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Introduction and summary

The political environment has shifted under the Trump-Pence administration 
and the anti-choice majority in Congress. Reproductive health and rights are 
under full attack through efforts to repeal the Affordable Care Act, restrict 
access to abortion, and confirm an anti-choice U.S. Supreme Court justice. 

It is all the more important therefore to articulate the complex nature of 
women’s lives today and their role as key contributors to American society. 
Women’s economic contributions often depend on having access to 
comprehensive reproductive health services, as well as to education, jobs with 
livable wages, and workplace supports. In the U.S. political and public discourse, 
connections between women’s health and family economic stability are often 
obscured, ignored, or dismissed. The political debate is regularly reduced 
to either family planning or abortion, but reproductive health and rights 
encompasses a continuum of health services and legal protections that bolster 
all areas of their lives.

This report argues that reproductive health, rights, and justice must be 
integral to a successful, 21st-century economic agenda. The United States 
must acknowledge and focus on the mutually reinforcing ways in which 
reproductive health and economic empowerment help both women and the 
economy thrive. This report proposes policy recommendations for federal and 
state policymakers to help women achieve economic security and reproductive 
justice in tandem.

Current laws and public perceptions perpetuate stigma about reproductive 
health and rights. The country must change the conversation so that abortion 
is seen as an option—not just an exception—family planning is recognized as 
ineffective as a sole strategy for reducing poverty, and so that policy debates 
address solutions that consider both women’s economic and health needs. A 
new framework is needed that values reproductive health, responds to women’s 
economic challenges, and increases workplace opportunities for the modern 
woman and her family.
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Reproductive health and rights are inextricably linked with reproductive justice. 
The five key pillars that should be at the core of an economic agenda to address 
the needs of women and their families are:

•	 Self-determination

•	 Access to comprehensive reproductive health services

•	 Affordability of care

•	 Parenting with respect and dignity

•	 Workplace and caregiving supports

Each pillar represents a key component that all women need to thrive and be 
healthy. These pillars are valuable individually but are also mutually reinforcing 
to anchor a policy agenda that meets the intersectional needs of working women.

This report argues that reproductive health, rights, and justice must be integral 
to an economic agenda that works for all. Rather than focusing solely on a 
narrow argument that access to contraception and abortion ensure economic 
opportunity for women, this report takes a broader, more comprehensive look 
at the mutually reinforcing ways in which reproductive health and economic 
empowerment help families and the economy thrive. This analysis is followed 
by a discussion focused on the five key principles listed above. Finally, this 
report proposes a policy agenda aimed at rejecting rollbacks that would reverse 
concrete progress in an environment hostile to women’s health and rights. The 
proposed policy agenda includes progressive measures at the intersection of 
economic justice and reproductive justice. These policy tools can be deployed at 
the federal or state level and include the following.

•	 Protect the Affordable Care Act, or ACA, so that millions of women can 
continue to benefit from no-cost access to well women’s care and other 
preventive services, such as contraception; breast feeding support and 
supplies; screening and testing for sexually transmitted infections, or STIs; 
and breast cancer screenings.

•	 Prevent roll backs of progress on reproductive rights, ensuring that abortion 
remains part of the full continuum of safe, legal medical care.
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•	 Support the Title X Family Planning Program and ensure access to affordable 
health care for low-income, uninsured, and young people, as well as 
communities of color, across the country.

•	 Reject efforts that deny health care based on religious or moral objections. 

•	 Expand Medicaid in order to help fill the coverage gap of approximately 3 
million women who are currently eligible but uninsured. 

•	 Pass the Equal Access to Abortion Coverage in Health Insurance, or EACH 
Woman Act, which would repeal the Hyde Amendment and other abortion 
funding restrictions passed through the appropriations process. It would also 
prohibit restrictions on private insurance coverage for abortion services.

•	 Pass the Women’s Health Protection Act, or WHPA, which would prohibit 
states from enacting dangerous restrictions on abortion care and interfering 
with the patient-doctor relationship.

•	 Pass the Health Equity and Access Under the Law, or HEAL, Immigrant 
Women and Families Act, which would restore Medicaid and Children’s 
Health Insurance Program, CHIP, coverage to immigrant women and families 
residing lawfully within the United States. 

•	 Adopt strong workplace standards to improve job quality and give workers 
the resources and tools they need to live healthy lives. These include raising 
the minimum wage, guaranteeing all workers have access to paid family and 
medical leave and paid sick days, and promoting and ensuring pay equity.

•	 Promote affordable high quality child care that meets the needs of families 
and doesn’t jeopardize their economic security.

•	 Commission a study examining unequal access to women’s health care in 
order to connect health indicators with economic indicators and help address 
disparities in care.

Comprehensive state and federal policies, like those listed above, will ensure 
equitable opportunity for all. 
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Background

Ensuring women’s full participation in the workplace and throughout society is 
crucial to the economic stability of women and working families, as well as to 
the efficient functioning of the economy. 

In the United States, however, there has been a longstanding, deeply divisive 
struggle surrounding reproductive health. Reproductive health care, 
particularly abortion access, is often omitted from the broader conversation 
about women’s economic needs. But women know that their lives cannot 
be broken into silos. Recent polling shows that voters viewed health care, 
the economy, and jobs as equally important during the 2016 elections.1 
In fact, health care is one of the top five issues for voters among jobs, 
government spending, terrorism, income inequality, and immigration.2 In 
short, reproductive health and economic security go hand-in-hand, whether 
policymakers acknowledge it or not. 

Many women struggle to maintain their economic security to the detriment 
of their health. Women make up the majority of workers in low-wage jobs, 
which are less likely to offer health insurance or workplace supports such as 
paid family and medical leave.3 But even when women have decent paying 
jobs with health insurance, they often struggle to find the time to take their 
leave and make use of their coverage. Additionally, increased restrictions on 
reproductive health at the state level interfere with the relationship between 
patients and their doctors.4 For instance, many states require abortion 
providers to counsel patients with inaccurate information, to perform 
medically unnecessary procedures, or to delay care.5 Worse, many of the states 
that severely restrict abortion access do not offer any additional workplace 
protections for pregnant women or new parents such as paid family leave, paid 
sick days, or pregnancy accommodations.6 
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An ambitious economic agenda must encompass reproductive rights, health 
services, and institutional supports in a broad way. It must protect their 
health, as well as their ability to plan their childbearing, support their families, 
and participate in the workforce. This comprehensive approach ref lects the 
complexity of women’s lives and is essential for them to achieve their full 
potential. Reproductive health services help women and LGBT individuals 
become independent and control their own destinies. 
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Changing the conversation

Reproductive health and rights have long played a role in women’s economic 
security and social advancement. Expanded accessibility of the birth control 
pill has helped millions of women chart their own course by being able to 
plan a pregnancy, determine their personal timetable for marriage, pursue an 
education, and embark on a career. 

Comprehensive reproductive health services have improved women’s health 
broadly and increased the economic stability of countless families. Yet, in the 
political and public discourse, the connections between women’s health and 
family economic stability often have been obscured, ignored, or dismissed. This 
has occurred in three key ways: 

•	 Policymakers have long singled out and treated reproductive health 
differently—and often more harshly—than the broader topic of health due to 
the abortion debate, regardless of the potential economic consequences

•	 Policymakers have used family planning ineffectively as part of a so-called 
strategy to reduce poverty without requiring a deeper investment in policies to 
promote economic stability

•	 Economists who advise lawmakers on policy solutions often view health 
differently from consumer of health care products. 

These challenges are ref lected in new laws and in public perceptions and stigma 
about reproductive health and rights.



7  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

Abortion as an exception

Reproductive health services include family planning, maternal health, 
preventive care—such as cancer screening—and abortion care.7 The public 
battles over reproductive rights, however, have historically centered on abortion 
access. As a result, there is a common misperception that reproductive rights are 
only about abortion access. Organizations and advocates alike have struggled 
for decades in this environment to balance their efforts pushing back against 
relentless attacks on abortion access, while also advocating more broadly for 
affordable contraception and the right to pursue motherhood on their own terms.

This has been most apparent in the legal arena where court cases have not just 
shaped reproductive health law but have changed the health care experience 
itself. In myriad cases, from the U.S. Supreme Court to the lower courts, 
reproductive health care options and patients’ ability to interact freely with their 
health care professionals have been altered because of special rules governing 
abortion care. For example, in Webster v. Reproductive Health Services,8 the Court 
ruled that states were allowed to restrict the use of state funds, public employees, 
and facilities from providing abortions. In Planned Parenthood v. Casey, the 
Court ruled that governments are allowed to impose restrictions on abortion 
services that do not pose an “undue burden” on those seeking care.9 These 
rulings not only contributed to the physical separation of abortion services 
from other kinds of reproductive health services, particularly family planning 
services, but also meant that abortion care became more stigmatized and 
vulnerable to political attacks. Moreover, these and other cases reinforced the 
misperception that reproductive health care could be segmented into different 
components and dispensed in piecemeal fashion through legislative restrictions, 
rather than through consultation with doctors and health professionals.

These federal rulings and 30 years of state restrictions have shaped attitudes 
about abortion care. As a result, in 2016 many voters did not see restrictions on 
abortion services—such as the 24-hour waiting period, mandatory counseling, 
regulation of medication abortion, and parental notification—as unusual.10 But 
these policies actually harm the ability of people to receive all kinds of care. 
Treating abortion services differently from the broader range of reproductive 
health services puts all reproductive health at risk. An impact study conducted 
by Ibis Reproductive Health and the Center for Reproductive Rights found that 
states with the most abortion-related restrictions are also the worst at ensuring 
sexual and reproductive health in a broad range of areas, including STIs and 
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HIV, domestic and intimate partner violence, cervical cancer, maternal health, 
and mental health.11 Women can better control their lives when they have 
unfettered access to comprehensive reproductive health services, including 
abortion care.

Family planning as an ineffective solo strategy to reduce poverty

The first federal appropriation for family planning was made in 1965 to help 
low-income families as a part of President Lyndon Johnson’s War on Poverty 
program.12 In 1970, Congress passed Title X of the Public Service Health Act, 
the only program to pay for family planning for low-income women.13 It was 
eventually expanded to other programs such as Medicaid, the State Children’s 
Health Insurance Program, or SCHIP, and block grants that support a network 
of family planning clinics across the nation.14 These programs successfully 
helped reduce unintended pregnancies, improve maternal health, and expand 
preventive care for low-income families. They did not stand alone, however, to 
resolve other systemic barriers—such as poverty, housing discrimination, and 
racism—that undermine low-income women’s economic opportunity. 

More than a half-century later, Title X too often continues to be burdened by 
unrealistic expectations.15 Heralded for its cost savings to states and the federal 
government, the program is treated as a cure-all for the challenges that low-
income women face. But research shows that contraceptive coverage alone 
does not alleviate poverty or lack of economic opportunities. For example, one 
30-year study of 300 young mothers on the causes of generational poverty and 
teenage pregnancy found that contraception alone did not change their low 
socioeconomic status, the lack of educational and job opportunities beyond high 
school, or their social supports.16 As a result, when low-income women of color 
delayed pregnancy, for example, they often remained low-income.17

Policies that solely targeted teen pregnancy, such as comprehensive sex 
education, did increase access to contraception, but strategies focused on 
actually improving economic opportunities helped reduce poverty and teen 
childbearing rates.18 Thus, while investments in family planning services and 
Medicaid programs have made some inroads, complementary policies such 
as early childhood education programs, increased financial aid for higher 
education, efforts to raise wages, workplace supports, and addressing social 
inequalities are critical.19
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Conflicting economic perspectives

Another challenge to crafting an economic agenda that embraces reproductive 
health, rights, and justice includes a basic understanding of how health affects 
economic outcomes. The discussion of health in the economic context often 
occurs in two ways: 1) health care as a contributor to the long-term growth of 
the economy because healthier people are more productive at their jobs, live 
longer lives, and work longer and 2) health care as an independent market with 
products, consumers, and profit.20 But beyond these two concepts, health care 
also is essential to the quality of labor market opportunities for individuals, not 
just quantity of working hours and years. Employees and future workers must 
have comprehensive health care and good health in order to pursue education, 
have greater job mobility, build skills and different careers, and access job 
opportunities that make sense for them and their families. Yet the cost and 
availability of the full range of health care services for women rarely factor into 
the publicly discussed equation of what makes a fairer and more just economy.

