Civil Society Recommendations for the 6-month Review of the Mexico City Policy

Given the expansive nature of the new policy, the Department will undertake a thorough and
comprehensive review of the effectiveness and impact of the policy’s application over the next
six months, which could include identifying implementation issues, and any other new
information affecting implementation going forward. Newly covered programs, including
PEPFAR, the President’s Malaria Initiative, and other global health programs, will be given
special attention under this review. - State Department Fact Sheet, May 15, 2017

On January 23, 2017, President Trump reinstated and expanded the Mexico City Policy which
requires foreign non-governmental organizations to certify that they will not use their own funds
to provide information, referrals, or services for legal abortion or to advocate for access to
abortion services in their own country as a condition of receiving U.S. global health assistance.
Given the significant expansion in scope, the State Department committed to conducting a
“thorough and comprehensive” six month review of the impact of the policy on all covered
programs on May 15th, 2017. This review provides an important opportunity to assess the
impact of the expanded policy on all global health programs supported by the U.S. and make
changes as needed, particularly in the context of the evolving foreign aid landscape since the
narrower version of the policy was last in effect from 2001 to 2009.

U.S. global health programs have saved and improved millions of lives and transformed
families, communities, and countries. U.S. aid, delivered through a wide variety of partners,
advances U.S. health goals and supports broader development, economic, and strategic
interests that benefit the U.S. and recipient countries alike. As the U.S. continues to invest in
vital global health programs, the State Department must ensure that policies do not undermine
the ability to meet these goals and effectively and efficiently deliver care for those in need.

In light of the large amount of taxpayer funding, organizations, and individuals impacted by the
policy, it is critical that the State Department continue to monitor its impact on a long-term basis.
Since the implementation of the policy will be rolled out incrementally over time, care must be
taken to ensure that impacts are measured where and when the policy is fully implemented and
in effect. While the six month review is an important first step, we call on the State Department
to conduct reviews on an annual basis while the policy is in place in order to capture and
understand ongoing and long term impacts, including on health outcomes, and make
appropriate course corrections to mitigate any harm or implementation issues. The
review should also build upon and incorporate research documenting the impact of the policy
when previously implemented.

In order to be meaningful, the State Department should ensure that the six month and
subsequent annual reviews are:

e Comprehensive: The review should include all programs and funding streams impacted
by the current policy.


https://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2017/05/270866.htm

Transparent: A written review should be made publicly available and include details
about the process and data sources that informed it.

Consultative: A wide variety of stakeholders should be invited to provide feedback and
data, including staff from impacted agencies, implementing organizations, donor and
host country governments, and civil society in the U.S. and in aid recipient countries.

Action Oriented: The review should clearly articulate the State Department’s plans to
swiftly address issues surfaced in the review.

In addition to considering broad implementation issues across all global health assistance, the
six month and subsequent reviews must pay particular attention to whether the policy
disproportionately impacts certain people, places, services, and organizations. The review
should examine the specific impact of the policy based on the following:

Population: Adolescents and young women, LGBT individuals, people living with HIV,
and other marginalized communities may be uniguely impacted by the policy and are
key to successful global health programs and broader U.S. goals.

Geography: Some countries or regions within countries may be more significantly
impacted by the policy because of incongruence with local laws or the absence of
alternative service providers.

Intervention: The policy may create gaps in the availability of particular types of
services including, but not limited to, HIV treatment, a full range of contraceptive
methods, maternal and newborn care, HIV testing, and post-rape care, or undermine the
level to which U.S. funded services are able to remain integrated and the provision of
high quality and efficiently delivered care.

Type of Organization: Organizations who work at the community-level, work to hold
their governments accountable, conduct evidence-based research, and specialize in
care for marginalized communities are important partners in delivering on our goals and
the impact on them should be closely examined.

We remain committed to supporting U.S. investments in global health to save and
improve lives and urge the State Department to conduct a comprehensive annual review
of this policy to examine whether it hinders these efforts.
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