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Key Points

This report provides an analysis of donor government funding to address family planning in low- and
middle-income countries in 2021, the most recent year available, as well as trends over time. It is part of
an effort by KFF (the Kaiser Family Foundation) to track such funding that began after the London
Summit on Family Planning in 2012. Key findings include:

e In 2021, family planning funding from donor governments totaled US$1.39 billion, essentially flat
compared to the 2020 level (US$1.41 billion).'?

o While the overall amount remained steady in 2021, there were significant variations among several
donors. Funding from five donors (Australia, Denmark, Germany, Norway and Sweden) increased,
some of which more than doubled their support. These increases offset a significant decline by the
U.K., which cut funding by more than 40% in 2021. Funding from the Netherlands also declined
slightly while Canada and the U.S. remained flat. These trends were the same after adjusting for
inflation and exchange rate fluctuations.

e More broadly, bilateral funding from donor governments for family planning has fluctuated over the
past decade, but has generally risen since the London Summit in 2012. Funding in 2021 was
approximately US$200 million higher than in 2012 (US$1.19 billion), though this was below the peak
level reached over the period (US$1.52 billion in 2019).

e The U.S. continued to be the largest donor to bilateral family planning efforts providing $576.7 million
or 42% of total bilateral funding from governments in 2021. The Netherlands was the second largest
donor (US$190.5 million, 14%), followed by Sweden (US$180.4 million, 13%), the U.K. (US$157.8
million, 11%), and Canada (US$98.9 million, 7%).

¢ In addition to bilateral funding for family planning, the donor governments profiled provided US$405.3
million in core contributions to UNFPA in 2021, similar to 2020 levels (US$411.7 million).>* Most
donors (Australia, Canada, Denmark, France, the Netherlands, Norway and Sweden) provided level
funding to UNFPA in 2021, while funding from Germany and the U.K. declined.® The U.S., under the
Biden administration, resumed funding for UNFPA in 2021 after the Trump Administration had
invoked the Kemp-Kasten amendment, a provision of U.S. law, to withhold funding—both core and
non-core contributions—from UNFPA for the prior four years.®

e  While overall bilateral funding for family planning in 2021 does not seem to have been affected by the
COVID-19 pandemic, ongoing economic pressures resulting from the pandemic as well as the war in
Ukraine, create some uncertainty for the future.
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Introduction

This report provides data on donor government funding for family planning activities in low- and middle-
income countries in 2021, the most recent year available, as well as trends over time. It is part of an effort
by KFF that began after the London Summit on Family Planning in 2012 and includes data from all 30
members of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)’s Development
Assistance Committee (DAC), as well as non-DAC members where data are available.” Data are
collected directly from donors and supplemented with data from the DAC. Direct data collection was
carried out for ten donor governments that account for 98% of total funding for family planning.® Both
bilateral assistance and core contributions to UNFPA are included. For more detail, see methodology.

Findings

Bilateral Funding

In 2021, donor governments provided US$1.39 billion in bilateral funding for family planning activities (see
Figure 1, Table 1, & Appendix), essentially flat compared to the 2020 level (US$1.41 billion).

Figure 1

Donor Government Bilateral Funding for Family Planning, 2012 - 2021
(in billions)

$1.52
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NOTE: KFF analyses of data from donor governments and OECD CRS database. Based on U.S. dollars in billions. At the time of publication,
data from France for 2021 were not available; France's prior year amount was used as a temporary estimate to calculate the overall donor KFF
government total in 2021.
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Table 1

Donor Government Bilateral Funding for Family Planning, 2012-2021 (in current US$, millions)

