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Bien que la pandémie causée par le coronavirus 2019 (COVID-19) ait largement attiré l’attention, comme 
le réclamaient impérieusement les circonstances, sur la réévaluation des approches politiques à l’égard des 
soins aux enfants et des soins de longue durée aux aînés, les répercussions de la pandémie sur les politiques 
de congé parental et les prestations parentales relatives aux soins aux nourrissons et aux jeunes enfants 
ont suscité peu d’intérêt. Les auteures se penchent sur la révision de la conception et de la confi guration 
des politiques de congé parental basées sur l’emploi au Canada, tant pendant qu’après la COVID-19. En 
s’appuyant sur les connaissances théoriques relatives aux économies de soins, à l’économie politique fémin-
iste et à l’économie solidaire et la reproduction sociale, ainsi que sur les travaux de recherche sur les congés 
parentaux à l’échelle nationale et internationale, elles affirment que le moment est venu de repenser les 
prestations de congé parental à titre non seulement de politique en matière d’emploi, mais de politique de 
soins et de protection sociale. Elles proposent, pour opérer ce virage, trois sujets d’étude qu’elles explorent : 
un système mixte de prestations parentales conjuguant des droits fondés sur l’emploi et sur la citoyenneté,
l’établissement de liens entre la conception des politiques et l’égalité des sexes, et la nécessité de données 
intersectionnelles solides pour déterminer quelles familles canadiennes reçoivent des prestations parentales. 

Mots clés : Canada, COVID-19, égalité des sexes et égalité intersectionnelle, politique de congé parental,
social, soins 

Although the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic has spurred critical and much-needed at-
tention to re-thinking policy approaches to child care and long-term elder care, little focus has been given 
to its implications for parental leave policies and parental benefits for the care of infants and young chil-
dren. This article is about reconceptualizing and reconfiguring employment-based parental leave poli-
cies in Canada both during and after COVID-19. Informed by theoretical insights from the fields of care 
economies, feminist political economy, and care and social reproduction and by national and international 
parental leave research, we argue that it is time to reconceptualize parental leave benefits not only as em-
ployment policy but also as a care and social protection policy. To make this shift, we explore three topic 
areas: a mixed system of parental benefits that combine employment-based and citizenship-based entitle-
ments, connections between policy design and gender equality, and the need for robust intersectional data 
to track which Canadian families are receiving parental benefi ts. 

Keywords: Canada, care, COVID-19, gender and intersectional equality, parental leave policy, social protection

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

▌ Doucet, Mathieu, and McKay

© Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020 e2020091 doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091

policy. Although social class and intersectional inequal-
ities in access to parental benefits existed before the
pandemic, they have become more significant since its 
onset. To make a case for this conceptual and design shift, 
we develop three lines of thinking in this article. First, 
building on European research, we argue for a mixed
system ( Dobrotić and Blum 2020 ;  Moss and Deven 2019 ) 
of parental benefits that combines employment-based en-
titlements with citizenship entitlements that together offer
some version of an acceptable minimum income. Second, 
gender equality 2 must be at the heart of parental leave 
design. Finally, there is a need for robust intersectional 
data on who is receiving parental benefits in Canada—and
who is excluded. 

This article is informed by our mixed-methods research
(qualitative longitudinal research across a decade 3 and
quantitative analysis 4), our conceptual work, 5 and our
participation in the International Network on Leave Poli-
cies and Research (n.d.), which provides an invaluable
international comparative lens. Our arguments are under-
pinned by theoretical literatures on care economies, which
build on key insights from feminist political economy and 
theories of care and social reproduction (e.g.,  Addati et al. 
2018 ;  Folbre 2008 ,  2018 ;  Michel and Peng 2017 ). We borrow
three critical points from these literatures. First, there is 
no separation between care economies and broader econ-
omies, and, indeed, it is the care economy that upholds and
makes the formal economy possible; as recently expressed
by the International Labour Organization (ILO), there is an
“unpaid care work–paid work–paid care work circle” in 
which the “conditions of unpaid care work impact how un-
paid carers enter and remain in paid work” ( Addati et al. 
2018 , xxvii) and that “has implications for gender equality 
within households as well as for women’s and men’s abil-
ity to provide unpaid care work” ( Addati et al. 2018 , 10). 
Second, our research is informed by relational concepts 
of human subjectivity, which translate into the view that 
people are care providers, care receivers, fi nancial provid-
ers, and financial receivers in varied and multiple ways 
across time and with inevitable periods of dependency, 
interdependency, and vulnerability across the life course 
( Fineman 2009 ,  2010 ;  Himmelweit 2007 ;  Tronto 2013 ). This
intra-connectedness of work and care and caregiving and 
care receiving demands strong social protection policies, 
such as child care services, parental leave benefi ts, and 
job-protected leaves. Third, we draw on the ILO’s view 
of “care work in a changing world” and its defi nitions of 
care policies and  social protection policies . Briefl y, care policies
refer, in part, to “public policies [including parental leave]
that allocate resources in the form of money [including 
income], services or time to caregivers or people who
need care” (Addati et al. 2018,  13).  Social protection policies
include, among others, “policies that facilitate parents’ 
involvement in both direct care and paid employment, 
such as paid maternity, paternity and parental leaves” 

Introduction 
Canada’s parental leave system was launched almost 50 
years ago, in 1971, with the establishment of maternity 
leave as an individual entitlement reserved for birth
mothers. This was a wage-compensated special benefi t 
offered through what is now the Employment Insurance 
(EI) program of the federal government, with job protec-
tion entitlement established in federal, provincial, and 
territorial labour laws. Since then, although Canada’s
parental leave system has undergone several key policy 
changes, the system has never adapted or fully responded
to the care–work lives of the growing number of Can-
adian parents who—partly because of precarious work, 
non-standard work histories, temporary work contracts, 
or work in the gig economy ( Chen and Mehdi 2019 ;  Jeon, 
Liu, and Ostrovsky 2019 ;  Sunil 2020 ;  Vosko 2010 ,  2020 )—
remain structurally excluded from employment-based
leave policies. 

Before COVID-19, Canadian research had exposed
systemic exclusions in access to parental leave benefi ts 
based mainly on social class or Indigenous youth status 
(see  Hull 2013 ;  Margolis et al. 2018 ;  Mathieu, Doucet, and 
McKay 2020 ;  McKay, Mathieu, and Doucet 2016 ;  Robson 
2017 ). With its lockdowns, social distancing practices, and
closure of workplaces, child care centres, and schools, the 
pandemic has led more and more people to lose jobs or 
hours of work, especially women, mothers with a lower 
education level ( Qian and Fuller 2020 ), and low-income 
workers ( Lemieux et al. 2020 ). These disruptions to
Canadians’ work histories will affect their access to EI 
benefits and will very likely have a negative impact on 
new parents’ access to parental benefi ts. 

To date, the pandemic has strengthened a long-stand-
ing view of feminist and family researchers and advocates
that child care 1 is an essential service that upholds and 
is critical to the economy ( Bezanson, Bevan, and Lysack 
2020 ;  Friendly and Ballantyne 2020 ;  Mathieu 2020 ;  Prentice
2020 ). In addition, the disproportionately high number of 
COVID-19 fatalities among residents in long-term care 
facilities has put Canada’s inadequate long-term care poli-
cies for elderly populations under much-needed scrutiny 
( Armstrong et al. 2020 ;  Das Gupta 2020 ). In spite of all of 
its negative impacts, the pandemic has also given rise to a 
sudden surge of thinking about how this socio-economic 
moment offers a unique opportunity to re-envision and 
restructure public policies, including social protection
policies, to better support Canadian families. Within this 
ongoing conversation, however, little consideration has 
been given to how the pandemic and its aftermath will af-
fect parental benefits and parental leave to care for infants 
and very young children. 

In this article, we argue that in the context of the
pandemic and its long-lasting impacts, now is the time 
to reconceptualize parental leave policy not only as an 
employment policy but also as a care and social protection
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differences between them, we focus mainly on the weak-
nesses in the EI system. 

Parental Leave as Employment Policy 
From its inception in 1971, Canada’s parental leave archi-
tecture has been framed mainly as employment policy, and
especially as one that supports women’s labour market
attachment. 10 Indeed, when maternity leave was estab-
lished a half-century ago, feminist scholars and labour
policy advocates hailed it as “a signal victory for Canadian
women’s labour rights” ( Pulkingham and van der Gaag 
2004 , 116). At that time, a minimum of 20 weeks of insur-
able employment was required to qualify for 15 weeks of 
benefits at 67 percent of wage replacement (the peak rate 
since its inception) to a maximum of $100 a week. 

Although parental benefits are more accessible and
generous in Quebec, both Canada’s and Quebec’s par-
ental benefits programs are premised on labour force
attachment. In each program, leaves are a form of social 
insurance that covers a limited group of potential par-
ticipants. They are contributory wage replacement social 
insurance schemes funded not through general revenue 
but through a separate pool of funds. 11 As a result, inequal-
ities in the labour market are translated into inequalities in
the receipt of paid parental benefits, although the extent of
inequalities is also contingent on gender and provincial–
territorial location ( Margolis et al. 2018 ;  Mathieu et al. 2020 ;
McKay et al. 2016 ). 

Comparing the EI and QPIP parental leave benefi t 
regimes, key differences are found in access to benefi ts, 
wage replacement rates, and how gender equality issues 
are integrated into policy designs. In terms of access and 
eligibility, parental benefits in the EI program require 600 
hours of insurable employment; in contrast, in Quebec, 
parental benefits are made available to any parent earning
$2,000 or more during the previous tax year (i.e., 160 hours
at Quebec’s 2020 minimum wage of $12.50/hour). Basing 
eligibility on flat-rate earnings rather than on the number 
of hours worked means that in Quebec, non-standard
workers such as part-time employees, contract workers, 
gig workers, and many students qualify for parental
benefits, unlike their counterparts in the rest of Canada 
who are less likely to be covered by EI. Although the
eligibility criteria for accessing EI parental benefi ts were 
widened to include the self-employed in 2011 (they have 
been covered by QPIP since that program launched), they 
are more restrictive than those for QPIP. 12 As we note in 
the second part of this article, these restrictions will have 
implications for who will have access to parental benefi ts 
both during and after the pandemic. 

Wage replacement rates are also different between the 
two regimes. Since 2006, new parents in Quebec have had 
a choice between receiving a smaller percentage of their 
usual income (55–70 percent for 55 weeks) with the Basic 
Plan or a higher level of income replacement (75 percent) 

(Addati et al. 201 8, 13). They attend to questions such as 
“what type of care is most appropriate and desirable . . . 
who should provide care . . . who should pay for it . . . and 
[what are] the nature and levels of, and conditionalities 
attached to, carer benefi ts/compensations?” 6 ( Addati et al.
2018 , 29–30). 

