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Schwartz, K.; D’Arcy, H.J.S.; Gillespie, B.; Bobo, J.; Longeway, M.; Foxman, B. Factors associated with
weaning in the first 3 months postpartum. J. Fam. Pract. 2002, 51, 439–444. [PubMed]

59. Chuang, C.H.; Chang, P.J.; Chen, Y.C.; Hsieh, W.S.; Hurng, B.S.; Lin, S.J.; Chen, P.C. Maternal return to
work and breastfeeding: A population-based cohort study. Int. J. Nurs. Stud. 2010, 47, 461–474. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

60. Berger, L.M.; Jennifer, H.; Jane, W. Maternity leave, early maternal employment and child health and
development in the US. Econ. J. 2005, 115, F29–F47. [CrossRef]

61. Dieterich, C.M.; Felice, J.P.; O’Sullivan, E.; Rasmussen, K.M. Breastfeeding and health outcomes for the
mother-infant dyad. Pediatric Clin. North Am. 2013, 60, 31–48. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Eidelman, A.I. Breastfeeding and the Use of Human Milk: An Analysis of the American Academy of
Pediatrics 2012 Breastfeeding Policy Statement. Breastfeed. Med. 2012, 7, 323–324. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Ip, S.; Chung, M.; Raman, G.; Chew, P.; Magula, N.; DeVine, D.; Trikalinos, T.; Lau, J. Breastfeeding and
maternal and infant health outcomes in developed countries. Evid. Rep. Technol. Assess. 2007, 153, 1–186.

64. Mitchell, E.A. Recommendations for sudden infant death syndrome prevention: A discussion document.
Arch. Dis. Child. 2007, 92, 155–159. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Horta, B.; Victora, C.; World Health Organization. Short-Term Effects of Breastfeeding: A Systematic Review
on the Benefits of Breastfeeding on Diarrhoea and Pneumonia Mortality; World Health Organization: Geneva,
Switzerland, 2013.

66. Horta, B.; Victora, C.; World Health Organization. Long-Term Effects of Breastfeeding: A Systematic Review;
World Health Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2013.

67. Kelishadi, R.; Farajian, S. The protective effects of breastfeeding on chronic non-communicable diseases in
adulthood: A review of evidence. Adv. Biomed. Res. 2014, 3. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

68. Belfort, M.B.; Rifas-Shiman, S.L.; Kleinman, K.P.; Guthrie, L.B.; Bellinger, D.C.; Taveras, E.M.; Gillman, M.W.;
Oken, E. Infant feeding and childhood cognition at ages 3 and 7 years: Effects of breastfeeding duration and
exclusivity. JAMA Pediatrics 2013, 167, 836–844. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Victora, C.G.; Bahl, R.; Barros, A.J.D.; França, G.V.A.; Horton, S.; Krasevec, J.; Murch, S.; Sankar, M.J.;
Walker, N.; Rollins, N.C. Breastfeeding in the 21st century: Epidemiology, mechanisms, and lifelong effect.
Lancet 2016, 387, 475–490. [CrossRef]

70. Office of the Surgeon General; Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; Office on Women’s Health.
The Surgeon General’s Call to Action to Support Breastfeeding: 2011; U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services: San Francisco, CA, USA, 2011.

71. Earle, A.; Alison, E.; Zitha, M.; Jody, H. International Perspectives on Work-Family Policies: Lessons from
the World’s Most Competitive Economies. Future Child. 2011, 21, 191–210. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Hajizadeh, M.; Mohammad, H.; Jody, H.; Erin, S.; Sam, H.; Arijit, N. Paid maternity leave and childhood
vaccination uptake: Longitudinal evidence from 20 low-and-middle-income countries. Soc. Sci. Med. 2015,
140, 104–117. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

73. Månsdotter, A.; Lundin, A. How do masculinity, paternity leave, and mortality associate? A study of fathers
in the Swedish parental & child cohort of 1988/89. Soc. Sci. Med. 2010, 71, 576–583. [PubMed]

74. Brandth, B.; Kvande, E. Flexible Work and Flexible Fathers. Work Employ. Soc. 2001, 15, 251–267. [CrossRef]
75. O’Brien, M. Fathers, parental leave policies, and infant quality of life: International perspectives and policy

impact. Ann. Am. Acad. Political Soc. Sci. 2009, 624, 190–213. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2013.12.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24508006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2010.03.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20400199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2015.18609
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26881357
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12019051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2009.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19819449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.0013-0133.2005.00971.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pcl.2012.09.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23178059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/bfm.2012.0067
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22946888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/adc.2005.076752
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17264285
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/2277-9175.124629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24600594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2013.455
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23896931
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01024-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/foc.2011.0014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22013634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2015.07.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26210658
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20538394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/09500170122118940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0002716209334349


Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 16 of 16

76. Regev, D.

Healthcare 2016, 4, 30 15 of 15 

 

69. Victora, C.G.; Bahl, R.; Barros, A.J.D.; França, G.V.A.; Horton, S.; Krasevec, J.; Murch, S.; Sankar, M.J.; 
Walker, N.; Rollins, N.C. Breastfeeding in the 21st century: Epidemiology, mechanisms, and lifelong effect. 
Lancet 2016, 387, 475–490. 