Difference Difference
(2020 - (2012 -
Government 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2021) 2021)
Australia $43.2 $39.5 $26.6 $124 $24.9 $256 $222 $24.7 $239 $49.0 $25.1 $5.8
. . : . ! : . : : . ) o
349 $57.4
Canada 5415 5456 $48.3 $43.0 $43.8 $69.0 $81.8 $89.4 $94.0 $98.9 (5.2%) (138.3%)
$4.7 $10.5
Denmark $13.0 $20.3 $28.8 $28.1 $30.7 $33.1 $38.5 $25.6 $18.8 $235 e A
France 5496 $3r.2 $69.8 $68.6 $39.9 $19.2 $17.0 $11.1 $19.8
$334 $18.7
Germany $47.6 $38.2 $31.3 $34.0 $37.8 $36.8 $51.3 $44.1 $32.9 $66.3 SRy || Gea%)
Netherands $105.4 $153.7 $163.6 $165.8 $183.1 $197.0 $2156 $203.3 $202.3 $190.5 $-11.8 $85.1
. . . . . . . . . . b= )
546 $121
Norway $33 $20.4 $20.8 $8.1 $5.7 522 $129 5156 $10.8 $15.4 (42.6%) (366.7%)
N $51.1 $139.2
Sweden $41.2 $50.4 $70.2 $66.0 $92.5 $109.2 $107.0 $1131 $129.3 $180.4 (39.5%) (337.9%)
United $-113.1 $-95
Kingdom $252 8 $305.2 53276 $269.9 $204.8 $280.0 $284.5 $383.3 $270.9 $157.8 (-41.7%) (-37.6%)
United $-15.8 531
grited $579.8 $579.4 $579.3 $579.2 $576.8 $600.5 $592.5 $592.5 $592.5 $576.7 e T o)
Other DAC 5-5.1 535
Countries $11.0 5205 59.0 $101 $33 596 5296 $14.4 $126 7.5 (-40.3%) (-31.8%)
Total $1188.4  $1,319.4  $13754  $1,2852  $1,2433  $1,3821  $14529  $15171  $1,407.8  $1,3865 200 $128.1
188, 319, 375, 285, 243, 382, 452, 517. 407. ases T (15.7%)

KFF

While the overall amount remained steady in 2021, there were significant variations among several
donors (see Figure 2). Funding from five donor governments (Australia, Denmark, Germany, Norway, and
Sweden) rose in 2021. Sweden had the largest overall increase, rising by more than $50 million from
US$129.3 million in 2020 to US$180.4 million in 2021, and funding from Australia and Germany both
doubled in 2021 (Australia increased from US$23.9 million in 2020 to US$49.0 million in 2021; Germany
increased from US32.9 million in 2020 to US$66.2 million in 2021). These increases offset a significant
decline by the U.K., which decreased family planning funding by US$113 million (-42%) in 2021
(US$157.8 million) compared to 2020 (US$270.9 million). This decline was not unexpected due to the
U.K. government’s decision to reduce overall official development assistance (ODA).® Funding from the
Netherlands also declined slightly, while Canada and the U.S. remained flat.’® These trends were the
same after adjusting for inflation and exchange rate fluctuations.
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Figure 2

Change in Donor Government Bilateral Funding (2020-2021)

US$ Millions

$51.1

$33.4 $25.1
O e s e us
Sweden Germany Australia Canada Denmark Norway

-$113.1

NOTE: Totals represent changes in bilateral disbursements (current U.S. dollars) in low- and middle-income countries between 2020 and 2021.

In FY20, the Trump administration invoked the Kemp-Kasten amendment to withhold funding - both core and non-core contributions - from

UNFPA. Congress requires any withheld funding for UNFPA (core-only) be transferred to other global health activities, including family planning.

In FY21, the Biden administration resumed funding for UNFPA. When the FY20 UNFPA transfer to FP is removed, the overall level for the U.S. KFF
matches FY21. At the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not available; France's prior year amount was used as a temporary

eslimate to calculate the overall donor government total in 2021

SOURCE: UNAIDS and KFF analyses.

More broadly, while bilateral funding from donor governments for family planning has fluctuated over the
past decade, it has generally risen since the London Summit in 2012. Funding in 2021 was approximately
US$200 million higher than in 2012 (US$1.19 billion), though this was below the peak level reached over
the period (US$1.52 billion in 2019). In 2021, seven of the donors profiled provided higher funding than in
2012 (Australia, Canada, Denmark, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway, and Sweden). Since funding
from the U.S., the largest government donor to family planning, has been relatively flat, and funding from
the U.K. fell in 2021 below the amount provided in 2012, this overall trend has largely been driven by
other donors (see Figure 3).
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Figure 3
Trends in Bilateral Family Planning Funding from Donor Governments,
2012-2021

— All Other DAC — U.K. — U.S.