This article is organized in two sections. We fi rst pro-
vide a brief overview of Canada’s complex parental leave 
architecture. We then lay out our three lines of thinking 
about parental benefits as care and social protection
policies, with our arguments aimed specifically at the EI 
system of parental benefi ts. 

Canada’s Complex Parental Leave 
Architecture and Its Evolution 
Canada has a complex tripartite parental leave system
( Pulkingham and van der Gaag 2004 ) that includes (a) 
two distinct parental leave benefit programs (since 2006): 
the Quebec Provincial Insurance Program (QPIP) 7 and 
EI-based parental benefits for the rest of Canada, both 
of which are premised on labour market attachment (see 
Table A.1  in the Appendix); (b) employer-sponsored wage
compensation benefits to top up government programs; 
and (c) 14 federal–provincial–territorial jurisdictions (ten 
provinces, three territories, and a federal labour code) 
that are governed by employment standard acts (that
vary across Canada’s 14 jurisdictions) and that establish 
job-protected unpaid leave after the birth or adoption of 
a child. 8 This last point underscores an important and 
potentially exclusionary dimension of Canada’s parental 
leave policy architecture: the legal entitlement to take job-
protected leave is separate from government-paid benefi t 
plans. Because all 14 federal, provincial, and territorial 
jurisdictions have separate employment standards legis-
lation, with slightly different rules establishing eligibility 
and criteria, where parents reside and work in Canada 
matters in terms of whether they are entitled to job pro-
tection and leave benefi ts. 9 Put differently, parents may 
qualify for benefits but not leave entitlement, and vice 
versa. These two potentially exclusionary criteria will
become even more significant as axes of exclusion in the 
pandemic and post-pandemic periods. 

Over the past 50 years, the federal government has 
periodically and incrementally expanded the parental
leave benefit program, but without fully reconceptualizing
or reconfiguring the policy design architecture (see  Table 
A.2  in the Appendix). It has done so primarily through 
several key changes that have reinforced parental leave 
policy architecture as employment policy, extended leave 
times and attempted to address issues of gender equality 
in policy design, and, more recently, gestured toward a 
mixed-benefi ts approach ( Dobrotić and Blum 2020 ) that 
would potentially combine employment-based benefi ts 
with citizenship entitlements. Although we address
both the EI and the QPIP policies here, especially key
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for a shorter period (43 weeks) with the Special Plan (see 
Table A.1 ). Both plans include a non-transferable (“use-
it-or-lose-it”) individual entitlement paternity leave of
five weeks at 70 percent wage replacement (Basic Plan) or 
three weeks at 75 percent wage replacement (Special Plan).

 The first two elements of the EI-based parental leave 
architecture (insured employment-based eligibility criteria
and wage replacement rates) demonstrate its enduring 
character as an employment policy. Outside of Quebec, 
eligibility criteria under EI have become more restrictive 
over time. For both regular EI and special benefi ts (such 
as parental benefits), the insurable hours needed to qualify
have doubled, from 300 to 700 hours (in 1997) and then 
down to 600 hours in the previous 12 months (in 2001), 
which is the current requirement; in 1990, wage replace-
ment levels for benefits were reduced from 67 percent to 
today’s rate of 55 percent. 

Extensions of Leave, Gender Equality, and a 
Strengthening of the Male Breadwinner Model 
The federal EI program has had two notable expansions 
(of leave duration and caregiver categories). The fi rst
was in 2001, when parental benefits were extended from 
10 weeks to 35 weeks, and these weeks were also made 
available to adoptive and same-sex couples, signalling an 
attempt to recognise diverse families. Shortly after these 
changes were implemented, fathers’ use of leave jumped 
significantly from 3 percent of all fathers in 2000 to 15 
percent in 2005 and 20 percent in 2006 ( Marshall 2008 ). 13

Although this was a significant boost at the time, the num-
bers since then have barely budged, hovering between 9 
and 15 percent for the past decade ( ESDC 2020d ;  Statistics 
Canada 2018 ). Meanwhile, in 2006, QPIP introduced a 
three- to five-week non-transferable paternity leave at a 
high replacement rate (similar to use-or-lose-it policies in 
Norway and Sweden); 14 this partly explains the signifi cant
impact the program has had on the number of fathers who
take parental or paternity benefits, which has jumped from
27.8 percent in 2005 to 79.6 percent in 2018 ( ESDC 2020d ; 
Statistics Canada 2018 ;  Tremblay and Dodeler 2015 ). 

The federal EI program took until 2018 to extend this 
same form of non-transferable leave when it created a non-
transferable parental sharing benefit. This additional fi ve 
to eight weeks (paid at 55 percent and 33 percent wage 
replacement, respectively) of parental benefits is avail-
able to fathers, including adoptive fathers and same-sex 
couples, with an important restriction. Unlike in Quebec, 
where leave for fathers is an individual right available to 
all fathers who qualify for QPIP, with the parental shar-
ing benefit, the eligibility of the second parent or father is 
dependent on the eligibility of the first parent or mother. 
That is, the father or second parent can only qualify for the
benefit if both parents qualify for and take leave benefi ts, 
which means both parents must also qualify for a job-
protected leave under employment standards legislation 

( Canada 2018b ). Significantly, single-parent families do 
not have access to these extra benefits in either the EI 
system or the QPIP system. 

A second extension of leave, also implemented in
2018, allowed parents outside of Quebec to spread out 
the same EI benefit levels over a longer period of time 
(i.e., 61 weeks, but only at 33 percent of earnings, up to 
a benefit payment ceiling of $328 per week). In Canada, 
early analyses of the take-up of this extended leave time 
point to how “it is not clear that 33 percent will be suf-
ficient to entice mothers to extend their leave period to 61 
weeks,” which “may suggest that only mothers in the top 
percentiles of the income distribution will benefit from the
recent federal reform” ( Haeck et al. 2019 , 232). Although 
the option of a longer leave was framed as offering “more 
choice for parents” ( Canada 2018a ), research from Norway
highlights how “choice” in relation to gender-neutral
parental leave typically translates into longer leave times 
for mothers, which reinforces fathers’ roles and identities 
as breadwinners and secondary caregivers ( Brandth and 
Kvande 2016 ;  Ellingsaeter 2003 ). Longer leaves can also 
have labour market consequences for women, including 
the preservation of the gendered wage gap (e.g.,  Boeck-
mann, Misra, and Budig 2015 ;  Pettit and Hook 2009 ). We 
detail next, however, how the pandemic could lead to a 
more positive framing of a wider and more fl exible range 
of parental leaves. 

Toward Mixed Benefits, Social Protection,
and Social Inclusion 
Although no major changes have occurred since the
tabling of the 2018 federal budget, the Liberal party
election platform in 2019 ( Liberal Party of Canada 2019 ) 
indicated that its plans for parental leave policies in-
cluded adding a guaranteed paid family leave; this was 
called “an ambitious program that will make sure that 
parents who don’t qualify for paid leave through E.I.
or who don’t get enough, because they’re between jobs, 
earn little, or haven’t worked enough hours, will receive 
a guaranteed income during the first year of their child’s 
life.” Indicating that the program would launch in 2021, 
they also pledged to “integrate E.I. maternity and parental
benefits with the [Canada Child Benefit], expand them, 
and ensure the legal protections for leave are not affected 
by this change” ( Liberal Party of Canada 2019 ). More
recently, on 31 July 2020, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau 
stated that the federal government will introduce a new 
parallel benefit for many people who do not qualify for EI 
benefits, including gig or contract workers ( Clark 2020 ). 
This, and the 2019 Liberal party election platform, signal 
a potential move toward a care and social protection
design through what can be viewed as a mixed system 
( Dobrotić and Blum 2020 ) of parental benefits that combine
employment-based entitlements with citizenship entitle-
ments that offer some version of an acceptable minimum 
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of Quebec, an average of 35 percent of all Canadian moth-
ers do not receive maternity or parental benefi ts ( Mathieu 
et al. 2020 ; see  Figure A.1  in the Appendix). Put differently,
only 65 percent of all mothers actually received parental 
benefits under EI across nine provinces in 2017; in Quebec,
89 percent of mothers received parental benefi ts. 17

It was clear from the beginning that parents’ access to 
maternity and parental leave benefits would be affected by
the pandemic. One immediate concern was the loss of in-
surable hours needed to qualify for benefits. For example, 
“COVID-19 induced a 32 percent decline in aggregate
weekly hours worked between February and April 2020, 
and a 15 percent decline in employment” with almost 
“half the job losses . . . attributed to workers with earnings 
in the bottom earnings quartile” ( Lemieux et al. 2020 , 3). 
Between February and May 2020, mothers’ employment, 
especially for women with low education levels, was af-
fected more than fathers’ employment ( Qian and Fuller 
2020 ). In addition, a study released by Statistics Canada in 
early July 2020 concluded that “high poverty rates among 
most visible minority groups prior to the COVID-19
pandemic make them vulnerable to the fi nancial impact 
of work disruptions” (Hou et al. 2020 , 3). These fi ndings, 
combined with evidence that low-income parents were 
already less likely to receive parental benefits before the 
pandemic ( Haeck et al. 2019 ;  Margolis et al. 2018 ;  McKay 
et al. 2016 ), signalled that the pandemic would likely
widen the gap between what Margaret  O’Brien (2009 , 181)
has called “parental-leave rich and parental-leave poor” 
households (see also  McKay et al. 2016 ). 

On 20 August 2020, the federal government introduced
a temporary amendment to maternity–parental benefi ts 
to address the challenges faced by the many parents who 
would not be able to meet the 600-hour threshold of in-
surable hours to qualify for maternity or parental leave 
benefi ts during the COVID-19 pandemic. Retroactive to 
15 March 2020, parents will only need 120 insurable hours 
of employment (i.e., approximately 3.5 weeks of full-time 
hours) in the 52 weeks before a claim or since their last EI 
claim to qualify for benefits. In effect, parents are receiving
a one-time credit of 480 insurable hours. The government 
document that lays out these changes states, “The hours 
credit will be available for new EI claims  for one year , in 
recognition that labour market conditions remain uncer-
tain and will take time to stabilize” (ESDC 2020c ). Given 
that this change is only temporary, questions remain
about how the federal government will redesign parental 
benefits, and the EI system more broadly, to ensure that 
more parents qualify for benefi ts. 

Second, because the CERB has received a high level of 
public and political social solidarity and support ( Robson 
2020 ), we argue that this could engender increased polit-
ical will to widen access to parental benefits and to create 
a mixed system that combines EI coverage for those who 
qualify for EI parental benefits or unpaid job-protected 

income. 15 This move aligns with new developments in 
the European Union’s Work–Life Balance Directive and 
its focus on “‘delivering new and more effective rights for 
citizens’, rights that cover equal opportunities and access 
to the labour market, fair working conditions and social 
protection and inclusion” ( European Commission 2017 ). 
A mixed-benefit approach is even more relevant today 
because the pandemic has revealed faults in the existing 
EI-based program while also opening up new possibil-
ities for citizenship-based entitlements, or some version 
of a minimum income as demonstrated by the Canadian 
Emergency Response Benefi t (CERB). 