For workers, the costs and availability of health care, namely reproductive 
health care, are critical to being able to make sound decisions about work, 
education, and their lives overall. Their ability to take advantage of workplace 
opportunities is directly linked to their ability to access reproductive health 
services and plan their families. Women’s early career choices, which often take 
place during their peak reproductive health years, affect their lifetime earnings 
and retirement security. A small body of economics research, for example, has 
looked at how access to reproductive health care—such as the availability of the 
pill—increased women’s economic opportunities when women were granted 
legal access to birth control at different times across states. Women were better 
able to invest in their careers, access higher education across more fields, and 
increase their labor force participation over the course of their lives.21

But too often economic policy is viewed as gender-neutral and, as it relates 
the interaction between economics and health factors, does not take into 
consideration gender differences such as the variation in the rates of particular 
diseases or the types of health services that are needed.22 As a result, the unique 
health needs of women are often omitted from essential conversations driving 
the economic policy decisions that will affect them well into the future. 
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Women lead complex lives and need access to policies that can help them 
respond to demands at home and at work and achieve economic stability for 
themselves and their families. Women frequently are still the primary caregivers 
for children and are more likely to have gaps in employment as a result.23 Having 
the freedom to decide whether, when, and how to start a family affects their 
investments in education, career choice, career timeline, lifetime earnings, and 
retirement security differently than it affects men. 

While access to reproductive health services alone does not guarantee positive 
outcomes, it is necessary to empower women to become economically secure. But 
more intentional efforts are needed to avoid oversimplifying women’s experiences, 
and to help ensure that any positive economic outcomes correlated with 
reproductive health care access actually translate into actions with broader effects, 
such as reducing health care costs and health disparities for low-income women. 

Supporting access to reproductive health must be considered as an investment 
in the nation’s economic future. As such, federal and state policymakers should 
produce a framework that prioritizes reproductive health as a critical component 
of women’s economic challenges as well as their opportunities.
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At the intersection of reproductive 
justice and economic justice

Women’s lives are composed of intersecting factors that shape their ability to 
fully participate in society and have economically secure lives. The current 
political environment fails to ref lect this nuanced understanding. Reproductive 
health services and legal protections are important, but they cannot resolve these 
economic challenges alone. As families struggle to make ends meet in today’s 
economy, women need the full range of economic supports such as paid leave, 
affordable child care, fair pay, and comprehensive reproductive health services. 

What is needed is a shift to a reproductive justice agenda. Economic security 
is interconnected with reproductive justice, which is defined as the economic, 
social, and political power and resources for women to make healthy decisions 
about their bodies; sexuality and reproduction; families; and communities.24 
The phrase “reproductive justice” was coined by African American women 
in 1994.25 It is rooted in the belief that systemic inequality shapes women’s 
decision-making around childbearing and parenting, particularly vulnerable 
women. Institutional forces such as racism, sexism, and poverty, inf luence 
women’s individual freedoms in society. Other factors—such as immigration 
status, gender identity, sexual orientation, and age—can also affect whether 
or not women get the appropriate care they need. All women deserve access to 
health services, but some people need supports beyond policy change and legal 
services. Justice, in this case, refers to cultural norms that value everyone and 
every community as human and worthy of respect. 

The five pillars

Women’s health is not simply about the accessibility and availability of direct 
services, but also the social and economic conditions that allow women to 
be healthy and autonomous. These conditions are mutually reinforcing: 
Reproductive health, rights, and justice are necessary to ensuring economic 
empowerment. But just as importantly, economic empowerment is necessary for 
ensuring access to reproductive freedom for all women.

Economic 

empowerment 

is necessary for 

ensuring access 

to reproductive 

freedom for all 

women.
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There are five pillars essential to an economic framework that fully integrates 
reproductive health:

•	 Self-determination

•	 Access to comprehensive reproductive health services

•	 Affordability of care

•	 Parenting with respect and dignity

•	 Workplace and caregiving supports

These pillars collectively represent a holistic approach to ensuring that all 
women have what they need to thrive and be healthy. Each pillar is valuable 
individually, but, taken as a group, the pillars are also mutually reinforcing to 
anchor a policy agenda that meets the intersectional needs of working women. 
This policy agenda centers on women’s health, not as the absence of disease or 
disparity, but as a driving force to ensure economic security.

Self-determination

Self-determination refers to a person’s ability to control her body, health, and 
resources in order to pursue opportunity free from violence or coercion.26 It also 
refers to a woman’s ability to decide the number of children she will have, her 
family structure, and how she will parent.27 Bodily autonomy is not simply a matter 
of biological reproduction but of one’s ability to work and form a family regardless 
of one’s gender or sexual orientation. A woman’s ability to work ultimately shapes 
her ability to take advantage of opportunities and seek economic mobility. 

Reproductive and sexual health undergird a person’s ability to access other 
freedoms. A rights-based approach ensures that all people receive information 
about family planning, abortion, childbearing and sexual health education in a 
way that meets their unique needs. More importantly, when an individual receives 
information and services free from discrimination, coercion, or violence, it creates 
a ripple effect in their families and communities. The result is that all people can 
control their own lives, have healthier relationships, increase their self-esteem, 
and teach their children about health and wellness. Finally, self-determination is 
key to health equity. It places vulnerable people at the center of the allocation of 
resources as well as policymaking to ensure that everyone benefits.



13  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

Access to comprehensive reproductive health services,  
including abortion care

Comprehensive reproductive health services include breast and cervical cancer 
screening; sexually transmitted infections, or STI, and HIV testing; pregnancy 
tests; birth control; abortion services; infertility specialties; mental health 
services; maternity care; addiction counseling; sex education; and counseling 
for victims of domestic and sexual violence.28 These services are pivotal for 
women to be healthy throughout their lifetime, to control their fertility, and 
to increase their economic mobility. But the care must be available, accessible, 
timely, and affordable. Preventive care is considered the bedrock of women’s 
health, shaping women’s relationships with medical professionals for a lifetime.

Overwhelmingly, family planning is the primary reason women seek reproductive 
health care. Contraception is currently used by 62 percent of U.S. women of 
reproductive age.29 The most common methods include the birth control pill and 
tubal ligation, but long-acting reversible contraceptives, or LARCs, are growing 
in popularity, as they are more than 99 percent effective.30 While primarily used 
to plan and space pregnancy, contraception is also used for other health benefits 
such as menstrual pain and regulation, and to treat endometriosis.31 

Pregnant women who want to bear children benefit from maternal health care, 
which refers to care provided during the pregnancy, childbirth, and post-
partum.32 Prenatal care helps women reduce complications, protect fetal health, 
and plan for childbirth.33 It also helps prevent negative health outcomes such 
as maternal morbidity, which has been on the rise for the past 25 years despite 
health advancements.34 

Low-income women and women of color are less likely to receive early prenatal 
care,35 and a lack of care is associated with a higher rate of newborn death.36 
African American women are three times more likely than white women not to 
receive prenatal care.37 But American Indian and Alaska Native women are the 
most likely to have late or no prenatal care.38

Teens and women of color have higher rates of infant mortality.39 For example, 
the infant mortality rates are two times higher for African American women 
than they are for white women.40 
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Women who lack access to contraceptive care have an increased risk of 
unintended pregnancy, the leading cause of abortions. Of the nearly 3 million 
unintended pregnancies in the United States, 42 percent end in abortion.41 
Unintended pregnancy rates for women, especially teens,42 have dropped; 
women at or below the federal poverty line, however, are still disproportionately 
likely to experience an unintended pregnancy. Indeed, low-income women are 
five times more likely to have an unintended pregnancy;43 49 percent of women 
who had abortions in 2014 earned less than $12,000 per year.44 Additionally, 
studies have shown that at times, women who cannot access affordable abortion 
care resort to self-induced abortion.45 If the means or methods for self-aborting 
are unsafe, it can result in worse health outcomes. 

46%
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52%
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FIGURE 1

Rates of unintended pregnancy for all women in the United States, 
1981–2008

Percentages based on women of reproductive age

Sources: Lawrence B. Finer and Mia R. Zolna, “Shifts in Intended and Unintended Pregnancies in the United States, 2001–2008,” 
American Journal of Public Health 104 (S1) (2014): S43–S48, available at http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/ajph.2013.301416.pdf; 
Stanley Henshaw, “Unintended Pregnancy in the United States,” Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health 30 (1) (1998): 24–29, 
available at http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/3002498.html?pagewanted=all..
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Availability of services

Many women struggle to obtain health care because services are not located in a 
reasonable proximity to them. For example, more than 60 million rural women 
struggle to access general health care due to the limited number of doctor’s 
available outside of urban areas.46 Women of color often experience a disparity 
in access to services due to lack of reliable transportation, communication 
barriers with medical professionals, historical distrust of medical institutions, 
or lack of insurance coverage.47 Immigrant women face language barriers and 
often have concerns regarding immigration policies.48 Teens and lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, and transgender, or LGBT, individuals face stigma and shame from 
doctors about their bodies, identities, and choices.49 
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Furthermore, abortion remains the most highly restricted service in 
reproductive health care, in part because of its lack of availability. In 2011, for 
example, nearly 90 percent of U.S. counties did not have an abortion clinic; 
these counties were home to 38 percent of reproductive-aged women.50 And in 
2016 alone, 42 laws restricting access to abortion were enacted in the states.51 

But state restrictions are not the only problem women face regarding access. 
The increasing number of religiously affiliated hospitals affects women’s 
health. These hospitals may use directives based on religious doctrine rather 
than medical standards, particularly for reproductive health care.52 Such 
directives prohibit doctors from providing services such as contraception, 
sterilization, infertility treatments, and abortion.53 And because these 
institutions have an increased presence in low-income and rural areas with 
limited to no access to medical services generally, vulnerable women are 
being subjected to medical practices that would otherwise be illegal in secular 
medical settings.54 This compromises women’s autonomy as well as violates 
standards of medical care.55

Affordability of care

The passage of the Affordable Care Act has expanded health care coverage 
for more than 97.5 million women between the ages of 19 and 64.56 It allowed 
states to expand their Medicaid programs, established state-based health 
insurance marketplaces, and improved employer-sponsored insurance plans.57 
Women are able to obtain a host of preventive services without a copay, such 
as contraception, annual gynecological visits, breastfeeding counseling, and 
STI screening and treatment.58 Women are no longer charged higher premiums 
due to their gender.59 More importantly, the ACA ensures that women have a 
continuum of coverage services throughout their reproductive lives.