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
NOTE: KFF analyses of data from donor governments and OECD CRS database. Based on current U.S. dollars in millions. At the time of

publication, data from France for 2021 were not available; France's prior year amount was used as a temporary estimate to calculate the overall KFF
donor government total in 2021

The U.S. was the largest government donor to bilateral family planning efforts in 2021, accounting for
42% (US$576.7 million) of donor government funding (see Figure 4). In each previous year, the U.K. had
been the world’s second largest donor, but due to the decline in 2021 it now ranks 4" (US$157.8 million
or 11%) behind the Netherlands (US$190.5 million or 14%) and Sweden (US$180.4 million or 13%).
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Figure 4

Donor Government Funding as Share of Total Bilateral Disbursements
for Family Planning, 2021

Other DAC Countries
(0.5%)

Norway (1.1%)
France (1.5%)
Denmark (1.7%)
Australia (3.5%)
Germany (4.8%)

Canada (7.1%)

_ U.S. (41.6%)

U.K. (11.4%)

Sweden (13.0%)

Netherlands (13.7%)

NOTE: KFF analyses of data from donor governments and OECD CRS database. Based on US51.39 billion in current U.S. dollars in 2021, At
the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not available; France's prior year amount was used as a temporary estimate to calculate I(FF
the overall donor government total in 2021.

Donor Contributions to UNFPA

While the majority of donor government assistance for family planning is provided bilaterally, donors also
provide support for family planning activities through contributions to the United Nations Population Fund
(UNFPA). Most of UNFPA'’s funding is from donor governments, which provide funding in two ways: 1)
donor directed or earmarked contributions for specific activities (e.g. donor contributions to the UNFPA
Supplies), which are included as part of bilateral funding above; and 2) general contributions to “core”
activities that are untied and meant to be used for both programmatic activities (e.g. family planning,
population and development, HIV/AIDS, gender, and sexual and reproductive health and rights) and
operational support as determined by UNFPA."

In 2021, the donor governments profiled provided US$405.3 million in core contributions to UNFPA,
similar to the 2020 level (US$411.7 million). While most donors remained flat in 2021, funding from
Germany and the U.K. both declined. German funding was still higher than earlier levels following a
significant increase in 2020 that was aimed at supporting UNFPA'’s efforts to address the impacts of
COVID-19. The decrease by the U.K. was the result of an overall reduction in ODA as well as a plan to
reduce support for some multilateral organizations.'? The U.S., under the Biden administration, resumed

Donor Government Funding for Family Planning in 2021

7



funding for UNFPA in 2021 after the Trump Administration had invoked the Kemp-Kasten amendment, a
provision of U.S. law, to withhold funding—both core and non-core contributions—from UNFPA for the
prior four years."

The ranking of donor contributions to UNFPA differs from that of their bilateral family planning funding.
Sweden provided the largest core contribution to UNFPA in 2021 (US$64.1 million), followed by Norway
(US$54.3 million), Germany (US$47.8 million), and the Netherlands (US$40.5 million), (see Figure 5 and
Table 2). Two donors — Denmark and Norway — provided larger contributions to UNFPA'’s core resources
than their total bilateral funding for family planning.

Figure 5
Donor Government Funding as Share of UNFPA Core Contributions,
2021

Australia (1.6%) France (0.3%)
U.K. (2.7%)
Canada (3.0%)

U.S. (7.6%)

Other DAC Countries
(24.6%)

)\ —

Denmark (9.2%)

Netherlands (10.0%)

Sweden (15.8%)

Germany (11.8%)

Norway (13.4%)

NOTE: Includes core contributions from members of the OECD DAC (US$405.3 million in current U.S. dollars in 2021). KFF
SOURCE: KFF analysis, November 2022; UNFPA Annual Report, 2021.
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Table 2

Donor Government Contributions to UNFPA (Core Resources), 2012-2021 (in current US$, millions)