Reconceptualizing and Redesigning Parental 
Leave as a Care and Social Protection Policy:
What Are Some Key Issues and Questions 
to Consider in a COVID-19 Context? 
In this section of the article, we develop three topic areas 
that we think should be part of post-pandemic policy de-
velopment and research: (a) a mixed system of parental 
benefits that combines employment-based and citizen-
ship-based entitlements, (b) connections between policy 
design and gender equality, and (c) the need for robust 
intersectional data on who receives parental benefi ts. 

Toward a Mixed System of Parental Benefi ts 
with Enhanced Flexibility 
When thousands of Canadians suddenly lost their jobs
in March 2020, the federal government created the CERB 
rather than rely on the existing EI system. The CERB is 
both the newest addition to the suite of special benefi ts 
within the EI system 16 and a benefit to which individuals 
who are not covered by the EI system have access during 
the pandemic. Briefl y put, 

In legislation, the CERB created an entitlement for those 
15 years of age and older to a taxable payment of $2,000 
per four-week period between March 15 and October 3, 
to a maximum of sixteen weeks. It did not differentiate 
between persons who could not work due to illness, layoff
or because of caregiving responsibility. Unlike EI, access 
was not dependent on past social insurance contribu-
tions or number of insurable hours worked, but instead 
a uniform threshold of just $5,000 in work income in 2019 
or over the 12 months previous to the CERB application 
( Robson 2020 , 15; see also  Petit and Tedds 2020 ). 

The implementation of the CERB and other emergency 
measures raises at least six issues or questions about
EI-based parental benefi ts. The first issue relates to who 
receives EI benefi ts. Before the pandemic, the EI system 
already excluded many unemployed Canadians: only 33 
percent of unemployed women and 38 percent of unem-
ployed men received EI benefits in 2018 ( MacDonald 2020 ;
see also  Robson 2020 ). In relation to parental benefi ts, we 
determined through two phases of research that outside 
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including weekend days, so that parents can decide how 
to best organize their work time and care time. Because the
pandemic has created extraordinary levels of uncertainty 
and unpredictability in both paid work and care work, 
thinking about more fl exible and longer parental leaves 
beyond the first year of care would “allow fathers and 
mothers at various parenting stages to manage caregiving 
demands when needed” ( Qian and Fuller 2020 , S96). In 
this vein, new proposed policy changes to QPIP to widen 
the leave-taking window (increased from 52 to 78 weeks) 
are one example of this kind of flexibility (see  Table A.2 ). 

Finally, a mixed system of parental benefi ts not only 
benefits parents, it benefits children as care receivers of 
parental time. Although it is difficult to directly connect 
parental leaves and child outcomes (see  Haeck et al. 2019 ),
a care and social protection framework views “caregivers 
and care receivers within the same social justice frame-
work” ( UNRISD 2016 ), thus providing conceptual space 
to make a case for the child’s right to good care, including 
parental care (see  Doucet, McKay, and Mathieu 2019 ;  Moss
and Deven 2015 ,  2019 ). This idea is strongly embedded in 
the policy designs of Nordic countries, including that of 
Sweden, which envisages parental leave “as a universal 
right of citizenship, including a right to care but also to be 
cared for,” in which “children have a legal right to have a 
relationship with both parents” ( Haas and Hwang 1999 , 
49). The already wide gap between parental-leave-rich 
and parental-leave-poor households has implications for 
which infants and young children receive fi nancially sup-
ported parental care time. This divide, which is central to 
address in care and protection policies, may deepen dur-
ing and after the pandemic, especially for lower-income, 
racialized, new immigrant, and Indigenous families (Hou 
et al. 2020 ). 

Connections between Leave Policy Design 
and Gender Equality 
The pandemic has shone a spotlight on key gender equal-
ity issues that have simmered for years in cross-cultural 
research on families, care, and work: persistent gendered 
divisions of labour in care work and housework. Although
men in many countries, including Canada, have increased
their participation in domestic life over the past few
decades, especially in the care of children ( Moyser and 
Burlock 2018 ), the responsibilities for care and household 
work have remained primarily women’s (for an overview,
see  Doucet 2018 ). Since March 2020, with school and
child care centre closures and partial or reduced-capacity 
openings in the months to follow, an increasingly loud 
debate has occurred regarding the deepening of this
gender divide and the multiple repercussions for women’s
employment, financial security, well-being, and gender 
equality ( Dobson-Hughes 2020 ;  Heilman, Bernardino,
and Pfeifer 2020 ;  Qian and Fuller 2020 ;  Yalnizyan and 
Robson 2020 ). 

leave and a guaranteed family income for the fi rst year 
of parental care for those who do not. As Kevin  Milligan 
(2020 ) writes, partly because the CERB extends “broad 
coverage not dependent on qualifying for regular Em-
ployment Insurance,” it “provides a solid platform for 
supporting Canadian families, but more policy work is 
needed to fortify the CERB so that it reaches its potential 
to help Canadian families and bridge our economy across 
the crisis.” As part of this bridging work, we believe that 
it is also time to revisit the long-standing debate about 
whether parental benefits are best placed in the EI system 
or elsewhere (for an overview, see  Robson 2017 ). 

Our third point is that if the federal government is 
moving toward a mixed system of parental benefits,
that system should still maximize people’s options for 
qualifying for EI, but through less stringent criteria. In 
our view, one way to strengthen entitlements based on 
labour market attachment would be to mimic QPIP’s
policy, which requires $2,000 in earnings in the previous 
year to qualify for parental leave benefits. Another option,
recommended by  Campaign 2000 (2018 , 13), is to “reduce 
qualifying hours to 300 over the best 12 weeks of the last 
12 months of work.” 

Fourth, issues of access to benefits also relate to
employment standards legislation. A post-pandemic ap-
proach to parental leave should be collaborative across 
jurisdictions, with the federal government and provin-
cial and territorial governments amending employment 
standards legislation, as four jurisdictions have already 
done, 18 to eliminate the eligibility criterion of time with a 
current employer for maternity, parental, paternity, and 
family care leaves. 

Building on this, our fifth point concerns how to link 
existing parental leave entitlements with new COVID-19 
emergency job-protected (unpaid) leaves that were intro-
duced federally and in 11 of 13 provincial or territorial 
jurisdictions. In addition to responding to Canadians’
intense and pervasive need for job protection measures 
to cover pandemic-related illness and particularly high 
caregiving demands, these new leaves have also brought 
to light weaknesses in current leave entitlements ( Qian 
and Fuller 2020 ;  Robson 2020 ). 19 Looking ahead to the post-
pandemic period, evidence from other countries suggests 
that longer, more flexible, non-consecutive parental leaves
spread across several years could be a good approach to 
the unpredictable demands of childrearing. For example, 
in Estonia, Finland, and Hungary, “parents can take paid 
parental leave and/or home care leave until their child’s 
second or third birthday” ( OECD 2017 , 200). In Sweden, 
parental leave time can be taken in many different forms, 
in one or several blocks of time, with full-time and part-
time options, and at any time until a child is aged eight 
years or by the end of the first year of schooling ( Duvander
and Löfgren 2019 ). Rather than being designated in weeks,
Sweden’s leaves are designated in days (or partial days), 
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This situation has brought to the forefront another im-
portant argument repeatedly made by gender and parental
leave scholars: fathers’ take-up of parental leave can critic-
ally shift social norms and assumptions about gendered 
roles at work and at home (for an overview, see Doucet 
2017 ;  Duvander and Johansson 2019 ;  Kvande and Brandth
2019 ;  O’Brien and Wall 2017 ;  Tremblay and Dodeler 2015 ).
This was, in fact, the sentiment expressed in 2018, when 
the federal government announced the EI parental shar-
ing benefit; the government noted that it was directly
connected to a broader federal goal of “breaking down
barriers to gender equality” and that parental benefi ts
aimed at fathers (and second parents in same-sex couples)
were “proven to encourage a more balanced sharing of 
childcare responsibilities” ( Department of Finance 2018 ). 

To think through pandemic and post-pandemic par-
ental leave design that promotes gender equality, we
consider three issues related to fathers’ take-up of leave: 
the importance of individual non-transferable leaves, the 
influence of wage replacement rates, and the challenges 
of measuring parental leave impacts on gender equality. 

In relation to non-transferable leave for fathers (i.e., 
use-it-or-lose-it leave), one can see the difference that
policy design makes when comparing non-transferable 
individual leave with parental leave that is meant to be 
divided between parents ( Karu and Tremblay 2017 ). Since
its introduction, QPIP’s non-transferable leave for fathers 
has drastically increased the number of fathers claiming 
or intending to claim leave to care for their children in 
Quebec (eight in ten fathers vs. approximately one in ten 
fathers outside Quebec). Although data on the number of 
fathers taking parental leave with the federal EI parental 
sharing benefit are not yet available, we know that it is 
not an individual non-transferable leave. It is linked to the 
couple and, more specifically, depends on both members 
of the couple having access to EI benefits. As we previ-
ously detailed, large gaps already exist in terms of access 
to and eligibility for parental leave in most provinces and 
territories, and it is highly probable that these gaps will 
worsen during and after the pandemic. A next step in the 
development of the parental sharing benefit should be to 
detach eligibility criteria from the couple and convert the 
policy into an individual non-transferable entitlement for 
fathers and second parents that does not rely on mothers 
or co-parents being eligible for leave benefi ts; for single 
parents, there should be the option of a longer leave or 
the ability to allow another family member to take leave. 

With regard to the second issue, wage replacement 
rates, there is now credible evidence from Nordic and 
other European countries that leave benefits are more
likely to be shared between women and men when men 
have access to well-paid (i.e., at least 70 percent replace-
ment wage rate), non-transferable individual leave
entitlements. As  Peter Moss and Fred Deven (2015 , 139), 

the founders of the International Network of Leave Poli-
cies and Research, argue, “Experience shows that fathers, 
by and large, will only use such leave” when it is in the 
form of “‘fathers’ quotas’ (well-paid, father-only leave 
entitlements),” whereas “other forms of leave (e.g., low or 
unpaid paternal entitlements or any family entitlements) 
are either not taken or taken predominantly by mothers. 
The direction to be taken, therefore, if gender equality 
and shared caring are priority goals is now quite clear” 
(see also Harrington et al. 2014 ;  Moss and Deven 2019 ). 
Parental benefits and the new parental sharing benefi t, 
with their relatively low wage replacement rate of 33 to 
55 percent, are out of sync with this research. 