Within the first year of its implementation, one-in-five women were covered 
including 25 percent of black women and 40 percent of Hispanic women.60 
Nearly 25 percent of young people between the ages of 18 and 25 were covered 
under their parent’s insurance.61 
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Unfortunately, too many women are still uninsured due to costs.62 And more 
recently, congressional Republicans introduced a replacement plan for the ACA 
that includes major cuts to funding for Medicaid, strips Medicaid reimbursements 
from Planned Parenthood health centers, greatly restricts private insurance 
coverage of abortion, and results in fewer people having health insurance.63 
Approximately 13 million women of reproductive age were uninsured in 
2014.64 With the proposed changes for dismantling the ACA, 11 million people, 
including senior citizens, people with disabilities, and low-income children, 
will be harmed.65 This compounds the nearly half of all uninsured individuals 
who wanted insurance coverage but were unable to afford it in 2015.66 This was 
especially true for women of color, immigrant women, and single mothers, who 
are much more likely to be uninsured.67 As a result, these women are less likely 
able to use preventive services and receive a lower standard of care.68 

Between 2006 and 2010 nearly 9 percent of women paid for reproductive 
health services out of pocket.69 Women without insurance coverage are more 
likely to forgo preventive care and face higher health care costs due to delayed 
care. They also have worse health outcomes due to their point of entry into 
the medical system.70 This can result in higher rates of hospitalization for 
preventable conditions which lead to higher bills and medical debt.71 Uninsured 
medical needs can harm a family’s economic security, particularly those living 
on the brink. 

The financial impact for women seeking abortion care can be economically 
devastating without insurance coverage. Low-income women with publicly 
funded health insurance, such as Medicaid, do not have coverage for abortion. 
This lack of care is due to the Hyde Amendment,72 an annually approved 
appropriations rider that prevents federal dollars from covering abortion except 
in cases of rape, incest, or life endangerment.73 Currently, similar restrictions 
on federal funding for abortion also affect women in the military, Peace Corps 
volunteers, federal employees, federal inmates, Native Americans, and residents 
of Washington, D.C.74 Since the passage of the ACA, states have passed Hyde-
like restrictions imposed on private insurance plans, state health exchanges, and 
public employee health insurance plans.75 Without insurance coverage, low-
income women who are struggling to make ends meet further compromise their 
economic insecurity by paying for abortion care out of pocket.
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Funding restrictions alone make abortion services unaffordable and 
inaccessible. States have adopted 344 abortion restrictions in the past six years, 
which have contributed to burdensome direct and indirect costs for women.76 
Abortion services cost between $300 and $1500 depending on location and 
the restrictions in the state.77 Increasingly, many women must pay for lodging 
because of the distance between the clinic and their home. Women who are 
already mothers must consider child care costs.78 Those who have jobs that do 
not provide paid leave may have to forgo pay for the time they take off to get 
services, which further limits their disposable income. In order to cover these 
costs, many women have delayed paying for basic utilities, food, and rent to 
afford this legal medical procedure.79 Worse, a lack of resources can significantly 
delay an abortion procedure and increase the total cost of services.80

Parenting with dignity and respect

Parenting with dignity is essential to an economic agenda that includes 
reproductive health, rights, and justice. Once children are born or adopted, 
resources such as housing, education, health care, and nutrition become as 
important as quality, affordable health services. Parenting with dignity entails 
having communities with social supports such as food security, high-quality 
education, public safety, public transportation, and freedom from violence.81 
Young parents and LGBT families, in particular, need social supports to 
complete high school, move into the workforce, and parent without stigma.82 
Providing for children requires more than a loving and nurturing home. Both 
the local community and broader society must play a role in producing healthy 
and happy families that strengthen our nation.

Childbirth with dignity

Millions of pregnant women struggle to access maternal health services because 
of efforts to restrict reproductive health care. States that have not expanded 
Medicaid and have state abortion restrictions contribute not only to limited 
abortion care but preventive services like preconception care as well.83 A report 
by the National Advocates for Pregnant Women revealed that more than 400 
cases where post-Roe v. Wade restrictions were used to prosecute, police, or 
interfere with women’s pregnancies.84 For example, women were unable to 
get drug treatment while pregnant, deliver their baby in the manner that they 
preferred, or to refuse a doctor’s advice regarding their care.85 
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Incarcerated pregnant women particularly suffer from lack of access to 
childbirth with dignity.86 Most women in jails or prisons are often denied 
information about their due dates and delivery location, as well as prevented 
from having family attend the delivery.87 Despite the fact that 12 states have 
passed anti-shackling laws, many women are restrained with shackles and belly 
chains88 during labor, delivery, and post-pregnancy.89 Worse, they are often only 
allowed to spend 24 hours with their newborns after delivery.90 

Women need maternal health care and childbirth options that allow them to 
effectively parent. And they need a continuum of parenting supports from 
pregnancy throughout their child’s development into young adulthood.

Freedom from violence

Sexual and domestic violence harm women’s reproductive autonomy and 
economic security. Both are also strongly associated with reproductive 
coercion, such as contraception sabotage, as well as forced pregnancy and 
abortion. Women of reproductive age are at the greatest risk for intimate partner 
violence.91 They are twice as likely to report physical or sexual abuse from an 
intimate partner to staff at a family planning clinic.92  

Violence often extends to the workplace. A 2005 survey showed that 21 percent 
of employed women considered themselves a victim of intimate partner 
violence.93 As result, these women lost more than 7 days of work and 33 days of 
productivity at home.94 Domestic violence survivors have more employment 
problems, such as a more employment gaps and increased health problems.95 
These challenges often give abusers more leverage over women and their 
decisionmaking.96 Paid sick or safe days allow women to take time off of work 
without jeopardizing their economic security.

Workplace and caregiving supports

Workplace benefits and caregiving supports are still based on outdated ideas 
about family structures and income. While women have become a larger 
portion of the American workforce and household breadwinners, their roles as 
caregivers have remained the same. Workplace benefits and family policy have 
not modernized to support women’s dual roles as workers and family caretakers. 
This inf luences how women engage in the economy and make reproductive 
health choices.
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We can understand how family responsibilities affect subsequent economic 
outcomes by looking at the difference in labor force participation based on 
number of children. The number of children a woman has affects her level 
of labor force participation, which in turn can affect her family’s economic 
stability. For example, childless women and women with one child work nearly 
10 more hours a week than women with three or more children.97 This trend 
particularly hurts working mothers, who are more likely to work part-time 
to balance child care needs.98 Not only do part-time workers earn less overall 
because they work fewer hours, but they also earn less per hour than full-time 
workers, creating a part-time wage penalty. 

Furthermore, a woman’s gaps in employment can cause lower earnings that are 
never recovered. The planning and spacing of children can help reduce these 
gaps and protect a woman’s lifetime earnings. Lower earnings compounded 
over time resulting in lower social security benefits can put women at greater 
risk for elderly poverty.99 Planned childbearing helps women to better prepare 
for these transitions.

To provide sufficient workplace and caregiving supports, the country must 
come to terms with the modern lives of families as active members of the 
economy. The role of men and women as caretakers should also be considered. 
Workplace and caregiving supports include 1) access to high-quality early child 
care to support parents as they raise their children to be engaged members 
of society; 2) affordable higher education so they can achieve their own 
professional and personal goals; and 3) workplace benefits and protections—
such as equal pay, paid leave, and caregiving supports—so women can balance 
work and family duties. Each of these workplace and caregiving supports must 
work in a tandem in order to give workers full access to economic opportunities 
and the freedom to raise their families.

Access to high-quality early childhood programs

Quality child care allows parents to prepare their children to learn how to 
think, reason, and interact with other children.100 In a majority of families, all 
of the adults must work to contribute to the sustainability of the household. As 
a result, more than 11 million children under the age of five need child care.101 
While costs vary from state to state, child care remains expensive compared 
to state median household incomes, particularly for single parents.102 In nearly 
every state, the cost of child care exceeds 10 percent of married couple’s median 
income and more than 40 percent for single parents.103 
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Moreover, businesses report spending more than $4.4 billion annually on 
employee absenteeism due to their employees’ child care needs.104 Investments 
in high-quality preschool and child care allow for the early education of 
children, parents the accessibility to work as needed, and families to care for 
their children without sacrificing their economic stability. Moreover, these 
programs can help low-income children and children of color start school 
with the skills they need to be successful. Due to disparate access to quality 
programs, too often these children start school already behind their more 
aff luent peers.

Affordable higher education 

Education is considered a key to economic mobility, but it also has health 
implications.105 Income inequality prevents many families from making 
educational investments, which is highly correlated with health disparities. 
Parents with good health are better able to pursue education and in turn ensure 
their children are healthy and educated. Also, their children take advantage of 
more social opportunities as they grow into adulthood.106 But it can be difficult 
for many low-income parents to invest time and resources into developing their 
talents as well as that of their children over the long term.

The long-standing correlation between reproductive health and education is 
compelling but different for young people of reproductive age who view birth 
control as essential to their financial security.107 College education is necessary 
for one’s ability to get a higher skilled job and a secure future. And despite 
the need for higher education and the increase in women attending college, 
family incomes have not kept up with the rising cost of college tuition.108 
For low-income people there is often a conf lict between the prospect of 
educating themselves and providing for the immediate financial needs of the 
family, regardless of whether they have delayed childbearing or their marital 
status.109 This conf lict can be particularly daunting for young women who find 
themselves earning significantly less than a man regardless of their chosen 
occupation110 and facing enormous student loan debt.111 Over time, this means 
that working women have fewer resources to protect their reproductive health 
and their families’ economic security.112 
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Workplaces that are responsive to women workers

Equal pay for equal work: Currently, a woman working full-time, year-round 
only earns 80 cents for every $1 a man earns.113 The majority of the wage gap is 
attributed to factors such as occupational choice or segregation, differences in 
work experience given increased likelihood of time off, and union status, but nearly 
40 percent of the gap is unexplained. Hispanic women, African American women, 
and American Indian women face even larger disparities, earning 54 cents, 63 
cents, and 58 cents respectively of men’s wages.114 Women of color are more likely 
to enter into the labor force without a high school diploma or bachelor’s degree,115 
forcing them into low-wage jobs where they are likely to struggle to obtain the 
hours they need to earn a living wage. As a result, the combined wage loss exceeds 
more than $490 billion a year for women working full-time in the United States.116 
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The wage gap is even greater for full-time working mothers, who earn only 71 
cents for every $1 earned by working fathers—a so-called motherhood penalty 
that can prevent working mothers and families from obtaining basic resources 
such as food and housing along with child care services and medical care.117 
Nearly 23 percent of breadwinning mothers bring home between 25 and 50 
percent of the families’ earnings.118 

Equal pay can ensure that women earn the same pay for the same job as men, as 
well as increasing the ability of low-income women to access health services, lift 
themselves out of poverty, and provide for their families.119
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Different forms of Paid leave: The United States is the only industrialized nation 
that does not guarantee workers paid maternity leave or paid family leave.120 
Currently, only 14 percent of civilian workers have paid family leave through 
their employers and less than 40 percent have short-term disability insurance.121 
Far too many households struggle to take the time off that they need without 
sacrificing their income. Additionally, more than 40 million people do not have 
access to paid sick leave.122

A lack of paid family and medical leave or paid sick leave can force women to 
choose between staying employed and tending to their own health care needs 
or the needs of a loved one. Recent polling found that 43 percent of women 
who did not obtain health care did not do so because they lacked the time or 
the paid sick leave from work to access services.123 Additionally, providing paid 
family and medical leave and paid sick time has actually been shown to increase 
performance and productivity in the workplace.124

Caregiving: Finally, working parents need workplace f lexibility and policy 
supports to meet their caregiving responsibilities. Whether caring for children 
under the age of 18, elderly relatives, or family members with a chronic illness, 
millions of working families struggle to balance their time between work and 
home, as well as the enormous cost that can be associated with care. Caregivers 
for relatives who are not dependent children, the majority of whom are women, 
contribute enormously to the economy125 as they sacrifice financially, physically, 
and emotionally.126 Twenty-five percent of caregivers provide care for two or 
more family members and nearly half of all caregivers provide care for both a 
parent and a child.127 Fulfilling these responsibilities often takes a toll on the 
health of working parents as well as their professional opportunities. As the 
workplace shifts to meet the needs of its growing workforce, we must rethink 
caregiving for American families struggling to make ends meet while facing 
increasing costs related to child care or other caregiving responsibilities. 