Difference Difference
(2019 - (2012 -
Government 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2020) 2020)
- 502 $-8.3
Australia $14.9 $156 $13.9 $11.7 $7.0 $6.9 574 $6.6 $6.4 $6.6 S e
503 552
Canada $17.4 $16.0 $14.0 $124 $11.7 $121 $11.8 114 $11.9 $12.2 (2.5%) (-29.9%)
Denmark $44.0 $40.4 $41.9 $35.7 $28.1 $43.2 $37.1 8453 $34.1 sa7.1 $3 (8.8%) f_‘f’s'gm]
5-0.1 507
France $0.5 - - 206 $0.8 20.6 $0.7 $1.3 $1.3 $1.2 (7.7%) (140%)
German $20.7 $24.0 $24.7 $213 $24.4 $25.1 $25.2 $37.0 $78.8 $47.8 $-31 L]
" ! ! X y : . - : : g (-39.3%) (130.9%)
Nethedands  $49.0 $52.4 $48.4 $39.7 $39.1 $37.4 5375 $36.7 536.8 8405 $a.7 $5.5
: : : : : : : : : . (10.1%) (-17.3%)
Norwa $59.4 $70.6 $69.1 $55.6 $46.8 $50.8 $63.8 $62.0 $55.1 $54.3 o i
¥ . . . . . . . . . ) {-1.5%) {-8.6%)
Sweden $66.3 $65.8 $70.3 $57.4 $50.0 $63.8 $83.0 $61.7 $65.9 $64.1 §18 §22
' ' ' ' : ' ' ' ' ' (-2.7%) (-3.3%)
United $155 $20.9
Kingtom $31.8 $315 $33.1 $308 $25.0 $259 $25.5 $26.0 $26.4 $10.9 sl e
United o
gnited $30.2 $28.9 $31.1 $30.8 $30.7 : ; : . $30.8 . $0.6 (2%)
Other DAC 5.8
e $98.0 $1088  §1250  $9656 $75.1 s788 $82.1 s798 $95.0 599.8 S486%) Uy
56.4 5269
Total $432.2 $454.0 $471.5 $392.6 $347.8 3444 $374.1 $367.6 $411.7 $405.3 (-1.6%) (6.2%)
woan FY17-FY20, the U S administration KFF

Looking Ahead

Donor government funding for family planning activities in 2021 did not seem to be affected by the
pressures of the COVID-19 pandemic. How this plays out in the future, however, is uncertain and will
depend on several broader factors. The COVID-19 pandemic is ongoing as are the related economic
challenges that many countries have faced, including pressures on donor capitals and downturns in low-
and middle-income countries. In addition, the war in Ukraine has compounded these pressures as
countries address an influx of refugees, as well as other emergency priorities such as global food
insecurity and rising inflation. While family planning funding from the U.S. increased slightly in 2022,
Congress has yet to finalize the 2023 level. Given that the U.S. is the largest donor to global family
planning efforts, any changes would have an outsized impact on the overall amount and trends over time.
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Methodology

Bilateral and multilateral data on donor government assistance for family planning (FP) in low- and
middle-income countries were collected from multiple sources. The research team collected the latest
bilateral assistance data directly for 10 governments: Australia, Canada, Denmark, Germany, France, the
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, the United Kingdom, and the United States during 2022.'* Data represent
the fiscal year 2021 period. Direct data collection from these donors was desirable because they
represent the preponderance of donor government assistance for family planning and the latest official
statistics — from the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Creditor
Reporting System (CRS) (see: http://www.oecd.org/dac/stats/data) — are from 2020 and do not include all
forms of international assistance (e.g., funding to countries such as Russia and the Baltic States that are
no longer included in the CRS database). In addition, the CRS data may not include certain funding
streams provided by donors, such as FP components of mixed-purpose grants to non-governmental
organizations. Data for all other OECD DAC member governments — Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic,
the European Union, Finland, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Korea, Luxembourg, New
Zealand, Poland, Portugal, the Slovak Republic, Slovenia, Spain, and Switzerland — which collectively
accounted for approximately 1 percent of bilateral family planning disbursements, were obtained from the
OECD CRS and are from calendar year 2020.