A third issue to consider in developing a post-pandemic
parental leave policy in Canada is how to measure the im-
pact of policy designs on fathers’ taking leave and gender 
equality. Measuring the direct links between fathers’ leave
time and gender equality is methodologically challenging 
and raises numerous issues related to how to assess leave 
taking and its impacts ( Doucet and McKay 2020 ). On the 
one hand, we challenge the idea that we can draw direct 
causal links between fathers’ leave-taking and gender
equality, and we hold to the view of a group of Nordic 
parental leave experts ( Duvander et al. 2019 , 192) that “the
relationship between Parental Leave and gender equality 
is far more complicated than a linear association.” On the 
other hand, it is important to develop nuanced conceptual
and methodological approaches that can assess what and 
how gendered responsibilities change over time and how 
fathers’ care time, including paternity leave time, can shift
responsibilities at home and at work (see  Wray 2020 ).
Looking ahead, it will be important to assess whether and 
how Canadian fathers are taking on more care work and 
housework during the government-mandated lockdowns
(see  Alon et al. 2020 ;  Shafer, Milkie, and Scheibling 2020 ), 
as well as how this pandemic is changing gendered social 
norms and affecting gender equality outcomes. 

Need for Robust Intersectional Data on 
Parental Benefi ts 
In pre-pandemic Canada, there were serious data gaps to 
track when assessing parental benefits and their impacts. 
The pandemic has expanded the call for an intersectional 
approach to studying the differentiated impacts (includ-
ing gender, class, race/ethnicity, Indigeneity, sexualities, 
disabilities, age) of COVID-19 ( Hankivsky 2020 ;  Lokot 
and Avakyan 2020 ). Good data and a sophisticated mix 
of methodologies and epistemological approaches will be 
critical for understanding how families’ care and work 
lives have changed during the pandemic and beyond. 
At least five areas related to parental benefits call out for 
attention. 

First, stronger data on which mothers and fathers
qualify for and take leave, for how long, and at what level 
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of benefits (including employer top-up data) are needed. 
Second, the current design of the EI Coverage Survey asks 
questions about fathers through mothers and, even more 
narrowly, through mothers’ predictions about fathers’
“intended average weeks off” ( Statistics Canada 2015 ). 
These questions should be posed directly to fathers. Third,
the receipt of benefits needs to be measured and reported 
in terms of the number of children born to all parents, 
not just parents with the requisite insurable employment 
hours in the year before giving birth. Fourth, the EI Cover-
age Survey does not currently include data on maternity 
and parental leave access and take-up in Canada’s three 
territories (where many Indigenous people reside) or
on First Nations reserves. Indigenous populations are
increasingly building their own research capacity, 20 so 
statistical and data agencies and cross-sectoral researchers
will need to collaborate with Indigenous (First Nations, 
Inuit, and Métis) researchers and communities to learn 
about Indigenous approaches to research, methodologies,
epistemologies, and ontologies (e.g.,  Jewell 2016 ;  Walter 
and Andersen 2013 ;  Watts 2013 ,  2018 ). This will ensure 
that conceptual approaches to families, care, work, and 
parental leave designs are better aligned with Indigenous 
principles and perspectives. 

Finally, to date, with the exception of some studies that
address social class (mainly educational and income dif-
ferences), scant attention has been given to the receipt of 
parental benefits in racialized, newcomer, Indigenous, and
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, two-spirited 
(LGBTQ2S) families; single-parent families; and young-
parent families.  Statistics Canada (2020 ) acknowledged the
importance and urgency of disaggregated data, beginning
in 2018, with the creation of the Centre for Gender, Divers-
ity and Inclusion Statistics, which aims to encourage the 
creation of evidence-based policy through “monitoring 
and reporting on gender, diversity and inclusion.” On 24 
June 2020,  it  went further, stating that “COVID-19 has had
unprecedented impacts on Canadians, and particularly on
the most vulnerable populations. To understand the im-
pacts, disaggregated data are needed for visible minority 
populations, immigrants, seniors, Indigenous people and 
other vulnerable populations” ( Statistics Canada 2020 ). 
As acknowledged by  Statistics Canada (2020 ) itself, this 
endeavor might face challenges in terms of standardiza-
tion issues, working with diverse organizations and across
provincial and territorial jurisdictions, and amassing a 
sufficient volume of data for meaningful comparisons. 

Conclusions 
Three years ago, in a comprehensive review and evalua-
tion of parental benefits in Canada, Jennifer  Robson
(2017 , 13–14) laid out three goals for a system of parental 
benefits: advancing women’s employment opportunities 
to “protect or encourage workforce participation and in-
sure wages for women of child-bearing age,” to “improve 

the well-being of young children in families by reducing 
work–life stress and fi nancial strain on parents,” and to 
“promote gender equity in both paid employment and 
unpaid caregiving.” 

These objectives remain relevant for a post-pandemic 
parental leave system. We also propose an additional
two. First, a parental leave system should ensure a good 
fit between policy design and the care and work lives of 
all Canadian families, including the growing number of 
families whose paid work and care work responsibilities 
are entangled in webs of precarity. Second, a reconcep-
tualized post-pandemic parental leave system should
acknowledge, as we have done in this article, that parental
leave policies are not only employment policies. They
are also care and social protection policies and must be 
designed with an awareness of the intra-connectedness of 
care and work, caregiving, and care receiving across the 
life course; this means recognizing that at varied points, 
such as after a birth, a major life event, or during and after 
a pandemic, people of all genders will need job-protected 
leaves from paid work to care for infants, young children, 
and other dependents. Moreover, high-quality, affordable
child care services are essential for Canadian parents so 
that they can retain their jobs and return to employment in
workplaces that view parents as both workers and carers 
and as caregivers and care receivers throughout their lives.
The pandemic has revealed how central care work is to the
economy and to society. It has made it clear that parental 
leaves need to be reconceptualized and redesigned as job-
protected leaves from work and leaves to care. 
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Notes 
1 The more accurate name for child care is  early childhood care 

and education. In this article, we use  child care as a shorthand 
form. 

2 We use the term  equality in this article while recognizing 
that feminist theoretical debates have attended to two un-
derstandings of the concept of equality—formal and sub-
stantive equality (see  Barnard and Hepple 2000 ;  Fineman 
2009 ,  2010 )—as well as attempts to move beyond these two 
dominant concepts (see  Fineman 2009 ,  2010 ; see also  Ma-
thieu 2016 ;  Doucet and McKay 2020 ). 

3 Our qualitative research has included longitudinal (2006–
2016) couple and individual interviews with 26 couples
(mainly White middle- to lower-income mother–father cou-
ples and one two-father couple; in the second stage, ten years
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and 2006 (20%) is mainly attributable to the introduction of 
the QPIP and the subsequent increase in the participation 
of Quebec fathers” (see also  Mathieu et al. 2020 , 183, and 
Figure A.1 in the Appendix). 

14 When the Nordic countries extended leaves in the 1990s 
and 2000s, they did so by offering non-transferable and in-
dividual leaves for fathers (see  Eydal and Rostgaard 2014 ). 

15 In their study of 21 European countries,  Dobrotić and Blum 
(2020 ) found that 15 of the 21 countries are embracing some 
version of a mixed system. 

  16  Other leave benefits offered by the federal government, 
with wage replacement rates of up to 55 percent of earnings 
to a maximum of $573/week, are the family caregiver ben-
efit for children, the family caregiver benefit for adults, and 
the compassionate care benefit for end-of-life care ( ESDC 
2020 c). 

17 Our analysis is based on all mothers because we under-
stand that people are workers and carers across the life 
course but that they may not meet eligibility (including 
insurable hours) in the year before they give birth. In con-
trast, the EI Monitoring and Assessment Report indicates a 
higher percentage (85.4% in 2018) of mothers who received 
parental benefits because this number only includes moth-
ers with insurable employment (see  ESDC 20 20c, 134). At 
the same time, we reiterate that the Statistics Canada data 
we analyzed did not include mothers from Canada’s three 
territories or mothers living on reserves.  

18 These four jurisdictions are federal, British Columbia, New 
Brunswick, and Quebec ( Doucet et al. 2020 ). 

19 See  Robson 2020  (Appendix Table A.1) for a summary of 
job-protected leaves related to COVID-19. These leaves are 
temporary, with significant differences between jurisdic-
tions in terms of leave lengths and conditions attached to 
these leaves. 

20 The First Nations Information Governance Center is a lead-
ing research agency for research on First Nations people on 
reserve.  

References 
  Addati ,  L. ,  U .  Cattaneo ,  V .  Esquivel , and  I .  Valarino .  2018 . 

Care Work and Care Jobs for the Future of Decent Work  .  Re-
search Report .  Geneva :  International Labour Organization . 
At   https://www.ilo.org/global/publications/books/
WCMS_633135/lang--en/index.htm  . 

  Alon ,  T .,  M .  Doepke ,  J .  Olmstead-Rumsey , and  M .  Tertilt . 
2020 . “ The Impact of COVID-19 on Gender Equality .” 
At   http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~mdo738/
research/COVID19_Gender_March_2020.pdf  . 

  Armstrong ,  P .,  H .  Armstrong ,  J .  Choiniere ,  R .  Lowndes , and 
 J .  Struthers .  2020 . Re-Imagining Long-Term Residential Care 
in the COVID-19 Crisis  .  Research Report .  Ottawa :  Canadian 
Centre for Policy Alternatives . At  https://www.policy
alternatives.ca/sites/default/fi les/uploads/publications/
National%20Offi ce/2020/04/Reimagining%20residen-
tial%20care%20COVID%20crisis.pdf  . 

  Barnard ,  C ., and  B .  Hepple .  2000 . “ Substantive Equal-
ity .” Cambridge Law Journal  59 ( 3 ): 562 – 85 .   https://doi.
org/10.1017/s0008197300000246  . 

  Bezanson ,  K .,  A .  Bevan , and  M .  Lysack .  2020 . “ Social Solidar-
ity and Childcare Are at the Centre of Social Economic 

later, nine couples participated) in Ontario and Quebec ( see
Doucet and McKay 2017 ,  2020 ;  McKay and Doucet 2010 ).

4 Our quantitative data sources included comparative pro-
vincial data from the EI Coverage Survey, an annual na-
tional survey conducted by Statistics Canada on behalf of 
ESDC, which manages the EI program, and administrative 
data (2017) from Quebec’s Conseil de gestion de l’assurance 
parentale (see  Mathieu et al. 2020 ). 

5 Our conceptual work attends to questions of measurement 
and genealogies of concepts informing parental leave re-
search and social protection policies (see  Doucet, McKay, 
and Mathieu 2019 ). 

6 Both care policies and social protection policies refer to a 
wider array of care services, caregivers, and care receivers, 
including the policy domains of child care and elder care 
(see  Addati et al. 2018 ;  UNRISD 2016 ). 

7 For good overviews of Canada’s parental leave architecture 
across time, see  Compton and Tedds (2016 ),  Doucet and 
McKay (2017 ),  Haeck at al. (2019 ),  Margolis et al. (2018 ), 
McKay et al. (2016 ), and Robson 2017 ). 