23  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

Recommendations

A comprehensive agenda to strengthen women’s health and economic security 
must include policies that respond to the interconnected and diverse needs 
of women and their families. This means identifying steps that can be taken 
at the national and state levels to ensure that women can access the care they 
need and participate fully in the economy to move America forward. And while 
the political environment has already shifted under the new Trump-Pence 
administration and anti-choice majority in Congress—a shift where women’s 
health and rights are under attack—it is important to reject efforts to roll back 
women’s rights and stand strong in support of progressive policy changes that 
will help women thrive.

Actions to reject rollbacks 

Congress must protect the Affordable Care Act. Under the ACA, millions of 
women have been able to access well women’s care and preventive services at no 
cost—including breast-feeding support, birth control, screening and counseling 
for domestic violence, and STI screening. Maternity care is required for all small 
group and individual health plans. The law also made it illegal to discriminate 
against women due to pre-existing conditions or charge them more for 
insurance coverage based on gender.128 Access to affordable health care under 
the ACA has not only contributed to the health of women and families, but also 
their economic security. This means:

•	 Opposing any actions at the executive, congressional or state level intended 
to curtail women’s access to the full range of the ACA’s women’s health and 
preventive care services

•	 Opposing any actions to eliminate Medicaid expansion under the ACA or to 
decrease spending for the safety-net program through efforts to block grant its 
funding or institute per capita caps  
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The president and Congress must not roll back abortion rights. Women in the 
United States have had the right to abortion for more than 40 years. Unfortunately, 
anti-choice politicians have tried to erode these rights by imposing draconian 
restrictions on coverage and funding for abortion, as well as the providers who 
serve them. This has led to a system of inequality where only women with means 
can afford to pay the out of pocket costs associated with abortion care or travel 
long distances if a provider isn’t within their city or town. It is imperative that 
a woman’s right to choose be upheld and efforts to erode access to abortion are 
abandoned in order for women to thrive in this country. This means:

•	 Rejecting efforts to limit or overturn access to abortion that are inconsistent 
with the parameters set forth by the U.S. Supreme Court and women’s 
constitutionally protected rights as upheld in the landmark Roe V. Wade decision

•	 Refusing to confirm federal judges at the U.S. Supreme Court or other 
levels who have been hand-picked to further a political agenda that would 
undermine women’s health, rather than interpret the applicable law 
impartially and fairly regardless of their personal views 

•	 Opposing the expansion of the Hyde amendment and other measures 
targeting specific sub-groups of women to eliminate their access to abortion 
and effectively eviscerate their constitutionally protected rights

Congress must support Title X. Title X provides family planning services for 
low-income, the uninsured, young people, and communities of color across the 
country. Despite the implementation of the ACA’s contraception mandate, more 
than 4 million people access birth control, cancer screenings, and testing for 
STIs through Title X providers.129 And while the need for Title X services has 
expanded in the past few years, federal funding for the program has decreased. 
Increased funding and the continuation of this vital safety net program is 
essential to ensuring that all people have access to family planning. Title X 
providers—such as Planned Parenthood, which serves nearly 1.5 million patients 
through the Title X Family Planning Program—must also be supported as they 
help meet critical health needs for underserved communities. This means:

•	 Opposing efforts to reduce funding and investments in Title X  
and related programs

•	 Rejecting proposals to deny funding to existing, essential Title X providers 
because they also offer abortion services with non-Title X funds
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The president and Congress must reject efforts to deny health care based on 

religious or moral objection. Under no circumstances should a person in need of 
reproductive health care be turned away or denied based on the religious or moral 
objection of a provider. This is especially true for women in need of emergency 
care, or those living in areas with limited access to health care. Reproductive 
health must be viewed through an economic and reproductive justice lens that 
recognizes the myriad of factors that impact overall health and the health of 
families, as well as the issues that impact access to care. This means rejecting 
efforts to pit religious and moral views against reproductive health by creating 
broad loopholes that put health at risk and deny people the services they need.

Affirmative progressive measures at the intersection of economic 
justice and reproductive justice

States must expand Medicaid. Currently, 19 states have not expanded their 

Medicaid programs.130 As a result, 3 million women fall into the coverage gap 
due to eligibility requirements.131 This barrier prevents women in need from 
obtaining comprehensive health services. 

Congress must pass the EACH Woman Act. This legislation would repeal the 
Hyde Amendment and other abortion funding restrictions passed through the 
appropriations process. It would also prohibit restrictions on private insurance 
coverage for abortion services. By eliminating the Hyde Amendment, low-
income women, federal employees, Native American women, Peace Corps 
volunteers, and residents of Washington, D.C., would have access to the full 
range of reproductive health services to help them thrive.

Congress must pass the Women’s Health Protection Act, or WHPA. This 
legislation would prohibit states from enacting dangerous restrictions on 
abortion care and interfering with the patient-doctor relationship. It would 
prohibit medically unnecessary procedures and clinic shutdowns, women’s 
ability to access medication abortion, and abortion bans prior to viability as 
deemed constitutional by Roe v. Wade.

Congress must pass the HEAL Act for Immigrant Women and Families. This 
legislation would restore Medicaid and CHIP coverage for immigrants, 
including women of reproductive age, who are authorized U.S. residents. 
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Congress must adopt strong workplace standards to improve job quality. 

Congress can take action to strengthen workplaces and give workers the 
resources and tools they need to live healthy lives. Policies focused on 
raising wages, ensuring access to quality and affordable health care services, 
eliminating gender discrimination, and providing paid time off for family or 
medical reasons. 

•	 Raise the minimum wage. Increasing the minimum wage would allow the 
lowest paid women more resources to protect their health and support their 
families. Currently, the federal minimum wage is $7.25 per hour and $2.13 
per hour for tipped employees.132 In every state, these wages result in millions 
of women living near or below the poverty line putting them at greater risk 
for being uninsured and unable to get consistent access to health services. To 
ensure that women better achieve economic security they must earn enough 
to pay for their basic needs as well as essential health services.

•	 Guarantee all workers have access to paid family and medical leave. 

Currently, only 14 percent of civilian workers have paid family leave.133 The 
Family and Medical Leave Act provides for job-protected unpaid leave, but 
it is available to less than half of all workers.134 Worse, most workers cannot 
afford to take it.135 Paid family and medical leave law allow men and women 
to earn their pay while they leave to care for a new child, address their own 
serious medical condition, or care for a seriously ill family member.136

•	 Promote and ensure pay equity and promote workplaces free of 

discrimination. Despite the fact that women make up larger numbers of 
the workforce, too many employers continue to pay women less than their 
male counterparts.137 Strengthening equal pay protections is essential to 
promote greater transparency, eliminate pay secrecy, require employers 
to regularly disclose pay data to enforcement officials, tighten employer 
defenses, and ensure fair damages for legal violations.138 It is also critical to 
make affirmative steps to combat other forms of gender discrimination in 
the workplace for women and transgender individuals, particularly those 
who are or planning to become parents. The Pregnant Workers Fairness Act 
would help ensure that women who are pregnant have access to reasonable 
accommodations that enable them to have healthy pregnancies and remain 
attached to the labor force.139 



27  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

The president and Congress must promote affordable high quality child care. 

Millions of families struggle to access affordable, high-quality child care. The 
United States needs a child care system that meets their needs and does not 
jeopardize their economic security. A High-Quality Child Care Tax Credit for 
low- and middle-Income families that is paid directly to the providers would 
assist working families.140

The president must commission a study examining unequal access to women’s 

health care. Health care disparities among low-income women and women of 
color is still a major issue in the United States. The president should direct the 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services to examine the responsiveness 
of federally funded health care facilities in meeting the reproductive and 
maternal health needs of vulnerable women in local communities. The 
administration’s recommendations should instigate policy protections and 
solutions for meeting health needs, while also connecting with economic 
indicators such as equal pay. 
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Conclusion

The political debate surrounding women’s health and rights is often reduced 
to either family planning or abortion, but in truth women’s health and rights 
include a continuum of health services and legal protections that bolster all 
areas of their lives. The right to have children, not have children, and to parent 
children safely is rooted in the information, resources, and power the individual 
woman has access to in her life. 

Extracting reproductive health from an economic security agenda disrupts 
the potential for holistic services and policies that can help people obtain 
gender equality and health equity in the United States. A comprehensive 
approach requires a policy agenda that promotes self-determination, access to 
comprehensive and affordable services, parenting supports, and a responsive 
workplace. This ensures that women—regardless of location, income status, 
race, sexual orientation, or age—have access to the services and resources they 
need in a timely, culturally competent, respectful, and affordable way that will 
help contribute to their economic mobility. 

An investment in reproductive health means an investment in America’s 
promise of equality for all. That promise must be as adaptable and expansive as 
the roles women play in society. Policies and cultural norms must evolve so that 
women can participate freely in society and use all of their talents to strengthen 
families. Economic opportunities for women ensure that they can chart their 
own reproductive destiny and better achieve economic security. When all 
people are able to achieve their best economic opportunity, the entire national 
economy thrives and grows.



29  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

About the authors

Heidi Williamson is the Senior Policy Analyst for the Women’s Health and 
Rights program at the Center for American Progress. Prior to joining American 
Progress, Heidi worked for the Alzheimer’s Association, SisterSong Women of 
Color Reproductive Health Collective and the Services Employee International 
Union, or SEIU. She has successfully led legislative and advocacy efforts 
in the South and helped the successful campaigns of more than 20 women 
legislators to office at the state and local level. She is a founding member of 
Trust Black Women Partnership, a strong network of African American women 
organizations and individuals, who mobilize to defend the human right to have 
a child, not have a child, and parent for African American women in the United 
States. Williamson is a graduate of Georgia State University, where she double 
majored in English and African American studies. 

Kate Bahn is an Economist at the Center for American Progress. Her work has 
focused on labor markets, entrepreneurship, the role of gender in the economy, 
and inequality. In addition to her work on the Economic Policy team, Bahn has 
written about gender and economics for a variety of publications, including 
The Nation, The Guardian, Salon, and The Chronicle of Higher Education. She 
also serves as chair of the Executive Vice President and Secretary as well as the 
chair of the Communications Committee for the International Association for 
Feminist Economics and as moderator of the organization’s blog, “Feminist 
economics posts.” Bahn received both her doctorate and master of science in 
economics from The New School for Social Research, where she also worked as 
a researcher for the Schwartz Center for Economic Policy Analysis.

Jamila K. Taylor is a Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress, where she 
serves as an expert on domestic and international women’s health, reproductive 
rights, and reproductive justice. Prior to joining CAP, Taylor was a senior policy 
advisor at Ipas, a global nongovernmental organization dedicated to ending 
preventable deaths and disabilities from unsafe abortion and helping women 
realize their sexual and reproductive rights. Taylor has more than 18 years of 
public policy and advocacy experience, working as the senior public policy 
associate for the Center for Health and Gender Equity, or CHANGE, as well 
as on HIV/AIDS policy and advocacy for The AIDS Institute, and on domestic 
abortion policy and advocacy for the National Network of Abortion Funds. 
Taylor holds a bachelor of arts in political science from Hampton University, 
a master’s degree in public administration from Virginia Commonwealth 
University, and a Ph.D. in political science from Howard University.