70. Office of the Surgeon General; Centers for Disease Control and Prevention; Office on Women’s Health. The 
Surgeon General’s Call to Action to Support Breastfeeding: 2011; U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services: San Francisco, CA, USA, 2011. 

71. Earle, A.; Alison, E.; Zitha, M.; Jody, H. International Perspectives on Work-Family Policies: Lessons from 
the World’s Most Competitive Economies. Future Child. 2011, 21, 191–210. 

72. Hajizadeh, M.; Mohammad, H.; Jody, H.; Erin, S.; Sam, H.; Arijit, N. Paid maternity leave and childhood 
vaccination uptake: Longitudinal evidence from 20 low-and-middle-income countries. Soc. Sci. Med. 2015, 
140, 104–117. 

73. Månsdotter, A.; Lundin, A. How do masculinity, paternity leave, and mortality associate? A study of 
fathers in the Swedish parental & child cohort of 1988/89. Soc. Sci. Med. 2010, 71, 576–583. 

74. Brandth, B.; Kvande, E. Flexible Work and Flexible Fathers. Work Employ. Soc. 2001, 15, 251–267. 
75. O’Brien, M. Fathers, parental leave policies, and infant quality of life: International perspectives and policy 

impact. Ann. Am. Acad. Political Soc. Sci. 2009, 624, 190–213. 
76. Regev, D.  גברים לוקחים חופשת לידה 2שנים: פי  5בתוך . Available online: http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-

4119563,00.html (accessed on 13 April 2016). (In Hebrew) 
77. Moss, P. 11th International Review of Leave Policies and Related Research 2015. Available online: 

http://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/Leavenetwork/Annual_reviews/2015_full_review3_final_8july.pdf 
(accessed on 13 April 2016). 

78. Matzner-Heruti, I. All You Need Is Leave: Rethinking the Concept of Paternity Leave. Cardozo J. Law Gend. 
2015, 21, 475–498. 

79. Kotsadam, A.; Andreas, K.; Henning, F. The state intervenes in the battle of the sexes: Causal effects of 
paternity leave. Soc. Sci. Res. 2011, 40, 1611–1622. 

80. Steinberg, S.; Kruckman, L.; Steinberg, S. Reinventing fatherhood in Japan and Canada. Soc. Sci. Med. 2000, 
50, 1257–1272. 

81. Feldman, R.; Ruth, F.; Sussman, A.L.; Edward, Z. Parental leave and work adaptation at the transition to 
parenthood: Individual, marital, and social correlates. J. Appl. Dev. Psychol. 2004, 25, 459–479. 

82. Datta Gupta, N.; Smith, N.; Verner, M. Perspective Article: The impact of Nordic countries’ family friendly 
policies on employment, wages, and children. Rev. Econ. Househ. 2008, 6, 65–89. 

83. Tanaka, S.; Waldfogel, J. Effects of parental leave and work hours on fathers’ involvement with their babies. 
Community Work Fam. 2007, 10, 409–426. 

84. Haas, L.; Hwang, P. Company Culture and Men’s Usage of Family Leave Benefits in Sweden. Fam. Relat. 
1995, 44, 28–36. 

85. Del Carmen Huerta, M.; Baxter, J.; Lee, R.; Wen-Jui, H.; Adema, W.; Lausten, M.; Lee, R.; Waldfogel, J. 
Fathers’ Leave, Fathers’ Involvement and Child Development. OECD Social, Employment and Migration 
Working Papers. Available online: http://www.keepeek.com/Digital-Asset-Management/oecd/social-
issues-migration-health/fathers-leave-fathers-involvement-and-child-development_5k4dlw9w6czq-
en#page10 (accessed on 13 April 2016). 

86. Patnaik, A.; Ankita, P. Making Leave Easier: Better Compensation and “Daddy-Only” Entitlements. SSRN 
Electron. J. 2014, doi:10.2139/ssrn.2146841. 

87. Flacking, R.; Dykes, F.; Ewald, U. The influence of fathers’ socioeconomic status and paternity leave on 
breastfeeding duration: A population-based cohort study. Scand. J. Public Health 2010, 38, 337–343. 

88. Norström, L.; Lindberg, L.; Månsdotter, A. Could gender equality in parental leave harm off-springs’ 
mental health? A registry study of the Swedish parental/child cohort of 1988/89. Int. J. Equity Health 2012, 
11, doi:10.1186/1475-9276-11-19. 