8 A fourth component of leave policies is collective bargain-
ing, which accounts for an important share of different out-
comes in benefi ts and conditions of leave among parents
(J. Robson, email to authors, 12 July 2020) 

9 To qualify for unpaid job-protected maternity, paternity, or 
parental leave, an employee must complete a specifi c period 
of continuous employment in the year before taking leave. 
The exceptions are British Columbia, New Brunswick, Nova 
Scotia, Quebec, and, as of 2019, the federal jurisdiction,
where no length of service is required. The requirements for 
other provinces, from shortest to longest duration, are as 
follows: Alberta, 90 days with the same employer; Ontario 
and Saskatchewan, 13 continuous weeks; Prince Edward 
Island, 20 weeks; Newfoundland and Labrador, 20 continu-
ous weeks; the Northwest Territories, six months; Manitoba, 
seven months; and the Yukon territory and Nunavut, 12 
months (see  ESDC 2019 ;  Doucet et al. 2019 ). 

10 It is also important to note that maternal and infant health 
were also key initial aims of maternity leave policies (see 
 Lero 2003 ). 

11 Employers are required to deduct EI premiums (i.e., a 
payroll tax) from employees’ insurable earnings up to a 
yearly maximum and to contribute 1.4 times the employee 
amount. Insurable employment includes all employment 
under a contract of service in which there is an employer–
employee relationship. Quebec employers and employees 
must pay both EI and QPIP contributions but receive an 
EI premium reduction in recognition of Quebec’s offering 
maternity, parental, adoption, and paternity benefits to its 
residents under QPIP. 

12 In Quebec, self-employed individuals are automatically reg-
istered in the QPIP program, whereas in the EI program, 
self-employed parents must register one year before a ben-
efits claim and qualify only if they have reduced the amount 
of time devoted to their business by more than 40 percent 
because of childbirth or child care, paid EI contributions, 
and earned at least $7,279 (in 2019) from self-employment in 
the previous 52 weeks. 

13 As Katherine  Marshall (2008 , 8) notes, “The signifi cant rise 
in the rates of fathers claiming parental leave in 2005 (15%) 

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091
https://www.ilo.org/global/publications/books/WCMS_633135/lang--en/index.htm
http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~mdo738/research/COVID19_Gender_March_2020.pdf
https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2020/04/Reimagining%20residen-tial%20care%20COVID%20crisis.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0008197300000246
https://www.ilo.org/global/publications/books/WCMS_633135/lang--en/index.htm
http://faculty.wcas.northwestern.edu/~mdo738/research/COVID19_Gender_March_2020.pdf
https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2020/04/Reimagining%20residen-tial%20care%20COVID%20crisis.pdf
https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2020/04/Reimagining%20residen-tial%20care%20COVID%20crisis.pdf
https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2020/04/Reimagining%20residen-tial%20care%20COVID%20crisis.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0008197300000246


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

▌ Doucet, Mathieu, and McKay

© Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020 e2020091 doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091

  Doucet ,  A .  2018 . Do Men Mother? Fathering, Care, and Domestic 
Responsibility  .  Toronto :  University of Toronto Press . First 
published 2006. 

  Doucet ,  A .,  D.S .  Lero ,  L .  McKay , and  D.-G .  Tremblay .  2019 . 
“ Canada Country Note .” In  International Review of Leave 
Policies and Research 2019  , ed.  A .  Koslowski ,  S .  Blum ,  I . 
 Dobrotić ,  A .  Macht , and  P .  Moss .  International Network on 
Leave Policies & Research . At  https://www.leavenetwork.
org/fi leadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_
reviews/2019/Canada_2019_0824.pdf  . 

  Doucet ,  A .,  D.S .  Lero ,  L .  McKay , and  D.-G .  Tremblay .  2020 . 
“ Canada Country Note .” In  International Review of Leave 
Policies and Research 2020  , ed.  A .  Koslowski ,  S .  Blum ,  I . 
 Dobrotić ,  G .  Kaufman , and  P .  Moss ,  XX – XX   .  International 
Network on Leave Policies & Research . At  http://www.
leavenetwork.org/lp_and_r_reports/  . 

  Doucet ,  A ., and  L .  McKay .  2017 . “ Parental Leave, Class In-
equalities, and ‘Caring With’: An Ethics of Care Approach 
to Canadian Parental Leave Policy .” In  Caring for Children: 
Social Movements and Public Policy in Canada  , ed.  R .  Lang-
ford ,  S .  Prentice , and  P .  Albanese ,  97 – 116 .  Vancouver : 
UBC Press . 

  Doucet ,  A ., and  L .  McKay .  2020 . “ Fathering, Parental 
Leave, Impacts, and Gender Equality: What/How Are 
We Measuring? ”  International Journal of Sociology and 
Social Policy  ,  40 ( 5/6 ): 441 – 63 .   https://doi.org/10.1108/
ijssp-04-2019-0086  . 

  Doucet ,  A .,  L .  McKay , and  S .  Mathieu .  2019 . “ Reimagining 
Parental Leave: A Conceptual ‘Thought Experiment’ .” In 
Parental Leave and Beyond: Recent Developments, Current Is-
sues, Future Directions  , ed.  P .  Moss ,  A.Z.   Duvander , and  A . 
 Koslowski ,  333 – 52 .  Bristol, UK :  Policy Press . 

  Duvander ,  A.-Z .,  G.B .  Eydal ,  B .  Brandth ,  I .  Gislason ,  J . 
 Lammi-Taskula , and  T .  Rostgaard .  2019 . “ Gender Equal-
ity: Parental Leave Design and Evaluating Its Effects on 
Fathers’ Participation .” In  Parental Leave and Beyond: Recent 
International Developments, Current Issues and Future Direc-
tions  , ed.  P .  Moss ,  A.-Z .  Duvander , and  A .  Koslowski , 
 187 – 204 .  Bristol, UK :  Policy Press . 

  Duvander ,  A.-Z ., and  M .  Johansson .  2019 . “ Does Fathers’ Care 
Spill Over? Evaluating Reforms in the Swedish Parental 
Leave Program .”  Feminist Economics  25 ( 2 ): 67 – 89 .   https://
doi.org/10.1080/13545701.2018.1474240  . 

  Duvander ,  A.-Z. , and  N .  Löfgren .  2019 . “ Sweden Country 
Note .” In  International Review of Leave Policies and Research 
2019  , ed.  A .  Koslowski ,  S .  Blum ,  I .  Dobrotić ,  A .  Macht , and 
P .  Moss .  n.p. :  International Network on Leave Policies & 
Research . At   https://www.leavenetwork.org/fi leadmin/
user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/
Sweden_2019_0824.pdf .  

  Ellingsæter ,  A.L .  2003 . “ The Complexity of Family Policy 
Reform: The Case of Norway .”  European Societies  5 ( 4 ): 
419 – 43 .   https://doi.org/10.1080/1461669032000127679  . 

Employment and Social Development Canada (ESDC) .  2019 . 
“ Maternity-Related Reassignment and Leave, Maternity 
Leave and Parental Leave .”  Ottawa :  Government of 
Canada . At   https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-
social-development/services/labour-standards/reports/
maternity-leave.html  . 

Recovery .” Canada’s Policy Community Response to COVID-19,
15 April. At   http://policyresponse.ca/care-at-the-core/  . 

  Boeckmann ,  I .,  J .  Misra , and  M.J .  Budig .  2015 . “ Mothers’ 
Employment in Wealthy Countries: How Do Cultural and 
Institutional Factors Shape the Motherhood Employment 
and Working Hours Gap? ”  Social Forces  94 ( 3 ): 1301 – 33 . 

  Brandth ,  B ., and  E .  Kvande .  2016 . “ Fathers and Flexible 
Parental Leave .”  Work, Employment & Society  30 ( 2 ): 275 – 90 . 
  https://doi.org/10.1177/0950017015590749  . 

  Campaign 2000 .  2018 . Bold Ambitions for Child and Family 
Poverty Eradication  .  Research Report .  Toronto :  Family Ser-
vices Toronto . At  https://campaign2000.ca/wp-content/
uploads/2018/11/C2000NationalEnglishReportCard-
Nov2018.pdf  . 

  Canada .  2018a . “ EI Maternity and Parental Benefi ts-Eligibility .”
 Ottawa :  Government of Canada . At   https://www.canada.
ca/en/services/benefi ts/ei/ei-maternity-parental/
eligibility.html  .

  Canada .  2018b . “ More Choice for Parents .”  Ottawa :  Govern-
ment of Canada . At  https://www.canada.ca/en/
employment-social-development/campaigns/
ei-improvements/parental-choice.html  . 

  Chen ,  W.-H. , and  T .  Mehdi .  2019 . “ Assessing Job Quality in 
Canada: A Multidimensional Approach .”  Canadian Public 
Policy/Analyse de politiques  45 ( 2 ): 173 – 91 .   https://doi.
org/10.3138/cpp.2018-030  . 

Clark ,  C .  2020 . “ CERB Is Dead, But a New EI Will Live, as the 
Pandemic Leads to More Lasting Policy Changes .”  Globe 
and Mail  ,  14   July . At   https://www.theglobeandmail.com/
politics/article-cerb-is-dead-but-a-new-ei-will-live-as-the-
pandemic-leads-to-more/  . 

  Compton ,  J ., and  L.M.   Tedds .  2016 . “ Effects of the 2001 Exten-
sion of Paid Parental Leave Provisions on Birth Seasonal-
ity in Canada .”  Canadian Public Policy/Analyse de politiques
 42 ( 1 ): 65 – 82 .   https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2015-054  . 

  Das Gupta ,  T .  2020 . “ Inquiry into Coronavirus Nursing Home 
Deaths Needs to Include Discussion of Workers and Race .” 
The Conversation  ,  25   May  . At    https://theconversation.
com/inquiry-into-coronavirus-nursing-home-deaths-
needs-to-include-discussion-of-workers-and-race-139017  . 

Department of Finance Canada .  2018 . “ Canada’s New Shared 
Parenting Benefit .” Accessed 8 June 2020 at  https://www.
canada.ca/en/department-fi nance/news/2018/04/
backgrounder-canadas-new-parental-sharing-benefit.html  . 

  Dobrotić ,  I ., and  S .  Blum .  2020 . “ Inclusiveness of Parental-
Leave Benefits in Twenty-One European Countries: Mea-
suring Social and Gender Inequalities in Leave Eligibility .” 
Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State & Society
 27 ( 3 ): 588 – 614 .   https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxz023  . 

  Dobson-Hughes ,  L .  2020 . “ Education Is a Human Right, But 
It Certainly Hasn’t Been a COVID-19 Priority .”  The Globe 
and Mail  ,  2   July . At   https://www.theglobeandmail.com/
opinion/article-education-is-a-human-right-but-it-
certainly-hasnt-been-a-covid-1/  . 