30  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

Endnotes

	 1	 Jamie Firth, Ashley Kirzinger, and Mollyann Brodie, 
“Kaiser Health Tracking Poll: 2016” (Washington: The 
Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, 2016), available at 
http://kff.org/health-reform/poll-finding/kaiser-health-
tracking-poll-march-2016/.

	 2	 Ibid. 

	 3	 National Women’s Law Center, “Underpaid and 
Overloaded: Women in Low-wage jobs” (2014) Available 
at https://nwlc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/
final_nwlc_lowwagereport2014.pdf. 

	 4	 National Partnership for Women and Families, “Bad 
Medicine: How a Political Agenda is Undermining 
Women’s Health Care” (2016), available at http://www.
nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/bad-
medicine-download.pdf. 

	 5	 National Partnership for Women and Families,  
“Bad Medicine.” 

	 6	 National Partnership for Women and Families, “A 
Double Bind: When States Deny Abortion Coverage 
and Fail to Support Expecting New Parents” (2016), 
available at http://www.nationalpartnership.org/
research-library/repro/abortion/a-double-bind.
pdf. It should be noted that the federal Pregnancy 
Discrimination Act of 1978 does provide women with 
basic protections against pregnancy discrimination, 
but the law does not require employers to provide 
accommodations beyond those offered to other 
employees with a temporary disability. 

	 7	 Women’s Economic and Reproductive Care Messaging 
Poll, Benenson Strategy Group, Commissioned by 
Center for American Progress, May 2016 

	 8	 492 U.S. 490 (1989)

	 9	 505 U.S. 833 (1992)

	 10	 Women’s Economic and Reproductive Care Messaging 
Poll, Benenson Strategy Group, Center American 
Progress, May 2016.

	 11	 Ibis Reproductive Health and Center for Reproductive 
Rights, “Evaluating Priorities: Measuring Women’s and 
Children’s Health and Well-being against Abortion 
Restrictions in the States” (2014), available at https://
www.reproductiverights.org/sites/crr.civicactions.net/
files/documents/Priorities_Project.pdf. 

	 12	 Heather Boonstra, “The Impact on Government 
Programs on Reproductive Health Disparities: 
Three Case Studies,” Guttmacher Institute, 11 (3) 
(2008), available at https://www.guttmacher.org/
about/gpr/2008/08/impact-government-programs-
reproductive-health-disparities-three-case-studies.

	 13	 Angela Napili, “Title X (Public Health Services Act) 
Family Planning Program” (Washington: Congressional 
Research Service, 2016), available at http://fas.org/sgp/
crs/misc/RL33644.pdf. 

	 14	 Rachel Benson Gold, “Title X: Three Decades of 
Accomplishment” (Washington: Guttmacher Institute, 
2001), available at https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/
default/files/article_files/gr040105.pdf. 

	 15	 The National Campaign to Prevent Teen and Unplanned 
Pregnancy, “Counting It Up” (2013), available at https://
thenationalcampaign.org/sites/default/files/resource-
primary-download/counting-it-up-key-data-2013-
update.pdf; Guttmacher Institute, “Good for Business: 
Covering Contraceptive Care Without Cost-Sharing Is 
Cost-Neutral of Even Saves Money” (2014), available at 
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2014/07/good-
business-covering-contraceptive-care-without-cost-
sharing-cost-neutral-or-even.

	 16	 Frank Furstenberg, “Teen Pregnancy and Poverty: 
30-Year Study Confirms That Living In Economically-
Depressed Neighborhoods, Not Teen Motherhood, 
Perpetuates Poverty,” (Austin, Texas: Council 
on Contemporary Families, 2008), available at 
https://contemporaryfamilies.org/wp-content/
uploads/2013/10/2008_Briefing_Furstenberg_Teen-
pregnancy-and-poverty.pdf.

	 17	 Ibid.

	 18	 Melissa S. Kearney and Phillip B. Levine, “Why is the 
Teen Birth Rate in the United States So High and Why 
Does It Matter?” Journal of Economic Perspectives 26 
(2) (Spring 2012): 141-166, available at http://pubs.
aeaweb.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1257/jep.26.2.141.

	 19	 Ibid.

	 20	 Willis North America, Inc., “The Willis Health and 
Productivity Survey Report” (2014), available at http://
www.willis.com/documents/publications/Services/
Employee_Benefits/FOCUS_2014/20140402_50074_
HCP_Health_Prod_FINAL_V2.pdf.

	 21	 Claudia Goldin and Lawrence F. Katz, “The Power of 
the Pill: Oral Contraceptives and Women’s Career and 
Marriage Decisions,” Journal of Political Economy 110 
(4) (2002): 730-770, available at https://dash.harvard.
edu/bitstream/handle/1/2624453/Goldin_PowerPill.
pdf?sequence=4.

	 22	 Drucilla K. Barker and Susan F. Feiner, Liberating 
Economics: Feminist Perspectives on Families, Work, and 
Globalization (Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan 
Press, 2004).

	 23	 Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Table 1. Time spent in 
primary activities and percent of the civilian population 
engaging in each activity, averages per day by sex, 
2015 annual averages,” available at http://www.bls.
gov/news.release/atus.t01.htm (last accessed February 
2017). 

	 24	 Asian Communities for Reproductive Justice, “A New 
Vision for advancing our movement for reproductive 
health, reproductive rights and reproductive justice” 
(2005), available at http://strongfamiliesmovement.
org/assets/docs/ACRJ-A-New-Vision.pdf.

	 25	 Trust Black Women Partnership, “Understanding 
Reproductive Justice,” available at http://www.
trustblackwomen.org/our-work/what-is-reproductive-
justice/9-what-is-reproductive-justice (last accessed 
November 2016).

	 26	 Asian Communities for Reproductive Justice, “A New 
Vision for advancing our movement for reproductive 
health, reproductive rights and reproductive justice.” 

http://kff.org/person/ashley-kirzinger/
http://kff.org/person/mollyann-brodie/
https://nwlc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/final_nwlc_lowwagereport2014.pdf
https://nwlc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/final_nwlc_lowwagereport2014.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/bad-medicine-download.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/bad-medicine-download.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/bad-medicine-download.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/abortion/a-double-bind.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/abortion/a-double-bind.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/repro/abortion/a-double-bind.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Case_citation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Case_citation
https://www.reproductiverights.org/sites/crr.civicactions.net/files/documents/Priorities_Project.pdf
https://www.reproductiverights.org/sites/crr.civicactions.net/files/documents/Priorities_Project.pdf
https://www.reproductiverights.org/sites/crr.civicactions.net/files/documents/Priorities_Project.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2008/08/impact-government-programs-reproductive-health-disparities-three-case-studies
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2008/08/impact-government-programs-reproductive-health-disparities-three-case-studies
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2008/08/impact-government-programs-reproductive-health-disparities-three-case-studies
http://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33644.pdf
http://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33644.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/article_files/gr040105.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/article_files/gr040105.pdf
https://thenationalcampaign.org/sites/default/files/resource-primary-download/counting-it-up-key-data-2013-update.pdf
https://thenationalcampaign.org/sites/default/files/resource-primary-download/counting-it-up-key-data-2013-update.pdf
https://thenationalcampaign.org/sites/default/files/resource-primary-download/counting-it-up-key-data-2013-update.pdf
https://thenationalcampaign.org/sites/default/files/resource-primary-download/counting-it-up-key-data-2013-update.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2014/07/good-business-covering-contraceptive-care-without-cost-sharing-cost-neutral-or-even
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2014/07/good-business-covering-contraceptive-care-without-cost-sharing-cost-neutral-or-even
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2014/07/good-business-covering-contraceptive-care-without-cost-sharing-cost-neutral-or-even
http://pubs.aeaweb.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1257/jep.26.2.141
http://pubs.aeaweb.org/doi/pdfplus/10.1257/jep.26.2.141
http://www.willis.com/documents/publications/Services/Employee_Benefits/FOCUS_2014/20140402_50074_HCP_Health_Prod_FINAL_V2.pdf
http://www.willis.com/documents/publications/Services/Employee_Benefits/FOCUS_2014/20140402_50074_HCP_Health_Prod_FINAL_V2.pdf
http://www.willis.com/documents/publications/Services/Employee_Benefits/FOCUS_2014/20140402_50074_HCP_Health_Prod_FINAL_V2.pdf
http://www.willis.com/documents/publications/Services/Employee_Benefits/FOCUS_2014/20140402_50074_HCP_Health_Prod_FINAL_V2.pdf
https://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/2624453/Goldin_PowerPill.pdf?sequence=4
https://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/2624453/Goldin_PowerPill.pdf?sequence=4
https://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/2624453/Goldin_PowerPill.pdf?sequence=4
http://www.bls.gov/news.release/atus.t01.htm
http://www.bls.gov/news.release/atus.t01.htm
http://strongfamiliesmovement.org/assets/docs/ACRJ-A-New-Vision.pdf
http://strongfamiliesmovement.org/assets/docs/ACRJ-A-New-Vision.pdf
http://www.trustblackwomen.org/our-work/what-is-reproductive-justice/9-what-is-reproductive-justice
http://www.trustblackwomen.org/our-work/what-is-reproductive-justice/9-what-is-reproductive-justice
http://www.trustblackwomen.org/our-work/what-is-reproductive-justice/9-what-is-reproductive-justice


31  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

	 27	 Ibid.

	 28	 Heidi Williamson, “A Quick Guide on the Human Rights 
of Women” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 
2014), available at https://www.americanprogress.
org/issues/women/report/2014/10/09/98695/a-quick-
guide-on-the-human-rights-of-women/.

	 29	 Guttmacher Institute, “Contraceptive Use in the United 
States” (2016), available at https://www.guttmacher.
org/fact-sheet/contraceptive-use-united-states.

	 30	 Ibid.

	 31	 Rachel K. Jones, “Beyond Birth Control: The Overlooked 
Benefits of Oral Contraceptive Pills” (New York: 
Guttmacher Institute, 2011), available at https://www.
guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/beyond-
birth-control.pdf. 

	 32	 United Nations Population Fund, “Maternal health,” 
available at http://www.unfpa.org/maternal-health (last 
accessed November 2016).

	 33	 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, “A Report 
of the CDC/ATSDR Preconception Care Work Group 
and the Select Panel on Preconception Care” (2006), 
available at http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/
mmwrhtml/rr5506a1.htm. 

	 34	 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, “Maternal 
Health: Advancing the Health of Mothers in the 21st 
Century” (2016), available at http://www.cdc.gov/
chronicdisease/resources/publications/aag/pdf/2016/
aag-maternal-health.pdf.

	 35	 Denise D’Angelo and others, “Preconception and 
Interconception Health Status of Women Who Recently 
Gave Birth to a Live-Born Infant—Pregnancy Risk 
Assessment Monitoring System (PRAMS), United States, 
26 Reporting Areas, 2004” (Atlanta: Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, 2007), available at http://www.
cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/ss5610a1.htm.

	 36	 Guttmacher Institute, “Neonatal Death Risk: Effect 
of Prenatal Care is Most Evident After Term Birth,” 
Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health 34 (5) 
(2002), available at http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/
journals/3427002.html.

	 37	 Ibid.

	 38	 Child Trends DataBank, “Late or No Prenatal Care: 
Indicators on Children and Youth” (2015), available 
at at https://www.childtrends.org/wp-content/
uploads/2014/07/25_Prenatal_Care.pdf. 

	 39	 Ibid.

	 40	 Annie E. Casey Foundation, “KIDS COUNT Indicator 
Brief: Reducing the Infant Mortality” (2009), available 
at http://www.aecf.org/m/resourcedoc/AECF-
KCReducingInfantMortality-2009.pdf. 