For purposes of this analysis, funding was counted as family planning if it met the OECD CRS purpose
code definition: “Family planning services including counselling; information, education and
communication (IEC) activities; delivery of contraceptives; capacity building and training.” Where it was
possible to identify funding amounts, family-planning-related activities funded in the context of other
official development assistance sectors (e.g. education, civil society) are included in this analysis. Project-
level data were reviewed for Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway, and
Sweden to determine whether all or a portion of the funding could be counted as family planning. Family-
planning-specific funding totals for the United States were confirmed through communication with
government representatives. Funding attributed to Australia and the United Kingdom is based on a
revised Muskoka methodology as agreed upon by donors at the London Summit on Family Planning in
2012. Funding totals presented in this analysis should be considered preliminary estimates based on data
provided by representatives of the donor governments who were contacted directly.

It was difficult in some cases to disaggregate bilateral family planning funding from broader population,
reproductive and maternal health totals, as the two are sometimes represented as integrated totals. In
addition, family-planning-related activities funded in the context of other official development assistance
sectors (e.g. education, civil society) have in the past remained largely unidentified. For purposes of this
analysis, we worked closely with the largest donors to family planning to identify such family-planning-
specific funding where possible. In some cases (e.g. Canada), specific FP percentages were recorded for
mixed-purpose projects. In other cases, it was possible to identify FP-specific activities by project titles in
languages of origin, notwithstanding less-specific financial coding. In still other cases, detailed project
descriptions were analyzed (see Appendix for detailed data table).

Donor Government Funding for Family Planning in 2021

10



Bilateral funding is defined as any earmarked (FP-designated) amount and includes family planning-
specific contributions to multilateral organizations (e.g. non-core contributions to UNFPA Supplies).
UNFPA contributions from all governments correspond to amounts received during the 2021 calendar
year, regardless of which contributor’s fiscal year such disbursements pertain to.

With some exceptions, bilateral assistance data were collected for disbursements. A disbursement is the
actual release of funds to, or the purchase of goods or services for, a recipient. Disbursements in any
given year may include disbursements of funds committed in prior years and in some cases, not all funds
committed during a government fiscal year are disbursed in that year. In addition, a disbursement by a
government does not necessarily mean that the funds were provided to a country or other intended end-
user. Enacted amounts represent budgetary decisions that funding will be provided, regardless of the
time at which actual outlays, or disbursements, occur. In recent years, most governments have converted
to cash accounting frameworks, and present budgets for legislative approval accordingly; in such cases,
disbursements were used as a proxy for enacted amounts.

For the U.S., funding represents final, Congressional appropriations (firm commitments that will be spent)
to the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID), rather than disbursements, which can
fluctuate from year-to-year due to the unique nature of the U.S. budget process (unlike most other
donors, U.S. foreign assistance funding may be disbursed over a multi-year period). U.S. totals for 2017-
2020 also include some funding originally appropriated by Congress for UNFPA that was transferred to
the USAID family planning & reproductive health (FP/RH) account due to specific provisions in U.S. law
including the Kemp-Kasten amendment (see KFF “UNFPA Funding & Kemp-Kasten: An Explainer”).
Some prior reports presented disbursements. For this report, all prior-year amounts have been changed
from disbursements to appropriations. This change in methodology does not alter the overall trend in total
funding from donor governments over time.

UNFPA core contributions were obtained from United Nations Executive Board documents. UNFPA
estimates of total family planning funding provided from both core and non-core resources were obtained
through direct communications with UNFPA representatives. Other than core contributions provided by
governments to UNFPA, un-earmarked core contributions to United Nations entities, most of which are
membership contributions set by treaty or other formal agreement (e.g., United Nations country
membership assessments), are not identified as part of a donor government’'s FP assistance even if the
multilateral organization in turn directs some of these funds to FP. Rather, these would be considered as
FP funding provided by the multilateral organization, and are not considered for purposes of this report.

The fiscal year period varies by country. The U.S. fiscal year runs from October 1-September 30. The
Australian fiscal year runs from July 1-June 30. The fiscal years for Canada and the U.K. are April 1-
March 31. Denmark, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Norway, and Sweden use the calendar year.
The OECD uses the calendar year, so data collected from the CRS for other donor governments reflect
January 1-December 31. Most UN agencies use the calendar year and their budgets are biennial.