Doucet ,  A .  2017 . “ The Ethics of Care and the Radical Poten-
tial of Fathers ‘Home Alone on Leave’: Care as Practice, 
Relational Ontology, and Social Justice .” In  Comparative 
Perspectives on Work-Life Balance and Gender Equality  , ed. 
 M .  O’Brien  and  K .  Wall ,  11 – 28 .  New York :  Springer . 

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Canada_2019_0824.pdf
http://www.leavenetwork.org/lp_and_r_reports/
https://doi.org/10.1108/ijssp-04-2019-0086
https://doi.org/10.1080/13545701.2018.1474240
https://doi.org/10.1080/13545701.2018.1474240
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Sweden_2019_0824.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/1461669032000127679
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/services/labour-standards/reports/maternity-leave.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/services/labour-standards/reports/maternity-leave.html
http://policyresponse.ca/care-at-the-core/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0950017015590749
https://campaign2000.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/C2000NationalEnglishReportCard-Nov2018.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental/eligibility.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/campaigns/ei-improvements/parental-choice.html
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2018-030
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/politics/article-cerb-is-dead-but-a-new-ei-will-live-as-the-pandemic-leads-to-more/
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2015-054
https://theconversation.com/inquiry-into-coronavirus-nursing-home-deaths-needs-to-include-discussion-of-workers-and-race-139017
https://www.canada.ca/en/department-finance/news/2018/04/backgrounder-canadas-new-parental-sharing-benefit.html
https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxz023
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-education-is-a-human-right-but-it-certainly-hasnt-been-a-covid-1/
https://campaign2000.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/C2000NationalEnglishReportCard-Nov2018.pdf
https://campaign2000.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/C2000NationalEnglishReportCard-Nov2018.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental/eligibility.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental/eligibility.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/campaigns/ei-improvements/parental-choice.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/campaigns/ei-improvements/parental-choice.html
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2018-030
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/politics/article-cerb-is-dead-but-a-new-ei-will-live-as-the-pandemic-leads-to-more/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/politics/article-cerb-is-dead-but-a-new-ei-will-live-as-the-pandemic-leads-to-more/
https://theconversation.com/inquiry-into-coronavirus-nursing-home-deaths-needs-to-include-discussion-of-workers-and-race-139017
https://theconversation.com/inquiry-into-coronavirus-nursing-home-deaths-needs-to-include-discussion-of-workers-and-race-139017
https://www.canada.ca/en/department-finance/news/2018/04/backgrounder-canadas-new-parental-sharing-benefit.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/department-finance/news/2018/04/backgrounder-canadas-new-parental-sharing-benefit.html
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-education-is-a-human-right-but-it-certainly-hasnt-been-a-covid-1/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-education-is-a-human-right-but-it-certainly-hasnt-been-a-covid-1/
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Canada_2019_0824.pdf
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Canada_2019_0824.pdf
http://www.leavenetwork.org/lp_and_r_reports/
https://doi.org/10.1108/ijssp-04-2019-0086
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Sweden_2019_0824.pdf
https://www.leavenetwork.org/fileadmin/user_upload/k_leavenetwork/annual_reviews/2019/Sweden_2019_0824.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/services/labour-standards/reports/maternity-leave.html


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

Reconceptualizing Parental Leave Benefits in COVID-19 Canada ▌

doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091 e2020091 © Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020

on Paternity Leaves from Fathers, Leading Organizations, 
and Global Policies .  Boston :  Boston College Centre for 
Work & Family . 

  Heilman   B ,  Bernardino   MRC ,  Pfeifer   K .  2020 . Caring Under 
COVID-19: How the Pandemic Is—and Is Not—Changing 
Unpaid Care and Domestic Work Responsibilities in the United 
States.  Research Report .  Boston and Washington, DC :  Ox-
fam and Promundo-US . 

  Himmelweit ,  S .  2007 . “ The Prospects for Caring: Economic 
Theory and Policy Analysis .”  Cambridge Journal of Econom-
ics  31 ( 4 ): 581 – 99 .   https://doi.org/10.1093/cje/bem011  . 

  Hou ,  F. ,  K.   Frank , and  C.   Schimmele.   2020 . “ Economic Impact 
of COVID-19 among Visible Minority Groups .”  Statistics 
Canada, 6 July. At  https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/
pub/45-28-0001/2020001/article/00042-eng.htm  . 

  Hull ,  J .  2013 . “ Potential Barriers to Aboriginal Teenaged 
Mothers’ Access to Maternal and Parental Benefits .” In-
ternational Indigenous Policy Journal  4 ( 1 ): 1 – 18 .   https://doi.
org/10.18584/iipj.2013.4.1.5  . 

International Network on Leave Policies and Research . n.d. 
“ Introducing the Network. ” At  https://www.leavenet-
work.org/introducing-the-network/  . 

  Jeon ,  S.-H. ,  H .  Liu , and  Y .  Ostrovsky .  2019 . “ Measuring the 
Gig Economy in Canada Using Administrative Data .” 
Analytical Studies Branch Research Paper Series No. 437 . 
 Ottawa :  Statistics Canada . At   https://www150.statcan.
gc.ca/n1/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2019025-eng.ht   m . 

Jewell ,  E.M .  2016 . “ Effects on the Perceptions of Language Im-
portance in Canada’s Urban Indigenous Peoples .”  Aborigi-
nal Policy Studies  5 ( 2 ): 99 – 113 .   https://doi.org/10.5663/
aps.v5i2.25411  . 

  Karu ,  M ., and  D.-G .  Tremblay .  2017 . “ Fathers on Parental 
Leave, an Analysis of Rights and Take-up in 29 Countries .” 
Community, Work and Family  21 ( 3 ): 344 – 62 .   https://doi.org/
10.1080/13668803.2017.1346586  . 

  Kvande ,  E ., and  B .  Brandth .  2019 . “ Designing Paren-
tal Leave for Fathers: Promoting Gender Equality in 
Working Life .”  International Journal of Sociology and 
Social Policy  40 ( 5/6 ): 465 – 77 .   https://doi.org/10.1108/
ijssp-05-2019-0098  . 

  Lemieux ,  T .,  K .  Milligan ,  T .  Schirle , and  M .  Skuterud .  2020 . 
“ Initial Impacts of the COVID-19 Pandemic on the Ca-
nadian Labour Market .”  Canadian Public Policy/Analyse 
de politiques  46 ( S1 ): S55 – S65 .   https://doi.org/10.3138/
cpp.2020-049  . 

  Lero ,  D.S .  2003 . “ Research on Parental Leave Policies and 
Children’s Development: Implications for Policy Makers 
and Service Providers .” In  Encyclopedia on Early Childhood 
Development  , ed.  R.E .  Tremblay ,  R.G .  Barr , and  R .  DeV. 
Peters ,  1 – 9 .  Montreal :  Centre of Excellence for Early Child-
hood Development . 

Liberal Party of Canada .  2019 . “ More Time and Money to 
Help Families Raise Their Kids .” At  https://liberal.ca/
our-plan/more-time-money-to-help-families-raise-their-
kids/  . 

  Lokot ,  M ., and  Y .  Avakyan .  2020 . “ Intersectionality as a 
Lens to the COVID-19 Pandemic: Implications for 
Sexual and Reproductive Health in Development and 
Humanitarian Contexts .”  Sexual and Reproductive 

Employment and Social Development Canada (ESDC) .  2020a . 
“ EI Caregiving Benefits and Leave: What Caregiving Ben-
efits Offer .”  Ottawa :  Government of Canada . At  https://
www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/caregiving.htm   l . 

Employment and Social Development Canada (ESDC) .  2020b . 
“ EI Maternity and Parental Benefits: What These Benefi ts 
Offer. ”  Ottawa :  Government of Canada . At   https://www.
canada.ca/en/services/benefi ts/ei/ei-maternity-parental.
html  . 

Employment and Social Development Canada (ESDC) .  2020c . 
“ Supporting Canadians through the Next Phase of the 
Economy Re-Opening: Increased Access to EI and Recov-
ery Benefits .”  Ottawa :  Government of Canada . At   https://
www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/
news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-
phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-
and-recovery-benefits.html  . 

Employment and Social Development Canada (ESDC) .  2020d . 
“ 2018/19 Employment Insurance Monitoring and Assess-
ment Report .”  Ottawa :  Government of Canada . At  http://
www12.esdc.gc.ca/sgpe-pmps/p.5bd.2t.1.3ls@-eng.
jsp?pid=71473  . 

  European Commission .  2017 . “ European Pillar of Social 
Rights .”  Brussels :  European Commission . At   https://
ec.europa.eu/   commission  /publications/european-pillar-
social-rights-booklet_en . 

  Eydal ,  G.B. , and  T.   Rostgaard , eds.  2014 . Fatherhood in the 
Nordic Welfare States: Comparing Care Policies and Practice  .
 Bristol, UK :  Policy Press . 

  Fineman ,  M.A .  2009 . “ Evolving Images of Gender and Equality:
A Feminist Journey .”  New England Law Review  43 ( 3 ): 435 – 58 .

  Fineman ,  M.A .  2010 . “ The Vulnerable Subject and the Respon-
sive State .”  Emory Law Journal  60 : 251 – 75 . 

  Folbre ,  N .  2008 . “ Reforming Care .” Politics & Society  36 ( 3 ): 373 –
 87 .   https://doi.org/10.1177/0032329208320567  . 

  Folbre ,  N .  2018 . Developing Care: Recent Research on the Care 
Economy and Economic Development  .  Research Report .  Ot-
tawa :  International Development Research Centre . 

  Friendly ,  M ., and  M .  Ballantyne .  2020 . “ Childcare Is an Essen-
tial Service in Good Times and Bad and Must Be Treated 
Like One. Here’s What a Smart COVID-19 Childcare Plan 
Could Look Like .”  Policy Options/Options politiques  ,  24  
 March . At   https://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/
march-2020/covid-19-crisis-shows-us-childcare-is-always-
an-essential-service/  . 

  Haas ,  L ., and  P .  Hwang .  1999 . “ Parental Leave in Sweden .” In 
Parental Leave: Progress or Pitfall? Research and Policy Issues 
in Europe  , vol.  35 , ed.  P .  Moss  and  F .  Deven ,  45 – 68 .  The 
Hague/Brussels :  NIDI CBGS Publications . 

  Haeck ,  C .,  S .  Paré ,  P .  Lefebvre , and  P .  Merrigan .  2019 . “ Paid 
Parental Leave: Leaner Might Be Better .”  Canadian Pub-
lic Policy/Analyse de politiques  45 ( 2 ): 212 – 38 .   https://doi.
org/10.3138/cpp.2018-047  . 

  Hankivsky ,  O .  2020 . “ Using Intersectionality to Understand 
Who Is Most at Risk of COVID-19 .” At  https://pursuit.
unimelb.edu.au/articles/using-intersectionality-to-
understand-who-is-most-at-risk-of-covid-19  . 