	 41	 Guttmacher Institute, “Unintended Pregnancy in 
the United States” (2016), available at https://www.
guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/unintended-pregnancy-
united-states. 

	 42	 Guttmacher Institute, “U.S Teen Pregnancy, Birth and 
Abortion Rates Reach the Lowest Levels in Almost 
Four Decades,” Press release, April 5, 2016, available 
at https://www.guttmacher.org/news-release/2016/
us-teen-pregnancy-birth-and-abortion-rates-reach-
lowest-levels-almost-four-decades. 

	 43	 Alina Salganicoff and others, “Women and Health 
Care in the Early Year of the Affordable Care Act: Key 
Findings from the 2013 Kaiser Women’s Health Survey” 
(Washington: Kaiser Family Foundation, 2014), available 
at http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.
com/2014/05/8590-women-and-health-care-in-the-
early-years-of-the-affordable-care-act.pdf. 

	 44	 Jenna Jerman, Rachel K. Jones, and Tsuyoshi 
Onda, “Characteristics of U.S. Abortion Patients in 
2014 and Changes Since 2008” (New York: Guttmacher 
Institute, 2016), available at https://www.guttmacher.
org/report/characteristics-us-abortion-patients-2014.

	 45	 D. Grossman and others, “Knowledge, opinion and 
experience related to abortion self-induction in 
Texas” (Austin, Texas: Texas Policy Evaluation Project, 
2015), available at https://utexas.app.box.com/v/
koeselfinductionresearchbrief. 

	 46	 Health Resources and Services Administration, 
“Defining the Rural Population,” available at https://
www.hrsa.gov/ruralhealth/aboutus/definition.html 
(last accessed August 2014).

	 47	 Donna Barry and Amelia Esenstad, “Ensuring Access 
to Family Planning Services for All” (Washington: 
Center for American Progress, 2014), available at 
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/
report/2014/10/23/99612/ensuring-access-to-family-
planning-services-for-all/. 

	 48	 Frances Casey and Veronica Gomez-Lobo, “Disparities 
in Contraceptive Access and Provision,” Seminars 
in Reproductive Medicine 31 (5) (2013): 347-359, 
available at https://www.thieme-connect.de/DOI/
DOI?10.1055/s-0033-1348893. 

	 49	 Barry and Esenstad, “Ensuring Access to Family 
Planning Services for All.”

	 50	 Rachel K. Jones and Jenna Jerman, “Abortion 
Incidence and Service Availability in the United States, 
2011,” Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health  46 
(1) (2014): 3–14, available at https://www.guttmacher.
org/journals/psrh/2014/02/abortion-incidence-and-
service-availability-united-states-2011. 

	 51	 Guttmacher Institute, “State Policy Updates: Major 
Developments in Sexual & Reproductive Health” (2016), 
available at https://www.guttmacher.org/state-policy. 

	 52	 Physicians for Reproductive Health, “Church 
and Medicine: Key Catholic Directives Affecting 
Reproductive Healthcare,” available at https://prh.org/
church-and-medicine-key-catholic-directives-affecting-
reproductive-healthcare/ (last accessed October 2016).

	 53	 Lois Uttley and Christine Khaikin, “Growth 
of Catholic Hospitals and Health Systems: 
2016 Update of the Miscarriage of Medicine 
Report” (New York: MergeWatch Project, 2016), 
available at http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static
/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-
2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=gAWG5aAn
ZjwfavGdGq0FdUfGTTw%3D. 

	 54	 Ibid.

	 55	 Ibid.

	 56	 The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, “Women’s 
Health Insurance Coverage,” October 21, 2016, available 
at http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/fact-sheet/
womens-health-insurance-coverage-fact-sheet/. 

https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/09/98695/a-quick-guide-on-the-human-rights-of-women/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/09/98695/a-quick-guide-on-the-human-rights-of-women/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/09/98695/a-quick-guide-on-the-human-rights-of-women/
https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/contraceptive-use-united-states
https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/contraceptive-use-united-states
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/beyond-birth-control.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/beyond-birth-control.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/beyond-birth-control.pdf
http://www.unfpa.org/maternal-health
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5506a1.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5506a1.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/chronicdisease/resources/publications/aag/pdf/2016/aag-maternal-health.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/chronicdisease/resources/publications/aag/pdf/2016/aag-maternal-health.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/chronicdisease/resources/publications/aag/pdf/2016/aag-maternal-health.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/ss5610a1.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/ss5610a1.htm
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/3427002.html
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/3427002.html
https://www.childtrends.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/25_Prenatal_Care.pdf
https://www.childtrends.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/25_Prenatal_Care.pdf
http://www.aecf.org/m/resourcedoc/AECF-KCReducingInfantMortality-2009.pdf
http://www.aecf.org/m/resourcedoc/AECF-KCReducingInfantMortality-2009.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/unintended-pregnancy-united-states
https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/unintended-pregnancy-united-states
https://www.guttmacher.org/fact-sheet/unintended-pregnancy-united-states
https://www.guttmacher.org/news-release/2016/us-teen-pregnancy-birth-and-abortion-rates-reach-lowest-levels-almost-four-decades
https://www.guttmacher.org/news-release/2016/us-teen-pregnancy-birth-and-abortion-rates-reach-lowest-levels-almost-four-decades
https://www.guttmacher.org/news-release/2016/us-teen-pregnancy-birth-and-abortion-rates-reach-lowest-levels-almost-four-decades
http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2014/05/8590-women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-affordable-care-act.pdf
http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2014/05/8590-women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-affordable-care-act.pdf
http://kaiserfamilyfoundation.files.wordpress.com/2014/05/8590-women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-affordable-care-act.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/report/characteristics-us-abortion-patients-2014
https://www.guttmacher.org/report/characteristics-us-abortion-patients-2014
https://utexas.app.box.com/v/koeselfinductionresearchbrief
https://utexas.app.box.com/v/koeselfinductionresearchbrief
https://www.hrsa.gov/ruralhealth/aboutus/definition.html
https://www.hrsa.gov/ruralhealth/aboutus/definition.html
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/23/99612/ensuring-access-to-family-planning-services-for-all/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/23/99612/ensuring-access-to-family-planning-services-for-all/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/report/2014/10/23/99612/ensuring-access-to-family-planning-services-for-all/
https://www.thieme-connect.de/DOI/DOI?10.1055/s-0033-1348893
https://www.thieme-connect.de/DOI/DOI?10.1055/s-0033-1348893
https://www.guttmacher.org/state-policy
https://prh.org/church-and-medicine-key-catholic-directives-affecting-reproductive-healthcare/
https://prh.org/church-and-medicine-key-catholic-directives-affecting-reproductive-healthcare/
https://prh.org/church-and-medicine-key-catholic-directives-affecting-reproductive-healthcare/
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=gAWG5aAnZjwfavGdGq0FdUfGTTw%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=gAWG5aAnZjwfavGdGq0FdUfGTTw%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=gAWG5aAnZjwfavGdGq0FdUfGTTw%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=gAWG5aAnZjwfavGdGq0FdUfGTTw%3D
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/fact-sheet/womens-health-insurance-coverage-fact-sheet/
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/fact-sheet/womens-health-insurance-coverage-fact-sheet/


32  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

	 57	 Ibid.

	 58	 Jessica Arons, “Women and Obamacare: What’s at 
Stake for Women if the Supreme Court Strikes Down 
the Affordable Care Act?” (Washington: Center 
for American Progress, 2012), available at https://
www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/
issues/2012/05/pdf/women_obamacare.pdf.

	 59	 Ibid.

	 60	 Alina Salganicoff and others, “Women and Health Care 
in the Early Years of the ACA: Key Findings from the 
2013 Kaiser Women’s Health Survey” (Washington: 
Kaiser Family Foundation, 2014), available at http://kff.
org/womens-health-policy/report/women-and-health-
care-in-the-early-years-of-the-aca-key-findings-from-
the-2013-kaiser-womens-health-survey/. 

	 61	 Ibid.

	 62	 The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, “Key Facts 
about the Uninsured Population,” September 29, 2016, 
available at http://kff.org/uninsured/fact-sheet/key-
facts-about-the-uninsured-population/.

	 63	 Tara Culp-Ressler, “6 things you should know about 
Trumpcare,” ThinkProgress, March 6, 2017, available 
at https://thinkprogress.org/gop-obamacare-
replacement-plan-6878fd85a8fd#.ywfulnilf. 

	 64	 The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, “Women’s 
Health Insurance Coverage.”

	 65	 Edwin Park, “House GOP Medicaid Provisions Would 
Shift $370 Billion in Costs to States Over Decade,” 
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, March 7, 2017, 
available at http://www.cbpp.org/blog/house-gop-
medicaid-provisions-would-shift-370-billion-in-costs-
to-states-over-decade.

	 66	 The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, “Key Facts about 
the Uninsured Population.” 

	 67	 The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, “Women’s 
Health Insurance Coverage.”

	 68	 The Henry J. Kaiser Foundation, “The Uninsured: A 
Primer 2013—2: Who Are the Uninsured,” November 
14, 2013, available at http://kff.org/report-section/the-
uninsured-a-primer-2013-2-who-are-the-uninsured/. 

	 69	 Barry and Esenstad, “Ensuring Access to Family 
Planning Services for All.”

	 70	 Salganicoff and others, “Women and Health Care in the 
Early Year of the Affordable Care Act: Key Findings from 
the 2013 Kaiser Women’s Health Survey.” 

	 71	 Rachel Garfield and others, “The Uninsured: A Primer 
— Key Facts about Health Insurance and the Uninsured 
in the Wake of Nation Health Reform” (2016), available 
at http://kff.org/uninsured/report/the-uninsured-a-
primer-key-facts-about-health-insurance-and-the-
uninsured-in-the-era-of-health-reform/. 

	 72	 Jon O. Shimabukuro, “Abortion: Judicial History and 
Legislative Response” (Washington: Congressional 
Research Service, 2016), available at https://fas.org/
sgp/crs/misc/RL33467.pdf. 

	 73	 Heather D. Boonstra, “Abortion in the Lives of Women 
Struggling Financially: Why Insurance Coverage 
Matters,” Guttmacher Institute, July 14, 2016, available 
at https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2016/07/
abortion-lives-women-struggling-financially-why-
insurance-coverage-matters. 

	 74	 Ibid. 

	 75	 Heidi Williamson and Jamila Taylor, “The Hyde 
Amendment Has Perpetuated Inequality in 
Abortion Access for 40 Years” (Washington: 
Center for American Progress, 2016), available at 
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/
uploads/2016/09/29055152/HydeIssueBriefPDF.pdf.

	 76	 Elizabeth Nash and others, “Laws Affecting 
Reproductive Health and Rights: State Trends at 
Midyear, 2016” (Washington: Guttmacher Institute, 
2016), available at https://www.guttmacher.org/
article/2016/07/laws-affecting-reproductive-health-
and-rights-state-trends-midyear-2016. 

	 77	 Erica Hellerstein, “Pricing American women out of 
abortion, one restriction at a time,” ThinkProgress, 
February 25, 2015, available at http://thinkprogress.
org/health/2015/02/25/3622531/cost-abortion-
investigation/.

	 78	 Ibid.

	 79	 Rachel K. Jones, Ushma D. Upadhyay, and Tracy A. 
Weitz, “At What Cost? Payment for Abortion Care by 
U.S. Women” Women’s Health Issues 23 (3) (2013): 173-
178, available at http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/
journals/j.whi.2013.03.001.pdf.

	 80	 Ibid.

	 81	 White House, “Fact Sheet: President Obama’s Promise 
Zones Initiative,” Press release, January 8, 2014, 
available at https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-
office/2014/01/08/fact-sheet-president-obama-s-
promise-zones-initiative.