All data are expressed in US dollars (USD). Where data were provided by governments in their
currencies, they were adjusted by average daily exchange rates to obtain a USD equivalent, based on
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foreign exchange rate historical data available from the U.S. Federal Reserve (see:
http://www.federalreserve.gov/) or in some cases from the OECD. Data obtained from UNFPA were
already adjusted by UNFPA to represent a USD equivalent based on date of receipts.
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Appendix

Donor Government Bilateral Disbursements for Family Planning, 2012-2021 (in current USS$, millions)

million in FP

dusstralia has identifiod over ASET
mlﬂﬁh mzlmmm the FP2020-

includes funding from
s e gl g of the tanor's

Australia $432 $395 526.6 5124 5249 5256 §223 524.7 $239 5490 corg
{e.g. UNFPA) memm bilateral FP
Hurding did nat include contrbuticns to multilateral

Bilataral funding Is for family planning and
health companénts of combined
vities. Reproductive health acthites
withaut family planning components are not reflected.
This (5 & pealiminary estimate. in suppoet of it
Ferminist Interraationsl Assistance Policy (FIAP),
Canada has made a histonc ten-yoar commisment to
reach an average of $1.4 bilkon annually by 2023lo
support women's, children's madutum
Canada $41.5 3456 $48.3 $43.0 3438 $69.0 $81.8 $89.4 $94.0 $08.9 and rights around the worid. This investment inces
$T00M annually to SRHR hyml Canada's SRHR
inder the 10-yea
ety neglected seas mm family Mmam

abarton can: Wmm senuAlly ecucalion
(CSE); and SRHR advocacy and reform. Prevention
and responss ko sadel and pender.based viclencs i
also a key component of Canada's SRHR

Bitataral funding is for family
Denmark $13.0 5203 5288 5261 $30.7 $33.1 5385 5256 s188 5235 Scivaies 304 eprmOLcive RAsRI-COURE acitios it
@ family planning focus.

France 5496 $37.2 560.8 S68.6 $39.9 §19.2 5170 $1.4 $5198 N .

Bitateral funding is for Planning-specfic.
Germany $476 $38.2 5313 $34.0 $378 $36.8 $61.3 449 $3z29 $66.3 activities, as well nmcnsdmm

The Netherlands budget provided a total of EURS33.S
milion in 2021 for *Global Health and Sexual and
Metherlands 51054 $153.7 51636 51658 51831 $197.0 52158 52033 $202.3 $190.5 Reproductive Health and Rights” of which an
estimated EUR160 milion was disbursed for bitsteral
{amity planring and reproductive health activities.

Bitatoral funding is for family planning-specific
BClivites, the

SRH
Norway $33 $20.4 5208 $8.1 $5.7 §22 5129 515.6 3108 $15.4 Norwegian SRHR support all projocts.
using DAC Secior 130. 100% of UNFPA and UNAIDS

Global Fund Tuberculosis nmlulnnn.
4.0!5\!” w'ammmdm
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e

Batoral funding is for combined famsty planing and
reproductive heal Sweden

Sweden 5412 $50.4 §70.2 $66.0 5925 $109.2 $107.0 §113.1 $129.3 $180.4 broader healih intiathes n ways similar 1o thode
some other govemmen

ot ba possible
Malaruormdn-chPMm ® broadly, total
Swod: MR acthibes appoar to
‘accountad for at laast SEK1.547 ballian in 2021.

I ear 2021/22, total UK
{amiy planning was £148.54 milion. This Is o

organizations. For this analysis, UK bitateral FP
unding of £115.4 millon was calcuated by romoving
oy ' Aablo after

] $2528 $305.2 $32756 $260.9 $2048 $280.0 $284.5 53833 $2709 $157.8 FCDO publishes its annual repert for 2021122 in 2023,
Kingdom smﬂggmmmﬁmomm

}on family
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wane also driven wumduw
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Bitatoral m m rof mnmod family planning a:e

reproductive heal w i annu;
United $579.8 $579.4 $579.3 §579.2 $576.8 $600.5 $5025 §5092.5 $592.5 $576.7 C ‘Whila USAID astimat
States that mast funding is Tor family planning-specific

activities only, these cannot be further disaggregated.

ammasmmm the Organisation

OECD)
DAC Crod Reporting System (CRS) catabase and
Ly $11.0 5205 $9.0 $10.1 533 596 5206 $14.4 5128 575 mmm‘g b the price year (6.9,
Countries data presented for 2021 are the 2020 totals, the most
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TOTAL $1,188.4 $1.319.4 $1375.4 §1,285.2 $1,2433 $1,382.1 §1,452.9 $1,517.1 $1,407.8 $1,386.5