  Harrington ,  B. ,  F.   Van Deusen ,  J.   Sabatini Fraone ,  S.   Eddy , and 
 L.   Haas . 2014. The New Dad: Take Your Leave: Perspectives 

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091
https://doi.org/10.1093/cje/bem011
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/45-28-0001/2020001/article/00042-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.18584/iipj.2013.4.1.5
https://www.leavenet-work.org/introducing-the-network/
https://www.leavenet-work.org/introducing-the-network/
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2019025-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.5663/aps.v5i2.25411
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2017.1346586
https://doi.org/10.1108/ijssp-05-2019-0098
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-049
https://liberal.ca/our-plan/more-time-money-to-help-families-raise-their-kids/
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/caregiving.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/caregiving.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-and-recovery-benefits.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-and-recovery-benefits.html
http://www12.esdc.gc.ca/sgpe-pmps/p.5bd.2t.1.3ls@-eng.jsp?pid=71473
http://www12.esdc.gc.ca/sgpe-pmps/p.5bd.2t.1.3ls@-eng.jsp?pid=71473
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/publications/european-pillar-social-rights-booklet_en
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/publications/european-pillar-social-rights-booklet_en
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032329208320567
https://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/march-2020/covid-19-crisis-shows-us-childcare-is-always-an-essential-service/
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2018-047
https://pursuit.unimelb.edu.au/articles/using-intersectionality-to-understand-who-is-most-at-risk-of-covid-19
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/services/benefits/ei/ei-maternity-parental.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-and-recovery-benefits.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-and-recovery-benefits.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/employment-social-development/news/2020/08/supporting-canadians-through-the-next-phase-of-the-economy-re-opening-increased-access-to-ei-and-recovery-benefits.html
http://www12.esdc.gc.ca/sgpe-pmps/p.5bd.2t.1.3ls@-eng.jsp?pid=71473
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/publications/european-pillar-social-rights-booklet_en
https://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/march-2020/covid-19-crisis-shows-us-childcare-is-always-an-essential-service/
https://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/march-2020/covid-19-crisis-shows-us-childcare-is-always-an-essential-service/
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2018-047
https://pursuit.unimelb.edu.au/articles/using-intersectionality-to-understand-who-is-most-at-risk-of-covid-19
https://pursuit.unimelb.edu.au/articles/using-intersectionality-to-understand-who-is-most-at-risk-of-covid-19
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/45-28-0001/2020001/article/00042-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.18584/iipj.2013.4.1.5
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/11f0019m/11f0019m2019025-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.5663/aps.v5i2.25411
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2017.1346586
https://doi.org/10.1108/ijssp-05-2019-0098
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-049
https://liberal.ca/our-plan/more-time-money-to-help-families-raise-their-kids/
https://liberal.ca/our-plan/more-time-money-to-help-families-raise-their-kids/


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

▌ Doucet, Mathieu, and McKay

© Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020 e2020091 doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
(OECD) .  2017 . “ Policies for Stronger and More Inclusive 
Growth in Canada .”  Paris :  OECD Publishing . At  https://
www.oecd.org/canada/policies-for-stronger-and-more-
inclusive-growth-in-canada-9789264277946-en.ht   m . 

  Petit ,  G ., and  L.M .  Tedds .  2020 . “ The Effect of Differences 
in Treatment of the Canada Emergency Response Ben-
efit across Provincial and Territorial Income Assistance 
Programs .” Canadian Public Policy/Analyse de politiques
 46 ( S1 ): S29 – S43 .   https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-054  . 

  Pettit ,  B ., and  J.L .  Hook .  2009 . Gendered Tradeoffs: Family, Social 
Policy, and Economic Inequality in Twenty-One Countries  .
 New York :    Russell Sage . 

  Prentice ,  S .  2020 . “ Pandemic Punctures Child-Care Illusion .” 
Winnipeg Free Press  ,  25   March . At   https://www.winnipeg-
freepress.com/opinion/analysis/pandemic-punctures-
child-care-illusion-569084332.htm   l . 

  Pulkingham ,  J ., and  T .  van der Gaag .  2004 . “ Maternity/
Parental Leave Provision in Canada: We’ve Come 
a Long Way, But There’s Further to Go .”  Canadian 
Woman Studies  23 ( 3–4 ): 116 – 25 . 

  Quebec .  2012 . “ Québec Parental Insurance Plan. ” At   https://
www.rqap.gouv.qc.ca/en/home  . 

  Qian ,  Y ., and  S .  Fuller .  2020 . “ COVID-19 and the Gender 
Employment Gap among Parents of Young Children .” 
Canadian Public Policy/Analyse de politiques  46 ( S2 ): S89 – 101 . 
  https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-077  . 

  Robson ,  J .  2017 . “ Parental Benefits in Canada: Which Way For-
ward? ”  Montreal :  Institute for Research on Public Policy . 
At   https://irpp.org/research-studies/parental-benefi ts-in-
canada-which-way-forward/  . 

Robson ,  J .  2020 . “ Radical Incrementalism and Trust in the Citi-
zen: Income Security in Canada in the Time of Covid-19 .” 
Canadian Public Policy/Analyse de politique  46 ( S1 ): S1 – S18 . 
  https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-080  . 

  Shafer ,  K .,  M .  Milkie , and  C .  Scheibling .  2020 . “ The Division 
of Labour Before & During the COVID-19 Pandemic in 
Canada .” SocArXiv, 23 May.  https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.
io/24j87  . 

  Statistics Canada .  2015 . “ Employment Insurance Coverage 
Survey, 2014 .”  The Daily, 11 Nov. At  http://www.statcan.
gc.ca/daily-quotidien/151123/dq151123b-eng.htm  . 

  Statistics Canada .  2018 . “ Employment Insurance Coverage 
Survey 2017 .”  The Daily, 15 Nov. At  https://www150.
statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/181115/dq181115a-
eng.htm  . 

Statistics Canada .  2020 . “ Responding to Data Needs During 
COVID-19 .”  Ottawa :  Statistics Canada . At   https://
www.statcan.gc.ca/eng/transparency-accountability/
disaggregated-data  . 

  Sunil ,  J .  2020 ,  June . “ The Future Is Now: Creating Decent 
Work Post-Pandemic .” Key Issues Series 2020. Ottawa : 
Public Policy Forum . At  https://ppforum.ca/wp-content/
uploads/2020/06/CreatingDecentWorkPostPandemic-
PPF-June2020-EN.pd   f . 

  Tremblay ,  D.-G. , and  N.L .  Dodeler .  2015 . Les Pères et la Prise du 
Congé Parental ou de Paternité : Une Nouvelle Réalité  .  Quebec : 
Presses de l’Université du Québec . 

  Tronto ,  J.C .  2013 . Caring Democracy: Markets, Equality and Jus-
tice  .  New York :  NYU Press . 

Health Matters  28 ( 1 ): 1764748 .   https://doi.org/ 10.1080/
26410397.2020.1764748  . 

  MacDonald ,  D .  2020 . COVID-19 and the Canadian Workforce 
Reforming EI to Protect More Workers  .  Research Report .  Ot-
tawa :  Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives . 

  Margolis ,  R .,  F .  Hou ,  M .  Haan , and  A .  Holm .  2018 . “ Use of 
Parental Benefits by Family Income in Canada: Two Policy 
Changes .” Journal of Marriage and Family  81 ( 2 ): 450 – 67 . 
  https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12542  . 

  Marshall ,  K .  2008 . “ Fathers’ Use of Paid Parental Leave .” Per-
spectives on Labour and Income  20 ( 3 Autumn ): 5 – 14 . Statistics 
Canada Cat. No. 75-001-XPE. 

  Mathieu ,  S .  2016 . “ From the Defamilialization to the ‘De-
motherization’ of Care Work .”  Social Politics  23 ( 4 ): 576 – 91 . 
  https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxw006  . 

Mathieu ,  S .  2020 . “ Les éducatrices en services de garde : les 
anges oubliés ? ”  The Conversation, 8 May. At  https://
theconversation.com/les-educatrices-en-services-de-
garde-les-anges-oublies-13774   2 . 

  Mathieu ,  S .,  A .  Doucet , and  L .  McKay .  2020 . “ Parental Leave 
Benefits and Inter-Provincial Differences: The Case of 
Four Canadian Provinces .”  Canadian Journal of Sociology
 45 ( 2 ): 169 – 94 .   https://doi.org/10.29173/cjs29504  . 

  McKay ,  L ., and  A .  Doucet .  2010 . “‘ Without Taking Away Her 
Leave’: A Canadian Case Study of Couples’ Decisions on 
Fathers’ Use of Paid Parental Leave .”  Fathering  8 ( 3 ): 300 – 20 . 
  https://doi.org/10.3149/fth.0803.300  . 

  McKay ,  L .,  S .  Mathieu , and  A .  Doucet .  2016 . “ Parental-
Leave Rich and Parental-Leave Poor: Inequality in 
Canadian Labour Market Based Leave Policies .”  Jour-
nal of Industrial Relations  58 ( 4 ): 543 – 62 .   https://doi.
org/10.1177/0022185616643558  . 

  Michel ,  S ., and  I .  Peng , eds.  2017 . Gender, Migration, and the 
Work of Care: A Multi-Scalar Approach to the Pacifi c Rim  .
 Cham, Switzerland :  Palgrave Macmillan . 

  Milligan ,  K .  2020 . “ Fortifying the CERB .” C.D. Howe 
Institute, 31 March. At  https://www.cdhowe.org/
intelligence-memos/kevin-milligan-%E2%80%93-
fortifying-cerb  . 

  Moss ,  P ., and  F .  Deven .  2015 . “ Leave Policies in Challenging 
Times: Reviewing the Decade 2004–2014 .”  Community, 
Work & Family  18 ( 2 ): 137 – 44 .   https://doi.org/10.1080/1366
8803.2015.1021094  . 

  Moss ,  P ., and  F .  Deven .  2019 . “ Leave Policies in Europe: 
Current Policies, Future Directions .”  International Journal 
of Sociology and Social Policy  40 ( 5/6 ): 429 – 40 .   https://doi.
org/10.1108/IJSSP-1104-2019-0063  . 

  Moyser ,  M ., and  A .  Burlock .  2018 . “  Time Use: Total Work 
Burden, Unpaid Work, and Leisure  .” Women in Canada: A 
Gender-Based Statistical Report, 30 July. Statistics Canada 
Cat. No. 89-503-X. At  https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/
pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/54931-eng.htm  . 

  O’Brien ,  M .  2009 . “ Fathers, Parental Leave Policies, and 
Infant Quality of Life: International Perspectives and 
Policy Impact .”  Annals of the American Academy of Po-
litical and Social Science  624 ( 1 ): 190 – 213 .   https://doi.
org/10.1177/0002716209334349  . 

  O’Brien ,  M ., and  K .  Wall , eds.  2017 . Comparative Perspectives 
on Work-Life Balance and Gender Equality: Fathers on Leave 
Alone  .  London :  Springer Open . 