	 82	 Advocates for Youth Polling, “The Public’s Views on 
Support Young Parents” (2016), on file with the authors.

	 83	 Emily Deruy, “Texas Abortion Ban Limits More than 
Abortions,” ABCNews.com, July 1, 2013, available at 
http://abcnews.go.com/ABC_Univision/News/texas-
abortion-ban-limits-abortions/story?id=19543757.

	 84	 Lynn M. Paltrow and Jeanne Flavin, “Arrests of and 
Forced Interventions on Pregnant Women in the 
United States, 1973-2005: Implications for Women’s 
Legal Status and Public Health,” Journal of Health 
Politics, Policy and Law 38 (2) (2013): 299-343, available 
at http://jhppl.dukejournals.org/content/38/2/299.
full.pdf+html?sid=b0811f36-d4e4-4b51-a830-
e175e6eee40c.

	 85	 Ibid.

	 86	 SPARK Reproductive Justice NOW, “Giving Birth Behind 
Bars: A Guide to Achieving Reporductive Justice for 
Incarcerated Women” (2011), available at http://www.
sparkrj.org/website/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/
Giving-Birth-Behind-Bars-Guide.pdf. 

	 87	 Emily Kaiser, “Pregnant in Prison: 6 Shocking Realities 
About Giving Birth Behind Bars,” Crimefeed.com, June 
11, 2015, available at http://crimefeed.com/2015/06/6-
things-youll-experience-giving-birth-prison/. 

	 88	 SPARK Reproductive Justice NOW, “Giving Birth 
Behind Bars.” 

	 89	 Chaunie Bruise, “10 Things You Didn’t Know About 
Pregnancy in Prison,” EverydayFamily, February 17, 
2016, available at http://www.everydayfamily.com/
blog/10-things-you-didnt-know-about-pregnancy-in-
prison/. 

https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/issues/2012/05/pdf/women_obamacare.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/issues/2012/05/pdf/women_obamacare.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/issues/2012/05/pdf/women_obamacare.pdf
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/report/women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-aca-key-findings-from-the-2013-kaiser-womens-health-survey/
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/report/women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-aca-key-findings-from-the-2013-kaiser-womens-health-survey/
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/report/women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-aca-key-findings-from-the-2013-kaiser-womens-health-survey/
http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/report/women-and-health-care-in-the-early-years-of-the-aca-key-findings-from-the-2013-kaiser-womens-health-survey/
http://kff.org/uninsured/fact-sheet/key-facts-about-the-uninsured-population/
http://kff.org/uninsured/fact-sheet/key-facts-about-the-uninsured-population/
http://kff.org/report-section/the-uninsured-a-primer-2013-2-who-are-the-uninsured/
http://kff.org/report-section/the-uninsured-a-primer-2013-2-who-are-the-uninsured/
http://kff.org/uninsured/report/the-uninsured-a-primer-key-facts-about-health-insurance-and-the-uninsured-in-the-era-of-health-reform/
http://kff.org/uninsured/report/the-uninsured-a-primer-key-facts-about-health-insurance-and-the-uninsured-in-the-era-of-health-reform/
http://kff.org/uninsured/report/the-uninsured-a-primer-key-facts-about-health-insurance-and-the-uninsured-in-the-era-of-health-reform/
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33467.pdf
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33467.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2016/07/abortion-lives-women-struggling-financially-why-insurance-coverage-matters
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2016/07/abortion-lives-women-struggling-financially-why-insurance-coverage-matters
https://www.guttmacher.org/about/gpr/2016/07/abortion-lives-women-struggling-financially-why-insurance-coverage-matters
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/29055152/HydeIssueBriefPDF.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/09/29055152/HydeIssueBriefPDF.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016/07/laws-affecting-reproductive-health-and-rights-state-trends-midyear-2016
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016/07/laws-affecting-reproductive-health-and-rights-state-trends-midyear-2016
https://www.guttmacher.org/article/2016/07/laws-affecting-reproductive-health-and-rights-state-trends-midyear-2016
http://thinkprogress.org/health/2015/02/25/3622531/cost-abortion-investigation/
http://thinkprogress.org/health/2015/02/25/3622531/cost-abortion-investigation/
http://thinkprogress.org/health/2015/02/25/3622531/cost-abortion-investigation/
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/j.whi.2013.03.001.pdf
http://www.guttmacher.org/pubs/journals/j.whi.2013.03.001.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2014/01/08/fact-sheet-president-obama-s-promise-zones-initiative
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2014/01/08/fact-sheet-president-obama-s-promise-zones-initiative
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2014/01/08/fact-sheet-president-obama-s-promise-zones-initiative
http://abcnews.go.com/ABC_Univision/News/texas-abortion-ban-limits-abortions/story?id=19543757
http://abcnews.go.com/ABC_Univision/News/texas-abortion-ban-limits-abortions/story?id=19543757
http://jhppl.dukejournals.org/content/38/2/299.full.pdf+html?sid=b0811f36-d4e4-4b51-a830-e175e6eee40c
http://jhppl.dukejournals.org/content/38/2/299.full.pdf+html?sid=b0811f36-d4e4-4b51-a830-e175e6eee40c
http://jhppl.dukejournals.org/content/38/2/299.full.pdf+html?sid=b0811f36-d4e4-4b51-a830-e175e6eee40c
http://www.sparkrj.org/website/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Giving-Birth-Behind-Bars-Guide.pdf
http://www.sparkrj.org/website/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Giving-Birth-Behind-Bars-Guide.pdf
http://www.sparkrj.org/website/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Giving-Birth-Behind-Bars-Guide.pdf
http://crimefeed.com/2015/06/6-things-youll-experience-giving-birth-prison/
http://crimefeed.com/2015/06/6-things-youll-experience-giving-birth-prison/
http://www.everydayfamily.com/blog/10-things-you-didnt-know-about-pregnancy-in-prison/
http://www.everydayfamily.com/blog/10-things-you-didnt-know-about-pregnancy-in-prison/
http://www.everydayfamily.com/blog/10-things-you-didnt-know-about-pregnancy-in-prison/


33  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

	 90	 Ibid.

	 91	 Michael R. Rand, “Criminal Victimization, 2008,” (U.S. 
Department of Justice, 2009), available at http://www.
bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv08.pdf. 

	 92	 Shannan M. Catalano, “Criminal Victimization, 2005,” 
(U.S. Department of Justice, 2006), available at http://
www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv05.pdf. 

	 93	 Corporate Alliance to End Partner Violence, “Workplace 
Statistics,” available at http://www.caepv.org/getinfo/
facts_stats.php?factsec=3 (last accessed October 2016).

	 94	 I. Arias and P. Corso, “Average Cost Per Person 
Victimized by an Intimate Partner of the Opposite 
Gender: a Comparison of Men and Women,” Violence 
and Victims 20 (4) (2005): 379-391.

	 95	 Clair M. Renzetti, Vivian Larkin, “In Brief: Economic 
Stress and Domestic Violence,” September 2009. 
http://vawnet.org/Assoc_Files_VAWnet/AR_
EconomicStress.pdf

	 96	 Ibid.

	 97	 Pew Research Center, “Paid Work Hours, by Number 
of Children” (2013), available at http://www.
pewsocialtrends.org/2013/12/11/on-pay-gap-
millennial-women-near-parity-for-now/sdt-gender-
and-work-12-2013-1-07/. 

	 98	 Claire Cain Miller, “How a Part-Time Pay Penalty Hits 
Working Mothers” The New York Times TheUpshot blog, 
August 21, 2014, available at http://www.nytimes.
com/2014/08/21/upshot/how-a-part-time-pay-penalty-
hits-working-mothers.html.

	 99	 Ibid. 

	100	ChildCare Aware, “Parents and the High Cost of Child 
Care: 2015 Report” (2015), available at http://usa.
childcareaware.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/
Parents-and-the-High-Cost-of-Child-Care-2015-
FINAL.pdf. 

	101	Lynda Laughlin, “Who’s Minding the Kids? Child Care 
Arrangements: Spring 2011” (U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 2013), available at http://www.census.gov/
prod/2013pubs/p70-135.pdf. 

	102	ChildCare Aware, “Parents and the High Cost of Child 
Care: 2015.” 

	103	 Ibid.

	104	Karen Shellenback, “Child Care and Parent Productivity: 
Making the Business Case” (Ithaca, NY: Cornell 
University, 2004), available at http://s3.amazonaws.
com/mildredwarner.org/attachments/000/000/074/
original/154-21008542.pdf.

	105	Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, “Reaching America’s 
Health Potential: A State-by-State Look at Adult Health” 
(2009), available at http://www.commissiononhealth.
org/Documents/AdultHealthChartbookFullReport.pdf. 

	106	 Ibid.

	107	Carroll Estes, Terry O’Neill, and Heidi Hartmann, 
“Breaking the Social Security Glass Ceiling: A Proposal 
to Modernize Women’s Benefits” (Washington: Institute 
for Women’s Policy Research, 2012), available at http://
www.iwpr.org/publications/pubs/breaking-the-
social-security-glass-ceiling-a-proposal-to-modernize-
womens-benefits. 

	108	American Association of University Women, “Quick 
Facts: Higher Education” (2015), available at http://
www.aauw.org/files/2015/01/Higher-Education-nsa.
pdf. 

	109	 Ibid.

	110	Christianne Corbett and Catherine Hill, “Graduating 
to a Pay Gap: The Earnings of Women and Men One 
Year After College Graduation” (Washington: American 
Association of University Women, 2012), available at 
http://www.aauw.org/files/2013/02/graduating-to-a-
pay-gap-the-earnings-of-women-and-men-one-year-
after-college-graduation.pdf. 

	111	Heather Boushey and Adam Hersh, “The American 
Middle Class, Income Inequality, and the Strength 
of Our Economy: New Evidence in Economics” 
(Washington: Center for American Progress, 2012), 
available at https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/
economy/report/2012/05/17/11628/the-american-
middle-class-income-inequality-and-the-strength-of-
our-economy/.

	112	

	113	National Partnership for Women and Families, “An 
Unlevel Playing Field: America’s Gender-Based Wage 
Gap, Binds of Discrimination, And a Path Forward” 
(2015), available at http://www.nationalpartnership.
org/research-library/workplace-fairness/fair-pay/
an-unlevel-playing-field-americas-gender-based-wage-
gap-binds-of-discrimination-and-a-path-forward.pdf. 

	114	American Association of University Women,  
“Higher Education.” 

	115	National Partnership for women and Families,  
“An Unlevel Playing Field.”

	116	 Ibid.

	117	 Ibid.

	118	 Ibid. 

	119	Milia Fisher, “Women of Color and the Gender Wage 
Gap” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 2015), 
available at https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-
content/uploads/2015/04/WomenOfColorWageGap-
brief.pdf.

	120	World Policy Center, “Data Tables: Is paid leave 
available for mothers of infants,” available at  
http://www.worldpolicycenter.org/data-tables/policy/
is-paid-leave-available-for-mothers-of-infants  
(last accessed March 2016).

	121	U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, National Compensation 
Survey: Employee Benefits in the United States (March 
2016), Tables 16 and 32, available at https://www.bls.
gov/ncs/ebs/benefits/2016/ebbl0059.pdf.

	122	 Bryce Covert, “The Secret Benefits of Paid Sick Days for All,” 
(Washington: ThinkProgress, March 13, 2014, available at 
http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2014/03/13/3400731/
paid-sick-days-benefits/.