NOTE: KFF analyses of data from donor governments and OECD CRS dstabase. Based on current US. dollars in millons. For purposes of this analysis, family planning bisteral axpenditures represent funding specifically designated by donot

governmaents for tamily planning as defined by the OECD DAC (see mathodoiogy). and inchude: stand-alone tamily planning projects: family planning-specific o s {eg 16 UNFPA Suppbes). and. in

some cases, projects that include family planning wishin broader reprductive health acsvities. AL the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not svallable; France's prior yoar amount was used as 3 IBmporary sstimate to caiculale the

overall donor govemment total i 2021, During the FPR020 Summit, donors agreed to 8 revised Muskoka ¥ 10 detarmine their FF £ totals. This methodology inchides some funding or lhst Banith secion KFF
including, HIV. reproductive bealth (RH), matermal health, and céher areas, as well a3 a percontage of & donor's core contribuans 1o several multiisteral organizations incuding UNFPA, the World Bark, WH, and the Giobal Furd 1o Fight AIDS

Tubercuioss and Malana. Among the donom profiled, Australa and the U K. mported FP funding using this revised methadalogy. “Other DAC Countries” includes: Austria. Baigium, Czech Republic, European Unicon, Finland, Geeece, Hungary

loceland, ireland, Haly, Japan, Korea, Lusembowy. New Zealand, Poland, Portugal. the Siovsk Republic, Siovenia. Spain, and Switzartand.
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Endnotes

' Totals represent funding specifically designated by donor governments for family planning as defined by
the OECD DAC (see methodology), and include: standalone family planning projects; family planning-
specific contributions to multilateral organizations (e.g., contributions to UNFPA Supplies); and, in some
cases, projects that include family planning within broader reproductive health activities.

2 At the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not available. France’s prior year amount was
used as a temporary estimate to calculate the overall donor government total in 2021.

3 Includes core-contributions from members of the OECD DAC only; core contributions from non-DAC
donors are not included in this total.

4 UNFPA, “Delivering On The Transformative Results: UNFPA Annual Report 20217, 2021. See also
UNFPA Donor Contributions portal.

5 Germany'’s decline in 2021 was a return to prior year levels following a significant increase in 2020 that
was aimed at supporting UNFPA'’s efforts to address the impacts of COVID-19.

8 See KFF’s “UNFPA Funding & Kemp-Kasten: An Explainer”.
7 Includes funding from 29 DAC member countries and the European Union (EU).

8 At the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not available. France’s prior year amount was
used as a temporary estimate to calculate the overall donor government total in 2021.

9 U.K. Foreign Commonwealth & Development Office (FCDO), “Statistics on International Development:
Provisional UK Aid Spend 2021,” April 2022.

10 For the period between FY17-FY20, the Trump administration invoked the Kemp-Kasten amendment to
withhold funding - both core and non-core contributions - from UNFPA (see KFF "UNFPA Funding &
Kemp-Kasten: An Explainer"). Congress requires any withheld funding for UNFPA (core-only) be
transferred to other global health activities, including family planning. In FY21, the Biden administration
resumed funding for UNFPA. When the FY17-FY20 UNFPA transfers to FP are removed, the overall
levels match FY21.

" In 2021, UNFPA spent approximately US$488.7 million (45% of UNFPA's total program expenses) on
family planning activities. This includes US$278.8 million for family-planning specific activities (such as
enabling environments for family planning, contraceptives and related supplies, provision of services, and
family planning systems strengthening) and US$209.9 million for activities with an impact on family
planning results in other areas of work under UNFPA’s mandate. Direct communication, UNFPA, October
2022.

12 U.K. Foreign Commonwealth & Development Office (FCDO), “Statistics on International Development:
Provisional UK Aid Spend 2021,” April 2022.

3 See KFF’s “UNFPA Funding & Kemp-Kasten: An Explainer”.

4 At the time of publication, data from France for 2021 were not available. France’s prior year amount
was used as a temporary estimate to calculate the overall donor government total in 2021.
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