89. MacDorman, M.F.; Matthews, T.J.; Mohangoo, A.D.; Zeitlin, J. International comparisons of infant 
mortality and related factors: United States and Europe, 2010. Natl. Vital Stat. Rep. 2014, 63, 1–6. 

© 2016 by the authors. Submitted for possible open access publication under the  
terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 

. Available online: http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-
4119563,00.html (accessed on 13 April 2016). (In Hebrew)

77. Moss, P. 11th International Review of Leave Policies and Related Research 2015. Available
online: http://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/Leavenetwork/Annual_reviews/2015_full_review3_
final_8july.pdf (accessed on 13 April 2016).

78. Matzner-Heruti, I. All You Need Is Leave: Rethinking the Concept of Paternity Leave. Cardozo J. Law Gend.
2015, 21, 475–498.

79. Kotsadam, A.; Andreas, K.; Henning, F. The state intervenes in the battle of the sexes: Causal effects of
paternity leave. Soc. Sci. Res. 2011, 40, 1611–1622. [CrossRef]

80. Steinberg, S.; Kruckman, L.; Steinberg, S. Reinventing fatherhood in Japan and Canada. Soc. Sci. Med. 2000,
50, 1257–1272. [CrossRef]

81. Feldman, R.; Ruth, F.; Sussman, A.L.; Edward, Z. Parental leave and work adaptation at the transition to
parenthood: Individual, marital, and social correlates. J. Appl. Dev. Psychol. 2004, 25, 459–479. [CrossRef]

82. Datta Gupta, N.; Smith, N.; Verner, M. Perspective Article: The impact of Nordic countries’ family friendly
policies on employment, wages, and children. Rev. Econ. Househ. 2008, 6, 65–89. [CrossRef]

83. Tanaka, S.; Waldfogel, J. Effects of parental leave and work hours on fathers’ involvement with their babies.
Community Work Fam. 2007, 10, 409–426. [CrossRef]

84. Haas, L.; Hwang, P. Company Culture and Men’s Usage of Family Leave Benefits in Sweden. Fam. Relat.
1995, 44, 28–36. [CrossRef]

85. Del Carmen Huerta, M.; Baxter, J.; Lee, R.; Wen-Jui, H.; Adema, W.; Lausten, M.; Lee, R.; Waldfogel, J. Fathers’
Leave, Fathers’ Involvement and Child Development. OECD Social, Employment and Migration Working
Papers. Available online: http://www.keepeek.com/Digital-Asset-Management/oecd/social-issues-
migration-health/fathers-leave-fathers-involvement-and-child-development_5k4dlw9w6czq-en#page10
(accessed on 13 April 2016).

86. Patnaik, A.; Ankita, P. Making Leave Easier: Better Compensation and “Daddy-Only” Entitlements.
SSRN Electron. J. 2014. [CrossRef]

87. Flacking, R.; Dykes, F.; Ewald, U. The influence of fathers’ socioeconomic status and paternity leave on
breastfeeding duration: A population-based cohort study. Scand. J. Public Health 2010, 38, 337–343. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

88. Norström, L.; Lindberg, L.; Månsdotter, A. Could gender equality in parental leave harm off-springs’ mental
health? A registry study of the Swedish parental/child cohort of 1988/89. Int. J. Equity Health 2012, 11.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. MacDorman, M.F.; Matthews, T.J.; Mohangoo, A.D.; Zeitlin, J. International comparisons of infant mortality
and related factors: United States and Europe, 2010. Natl. Vital Stat. Rep. 2014, 63, 1–6. [PubMed]

© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-4119563,00.html
http://www.ynet.co.il/articles/0,7340,L-4119563,00.html
http://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/Leavenetwork/Annual_reviews/2015_full_review3_final_8july.pdf
http://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/Leavenetwork/Annual_reviews/2015_full_review3_final_8july.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2011.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0277-9536(99)00368-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2004.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11150-007-9023-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13668800701575069
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/584738
http://www.keepeek.com/Digital-Asset-Management/oecd/social-issues-migration-health/fathers-leave-fathers-involvement-and-child-development_5k4dlw9w6czq-en#page10
http://www.keepeek.com/Digital-Asset-Management/oecd/social-issues-migration-health/fathers-leave-fathers-involvement-and-child-development_5k4dlw9w6czq-en#page10
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2146841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1403494810362002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20147577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1475-9276-11-19
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22463683
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25252091
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Introduction
	Evidence of Health Effects Related to Job-Protected Paid Leave
	Antenatal Leave and Birth Outcomes
	Breastfeeding, Immunizations, and Maternal Health
	Gender Issues
	Conclusions