	123	 Ibid.

	124	Eileen Appelbaum and Ruth Milkman, “Leave that Pays: 
Employer and Worker Experiences with Paid Family 
Leave in California” (Washington: Center for Economic 
Policy and Research, 2011), available at http://www.
cepr.net/documents/publications/paid-family-
leave-1-2011.pdf.

http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv08.pdf
http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv08.pdf
http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv05.pdf
http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv05.pdf
http://www.caepv.org/getinfo/facts_stats.php?factsec=3
http://www.caepv.org/getinfo/facts_stats.php?factsec=3
http://vawnet.org/Assoc_Files_VAWnet/AR_EconomicStress.pdf
http://vawnet.org/Assoc_Files_VAWnet/AR_EconomicStress.pdf
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2013/12/11/on-pay-gap-millennial-women-near-parity-for-now/sdt-gender-and-work-12-2013-1-07/
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2013/12/11/on-pay-gap-millennial-women-near-parity-for-now/sdt-gender-and-work-12-2013-1-07/
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2013/12/11/on-pay-gap-millennial-women-near-parity-for-now/sdt-gender-and-work-12-2013-1-07/
http://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2013/12/11/on-pay-gap-millennial-women-near-parity-for-now/sdt-gender-and-work-12-2013-1-07/
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/21/upshot/how-a-part-time-pay-penalty-hits-working-mothers.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/21/upshot/how-a-part-time-pay-penalty-hits-working-mothers.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/21/upshot/how-a-part-time-pay-penalty-hits-working-mothers.html
http://usa.childcareaware.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Parents-and-the-High-Cost-of-Child-Care-2015-FINAL.pdf
http://usa.childcareaware.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Parents-and-the-High-Cost-of-Child-Care-2015-FINAL.pdf
http://usa.childcareaware.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Parents-and-the-High-Cost-of-Child-Care-2015-FINAL.pdf
http://usa.childcareaware.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Parents-and-the-High-Cost-of-Child-Care-2015-FINAL.pdf
http://www.census.gov/prod/2013pubs/p70-135.pdf
http://www.census.gov/prod/2013pubs/p70-135.pdf
http://s3.amazonaws.com/mildredwarner.org/attachments/000/000/074/original/154-21008542.pdf
http://s3.amazonaws.com/mildredwarner.org/attachments/000/000/074/original/154-21008542.pdf
http://s3.amazonaws.com/mildredwarner.org/attachments/000/000/074/original/154-21008542.pdf
http://www.commissiononhealth.org/Documents/AdultHealthChartbookFullReport.pdf
http://www.commissiononhealth.org/Documents/AdultHealthChartbookFullReport.pdf
http://www.iwpr.org/publications/pubs/breaking-the-social-security-glass-ceiling-a-proposal-to-modernize-womens-benefits
http://www.iwpr.org/publications/pubs/breaking-the-social-security-glass-ceiling-a-proposal-to-modernize-womens-benefits
http://www.iwpr.org/publications/pubs/breaking-the-social-security-glass-ceiling-a-proposal-to-modernize-womens-benefits
http://www.iwpr.org/publications/pubs/breaking-the-social-security-glass-ceiling-a-proposal-to-modernize-womens-benefits
http://www.aauw.org/files/2015/01/Higher-Education-nsa.pdf
http://www.aauw.org/files/2015/01/Higher-Education-nsa.pdf
http://www.aauw.org/files/2015/01/Higher-Education-nsa.pdf
http://www.aauw.org/files/2013/02/graduating-to-a-pay-gap-the-earnings-of-women-and-men-one-year-after-college-graduation.pdf
http://www.aauw.org/files/2013/02/graduating-to-a-pay-gap-the-earnings-of-women-and-men-one-year-after-college-graduation.pdf
http://www.aauw.org/files/2013/02/graduating-to-a-pay-gap-the-earnings-of-women-and-men-one-year-after-college-graduation.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/report/2012/05/17/11628/the-american-middle-class-income-inequality-and-the-strength-of-our-economy/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/report/2012/05/17/11628/the-american-middle-class-income-inequality-and-the-strength-of-our-economy/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/report/2012/05/17/11628/the-american-middle-class-income-inequality-and-the-strength-of-our-economy/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/economy/report/2012/05/17/11628/the-american-middle-class-income-inequality-and-the-strength-of-our-economy/
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/workplace-fairness/fair-pay/an-unlevel-playing-field-americas-gender-based-wage-gap-binds-of-discrimination-and-a-path-forward.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/workplace-fairness/fair-pay/an-unlevel-playing-field-americas-gender-based-wage-gap-binds-of-discrimination-and-a-path-forward.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/workplace-fairness/fair-pay/an-unlevel-playing-field-americas-gender-based-wage-gap-binds-of-discrimination-and-a-path-forward.pdf
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/research-library/workplace-fairness/fair-pay/an-unlevel-playing-field-americas-gender-based-wage-gap-binds-of-discrimination-and-a-path-forward.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/WomenOfColorWageGap-brief.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/WomenOfColorWageGap-brief.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/WomenOfColorWageGap-brief.pdf
http://www.worldpolicycenter.org/data-tables/policy/is-paid-leave-available-for-mothers-of-infants
http://www.worldpolicycenter.org/data-tables/policy/is-paid-leave-available-for-mothers-of-infants
http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2014/03/13/3400731/paid-sick-days-benefits/
http://thinkprogress.org/economy/2014/03/13/3400731/paid-sick-days-benefits/
http://www.cepr.net/documents/publications/paid-family-leave-1-2011.pdf
http://www.cepr.net/documents/publications/paid-family-leave-1-2011.pdf
http://www.cepr.net/documents/publications/paid-family-leave-1-2011.pdf


34  Center for American Progress  |  The Pillars of Equity: A Vision for Economic Security and Reproductive Justice

	125	Sarah Jane Glynn and Jane Farrell, “Family Matters: 
Caregiving in America” (Washington: Center for 
American Progress, 2014), available at https://cdn.
americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/
Caregiving-brief.pdf.

	126	 Ibid.

	127	Caring Across Generations, “Who makes up our 
nation’s family caregivers?” available at http://www.
caringacross.org/stories/family-caregivers-infographic/ 
(last accessed October 2016).

	128	ObamaCare Facts, “ObamaCare and Women: 
ObamaCare Women’s Health Service,” available at 
http://obamacarefacts.com/obamacare-womens-
health-services/ (last accessed October 2016).

	129	C.I. Fowler and others, “Title X Family Planning Annual 
Report: 2015 National Summary” (U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services, 2016), available at 
https://www.hhs.gov/opa/sites/default/files/title-x-
fpar-2015.pdf. 

	130	Rachel Garfield and Anthony Damico, “The Coverage 
Gap: Uninsured Poor Adults in States that Do Not 
Expand Medicaid” (Washington: The Kaiser Family 
Foundation, 2016), available at

	http://kff.org/health-reform/issue-brief/the-coverage-gap-
uninsured-poor-adults-in-states-that-do-not-expand-
medicaid-an-update/. 

	131	 Ibid.

	132	Julie Vogtman and Katherine Gallagher Robbins, 
“Fair Pay for Women Requires a Fair Minimum Wage,” 
(Washington: National Women’s Law Center, 2015), 
available at https://nwlc.org/resources/fair-pay-
women-requires-fair-minimum-wage/. 

	133	National Partnership for Women and Families, “Paid 
Leave,” available at http://www.nationalpartnership.
org/issues/work-family/paid-leave.html (last accessed 
October 2016).

	134	Heather Boushey and Alexandra Mitukiewicz, “Family 
Medical Leave Insurance: A Basic Standard for Today’s 
Workforce” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 
2014), available at https://www.americanprogress.org/
wp-content/uploads/2014/04/FMLA-reportv2.pdf. 

	135	 Ibid.

	136	 Ibid.

	137	National Women’s Law Center, “50 Years and Counting: 
The Unfinished Business of Achieving Fair Pay” 
(2013), available at https://nwlc.org/wp-content/
uploads/2015/08/final_nwlc_equal_pay_report.pdf. 

	138	Jocelyn Frye, “Next Steps for Progress on Equal 
Pay” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 
2016), available at https://cdn.americanprogress.
org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/11140449/
EqualPayNextSteps.pdf.

	139	U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, 
“Pregnancy Discrimination Act of 1978,” available at 
https://www.eeoc.gov/laws/statutes/pregnancy.cfm 
(last accessed March 2017).

	140	Katie Hamm and Carmel Martin, “A New Vision for 
Child Care in the United States: A Proposed New Tax 
Credit to Expand High-Quality Child Care” (Washington: 
Center for American Progress, 2015), available at 
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/
uploads/2015/08/31111230/Hamm-Childcare-report-
summary.pdf.

	

https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/Caregiving-brief.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/Caregiving-brief.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/Caregiving-brief.pdf
http://obamacarefacts.com/obamacare-womens-health-services/
http://obamacarefacts.com/obamacare-womens-health-services/
https://www.hhs.gov/opa/sites/default/files/title-x-fpar-2015.pdf
https://www.hhs.gov/opa/sites/default/files/title-x-fpar-2015.pdf
http://kff.org/person/rachel-garfield/
http://kff.org/health-reform/issue-brief/the-coverage-gap-uninsured-poor-adults-in-states-that-do-not-expand-medicaid-an-update/
http://kff.org/health-reform/issue-brief/the-coverage-gap-uninsured-poor-adults-in-states-that-do-not-expand-medicaid-an-update/
http://kff.org/health-reform/issue-brief/the-coverage-gap-uninsured-poor-adults-in-states-that-do-not-expand-medicaid-an-update/
https://nwlc.org/resources/fair-pay-women-requires-fair-minimum-wage/
https://nwlc.org/resources/fair-pay-women-requires-fair-minimum-wage/
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/issues/work-family/paid-leave.html
http://www.nationalpartnership.org/issues/work-family/paid-leave.html
https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/FMLA-reportv2.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/FMLA-reportv2.pdf
https://nwlc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/final_nwlc_equal_pay_report.pdf
https://nwlc.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/final_nwlc_equal_pay_report.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/11140449/EqualPayNextSteps.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/11140449/EqualPayNextSteps.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/11140449/EqualPayNextSteps.pdf
https://www.eeoc.gov/laws/statutes/pregnancy.cfm
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/31111230/Hamm-Childcare-report-summary.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/31111230/Hamm-Childcare-report-summary.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/31111230/Hamm-Childcare-report-summary.pdf


1333 H STREET, NW, 10TH FLOOR, WASHINGTON, DC 20005  •  TEL: 202-682-1611  •  FAX: 202-682-1867  •  WWW.AMERICANPROGRESS.ORG

Our Mission

The Center for American 
Progress is an independent, 
nonpartisan policy institute 
that is dedicated to improving 
the lives of all Americans, 
through bold, progressive 
ideas, as well as strong 
leadership and concerted 
action. Our aim is not just to 
change the conversation, but 
to change the country. 

Our Values

As progressives, we believe 
America should be a land of 
boundless opportunity, where 
people can climb the ladder 
of economic mobility. We 
believe we owe it to future 
generations to protect the 
planet and promote peace 
and shared global prosperity. 

And we believe an effective 
government can earn the 
trust of the American people, 
champion the common  
good over narrow self-interest, 
and harness the strength of 
our diversity.

Our Approach

We develop new policy ideas, 
challenge the media to cover 
the issues that truly matter, 
and shape the national debate. 
With policy teams in major 
issue areas, American Progress 
can think creatively at the 
cross-section of traditional 
boundaries to develop ideas 
for policymakers that lead to 
real change. By employing an 
extensive communications 
and outreach effort that we 
adapt to a rapidly changing 
media landscape, we move 
our ideas aggressively in the 
national policy debate. 