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091
https://www.oecd.org/canada/policies-for-stronger-and-more-inclusive-growth-in-canada-9789264277946-en.htm
https://www.oecd.org/canada/policies-for-stronger-and-more-inclusive-growth-in-canada-9789264277946-en.htm
https://www.oecd.org/canada/policies-for-stronger-and-more-inclusive-growth-in-canada-9789264277946-en.htm
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-054
https://www.winnipeg-freepress.com/opinion/analysis/pandemic-punctures-child-care-illusion-569084332.htm
https://www.winnipeg-freepress.com/opinion/analysis/pandemic-punctures-child-care-illusion-569084332.htm
https://www.winnipeg-freepress.com/opinion/analysis/pandemic-punctures-child-care-illusion-569084332.htm
https://www.rqap.gouv.qc.ca/en/home
https://www.rqap.gouv.qc.ca/en/home
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-077
https://irpp.org/research-studies/parental-benefits-in-canada-which-way-forward/
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-080
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/24j87
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/151123/dq151123b-eng.htm
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/181115/dq181115a-eng.htm
https://www.statcan.gc.ca/eng/transparency-accountability/disaggregated-data
https://www.statcan.gc.ca/eng/transparency-accountability/disaggregated-data
https://ppforum.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/CreatingDecentWorkPostPandemic-PPF-June2020-EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/26410397.2020.1764748
https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12542
https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxw006
https://theconversation.com/les-educatrices-en-services-de-garde-les-anges-oublies-13774
https://theconversation.com/les-educatrices-en-services-de-garde-les-anges-oublies-13774
https://theconversation.com/les-educatrices-en-services-de-garde-les-anges-oublies-13774
https://doi.org/10.29173/cjs29504
https://doi.org/10.3149/fth.0803.300
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022185616643558
https://www.cdhowe.org/intelligence-memos/kevin-milligan-%E2%80%93-fortifying-cerb
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2015.1021094
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSSP-1104-2019-0063
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/54931-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716209334349
https://doi.org/10.1080/26410397.2020.1764748
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022185616643558
https://www.cdhowe.org/intelligence-memos/kevin-milligan-%E2%80%93-fortifying-cerb
https://www.cdhowe.org/intelligence-memos/kevin-milligan-%E2%80%93-fortifying-cerb
https://doi.org/10.1080/13668803.2015.1021094
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSSP-1104-2019-0063
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/89-503-x/2015001/article/54931-eng.htm
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716209334349
https://irpp.org/research-studies/parental-benefits-in-canada-which-way-forward/
https://doi.org/10.31235/osf.io/24j87
http://www.statcan.gc.ca/daily-quotidien/151123/dq151123b-eng.htm
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/181115/dq181115a-eng.htm
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/181115/dq181115a-eng.htm
https://www.statcan.gc.ca/eng/transparency-accountability/disaggregated-data
https://ppforum.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/CreatingDecentWorkPostPandemic-PPF-June2020-EN.pdf
https://ppforum.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/CreatingDecentWorkPostPandemic-PPF-June2020-EN.pdf


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

Reconceptualizing Parental Leave Benefits in COVID-19 Canada ▌

doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091 e2020091 © Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020

Sky Woman Go on a European World Tour!) .”  Decoloniza-
tion: Indigeneity, Education & Society  2 ( 1 ): 20 – 34 . 

  Watts ,  V .  2018 . “ Indigenous Families .” In Canadian Families 
Today: New Perspectives  , ed.  P .  Albanese ,  4th ed. ,  245 – 66 . 
Don Mills, ON :  Oxford University Press . 

  Wray ,  D .  2020 . “ Paternity Leave and Fathers’ Responsibility: 
Evidence from a Natural Experiment in Canada .”  Journal of 
Marriage and Family  82 ( 2 ): 534 – 49 .   https://doi.org/10.1111/
jomf.12661  . 

  Yalnizyan ,  A ., and  J .  Robson .  2020 . “ How to Help Workers 
and the Economy During the COVID-19 Crisis .”  Star  , 13 
Mar. At  https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors/
2020/03/13/how-to-help-workers-and-the-economy-
during-the-covid-19-crisis.ht   ml . 

United Nations Research Institute for Social Development 
(UNRISD) .  2016 .  Policy Innovations for Transformative 
Change: Implementing the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development .  Geneva :  UNRISD . 

  Vosko ,  L .  2010 . Managing the Margins: Gender, Citizenship, 
and the International Regulation of Precarious Employment  .
 Oxford :  Oxford University Press . 

  Vosko ,  L .  2020 . Closing the Enforcement Gap: Improving Em-
ployment Standards Protections for People in Precarious Jobs  .
Toronto :  University of Toronto Press . 

  Walter ,  M ., and  C .  Andersen .  2013 . Indigenous Statistics: A 
Quantitative Research Methodology  .  Walnut Creek, CA :  Left 
Coast Press . 

  Watts ,  V .  2013 . “ Indigenous Place-Thought & Agency 
Amongst Humans and Non-Humans (First Woman and 

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091
https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12661
https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors/2020/03/13/how-to-help-workers-and-the-economy-during-the-covid-19-crisis.html
https://doi.org/10.1111/jomf.12661
https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors/2020/03/13/how-to-help-workers-and-the-economy-during-the-covid-19-crisis.html
https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors/2020/03/13/how-to-help-workers-and-the-economy-during-the-covid-19-crisis.html


This advance online version may differ slightly from the final published version.

▌ Doucet, Mathieu, and McKay

© Canadian Public Policy / Analyse de politiques, 2020 e2020091 doi:10.3138/cpp.2020-091

Appendix 

Table A.1 : Comparison of Parental Leave Benefits: Canada and Quebec 

Key Program Features Canada EI Quebec QPIP 

Eligibility (in past year) 600 h $2,000 in earnings 
Self-employed workers If opted in 12 mo before claiming, with minimum net income of 

$7,279 in self-employed earnings in 2019 
Automatically covered 

Waiting period 1 wk per couple None 
Weeks and wage replacement rate (% of gross earnings during a qualifying period up to the maximum 
insurable earnings level) 

Plan  Standard  Extended  Basic  Special 
Maternity a,b 15–17 at 55% 18 at 70% 15 at 75% 
Parental (may be shared) c 35 at 55% 61 at 33% 32 (7 at 70% + 25 at 55%) 25 at 75% 
Parental sharing benefit 40 at 55% (if 35 for one parent,

then extra 5 for the other) 
69 at 33% (if 61 for one parent,
then extra 8 for the other) Paternity 5 at 70% 3 at 75% 

Adoption (may be shared) 35 at 55% 61 at 33% 12 at 70% + 25 at 55% 28 at 75% 
Adjusted annually, $ 

Maximum weekly 
benefi t, 2020 

573  344  1,057  1,132 

Maximum insurable earnings, 2020 52,400/y  78,500/y 
Maximum total weeks per couple 76 (84 if shared) 55  43 
Low-income supplement d 80%  80% 

Notes: EI = Employment Insurance; QPIP = Quebec Parental Insurance Plan.
a Only birth mothers (including surrogate mothers) are entitled to maternity leave benefits in both plans.
b Only QPIP has a separate option for adoptive parents; EI parental leave benefits are the same for biological and adoptive parents.
c The benefit calculation for both programs uses a “best weeks” formula to determine average insurable earnings up to the maximum insur-
able earnings level for that year. EI uses the previous 52 wk, whereas Quebec uses the past 26 wk (an extension is granted if earnings were 
lower for certain reasons).
d The low-income supplement is for families with a net annual income of less than $25,921.The amount, up to 80 percent, is calculated on the 
basis of net family income and the number of children and their ages.

Source: Doucet et al. (2020) . Adapted from ESDC (2020b) and Quebec (2020).
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Table A.2 : Evolution of Current Parental Benefits in Canada 

Year Jurisdiction Policy Change 

1971  Federal  Maternity leave introduced (15 wk) 
1984  Federal  Eligibility for adoptive parents 
1989  Federal  Parental leave introduced, providing eligibility for fathers (10 wk) 
1990–1994  Federal  Wage replacement rates decreased from 67% to 55% 
1997  Federal  Required insurable hours increased from 300 to 700 hr 
2001  Federal  25 weeks added to parental leave, for a total of 35 wk;

reduction from 700 to 600 hours required for eligibility.
Two-week waiting period for benefits reduced to 1 wk per couple 

2006  Quebec  Quebec Parental Insurance Plan introduced 
Non-transferable paternity leave for fathers (5 wk at 70% wage replacement or 3 wk at 75% 
wage replacement) 

2010  Federal  Eligibility for self-employed workers 
2014  Federal  Flexible use of leave weeks for military parents 
2018  Federal  Expansion of choice in parental benefits (35 wk paid at 55% or 61 wk paid at 33%).
2019  Federal  Parental sharing benefit  
2019 (introduced,
but not yet passed 
into law) 

Quebec  Longer, more flexible duration for leaves (52–78 wk) 
More leave (4 wk) where fathers take  ³ 10 wk of leave 
Increased leave for adoptive parents and additional 10 wk when adoption is from outside Quebec 
Multiple births (5 more weeks for each parent).

2019 (not yet 
implemented) 

Federal Liberal 
election platform 

Additional program promised: guaranteed paid family leave  

Figure A.1 : Proportion of Mothers Receiving Maternity, Parental Benefits, or Both in Canada, Quebec, and the Nine Other Provinces, 2001–2017

Notes:The data are based all on all mothers, not just mothers with insurable employment, and they also include self-employed mothers (who 
became eligible for the Quebec Provincial Insurance Program in 2006 and in Canada’s nine other provinces in 2011).

Source: Statistics Canada’s Employment Insurance Coverage Survey (2002, 2005, 2009, 2013 and 2017); custom tabulation ( Mathieu et al. 2020 ).

56.4

64.2

67
70.7 70.6

56.7

63.6 63.6 64.3 65

55.1

65.8

77.1

89.3 88.5

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

2001 2005 2009 2013 2017

Canada 1LQH provinces Québec

https://www.utpjournals.press/loi/cpp
https://doi.org/10.3138/cpp.2020-091

	Reconceptualizing Parental Leave Benefits in COVID-19 Canada: From Employment Policy to Care and Social Protection Policy
	Introduction
	Canada’s Complex Parental Leave Architecture and Its Evolution
	Parental Leave as Employment Policy
	Extensions of Leave, Gender Equality, and a Strengthening of the Male Breadwinner Model
	Toward Mixed Benefits, Social Protection, and Social Inclusion

	Reconceptualizing and Redesigning Parental Leave as a Care and Social Protection Policy: What Are Some Key Issues and Questions to Consider in a COVID-19 Context?
	Toward a Mixed System of Parental Benefits with Enhanced Flexibility
	Connections between Leave Policy Design and Gender Equality
	Need for Robust Intersectional Data on Parental Benefits

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Notes
	References
	Appendix


