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Program
Guidelines

he goal of the Population Program is to promote voluntary
family planning and good reproductive health outcomes for
everyone, because of the benefits this brings to individuals,
societies, and our entire global community.

The Program is designed to benefit: the world at large,
by enabling sustainable rates of population growth; societies whose
members can emerge from a life of bare subsistence; individuals,
particularly women and girls, in terms of their physical and emo-
tional health and well-being; and children whose parents want them
and have more time to help them mature into responsible and pro-
ductive adults.

Family planning/reproductive health (FP/RH) embraces, but
is not limited to, helping women and families choose the number
and spacing of children, protecting against sexually transmitted
infections, and eliminating unsafe abortion. While improvements
in FP/RH have improved lives in many places, there are still out-
standing challenges to, and opportunities for, the full achievement
of good RH outcomes for all. The Program therefore concentrates
on:

� Protecting and promoting the FP/RH of Americans through sup-
port of policy analysis and education, with a particular empha-
sis on vulnerable populations in California and expansion of
on-the-ground service delivery in partnership with the
Foundation’s Regional Grants Program (see pp. 69–70).

� Mobilizing resources for FP/RH and promoting evidence-based
policies by supporting policy-relevant research, analysis, and
advocacy concerning the relationships between population,
poverty alleviation, and economic growth; the roles of basic and
secondary education in improving RH and development out-
comes; enhancing the role of science in FP/RH and HIV/AIDS
programs; and implications of current demographic trends.
Some of these efforts are in partnership with the Education and
Global Affairs Programs.

� Developing the next generation of population scientists, partic-
ularly in sub-Saharan Africa, by supporting graduate training and
strengthening partnerships between African and developed coun-
try universities and research centers.

� Improving access to FP/RH care through increasing the avail-
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ability of effective (but underused) options for reducing unin-
tended pregnancies and sexually transmitted infections and
strengthening the linkages between FP/RH and HIV/AIDS pro-
grams. The Program will support the delivery of innovative
FP/RH services and improved access to these services, document
best practices, and inform FP/RH policies. This work is focused
on the world’s poorest regions—particularly sub-Saharan Africa
and South Asia.

In 2004, the Population Program made grants totaling
$32,871,945.

Family Planning/Reproductive Health in the United States

In 2004, twenty-nine grants, representing 35 percent of the grants
budget, were made to a broad range of U.S. organizations working
to ensure that policies and resources are in place to promote the
reproductive health of Americans, particularly our most vulnerable
citizens, and to promoting full access to comprehensive services,
education, and rights. In addition, several grants went to support
public education, advocacy, and service delivery in California.

Family Planning/Reproductive Health Policies, Funding, and
Education

More than thirty grants in this area were awarded in 2004, consti-
tuting 32 percent of the year’s grants budget. Nearly half of these
grants supported population and reproductive health advocacy
organizations worldwide. These grants included $2.4 million to
groups working with European donor countries and $2.7 million to
groups focused on the United States, which remains the largest
source of population assistance globally. Grants to both the United
Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) and the U.S. Committee for the
UNFPA supported the work of the United Nations on population
and reproductive health issues.

Training the next generation of population scientists contin-
ues to be an important part of the Program, with $1.2 million in
grants going to six universities. This work is complemented by
grants for research supporting evidence-based policies and pro-
grams in population and reproductive health. In addition to one
core research grant, the Program launched its research initiative on
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the role of population and reproductive health in promoting eco-
nomic development with a grant to the Center for Global
Development.

Four grants totaling $915,000 were made to support univer-
sal basic and secondary education.

Improving Access to FP/RH Care 

Seventeen grants in 2004 (33 percent of the 2004 budget) were
awarded to organizations that provide access around the world to
comprehensive education and services and that foster an enabling
policy environment for provision of these services. Large general
support grants went to core institutions that have received long-
term support from the Foundation, such as the International
Planned Parenthood Federation, Marie Stopes International, and
Pathfinder International. Grantmaking in 2005 will focus on
expanding access to underused reproductive health options and elu-
cidating and strengthening linkages between FP/RH and HIV/AIDS
programs.

p o p u l a t i o n
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Population: Grants
Organizations Authorized
(by Category) 2004

Family Planning/Reproductive Health in the United States
  
Cambridge, Massachusetts

For general support $100,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For general support 700,000
For development of a new contract management database
(Collaboration with Philanthropy) 0

    
Washington, D.C.

For market research and development of external communications strategies 
(Collaboration with Philanthropy) 0

    
Sacramento, California 

For California Coalition for Reproductive Freedom 100,000
For general support 51,945

    
Washington, D.C.

For general support 600,000

   
New York, New York 

For general support 2,000,000

    
Washington, D.C.

For general support 75,000

 
Washington, D.C.

For general support 300,000

 
Washington, D.C.

For general support 125,000

 
Fort Wayne, Indiana 

For general support of the Religious Institute for Sexual Morality, Justice, and Healing 60,000

, ,   
Scotts Valley, California

For a project to measure the impact of improved clinic services at New Generation 
Health Center (Collaboration with Special Projects) 0

  
San Francisco, California 

For the Latina Reproductive Health and Rights Campaign 100,000
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   
Oakland, California 

For general support 600,000

     
Washington, D.C.

For general support 600,000

     
Atlanta, Georgia 

For the SisterSong Women of Color Reproductive Health Collective “New Voices for 
Reproductive Justice” project 30,000

   
Oakland, California 

For reproductive health policy activities 100,000

 ’  
Washington, D.C.

For general support 300,000
For a board and volunteer leadership development initiative
(Collaboration with Philanthropy) 0

     
New York, New York 

For general support 400,000

    
New York, New York 

For communications activities 200,000
For general support 4,000,000

 ,    
Princeton, New Jersey 

For general support of the American Society for Emergency Contraception 30,000

    
Washington, D.C.

For general support 200,000

   
Washington, D.C.

For general support 200,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For the Reproductive and Sexual Health Campaign 100,000

   
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

For the Restoring Scientific Integrity project (Collaboration with Environment) 150,000

’ , .
Washington, D.C.

For general support 100,000
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Ensuring Adequate Family Planning/Reproductive Health 
Policies and Resources
   
Washington, D.C.

For the Basic Education Coalition 500,000

     
Ottawa, Canada

For general support 900,000

     
Nairobi, Kenya

For support of the planning and detailed design of a three-year study in Kenya that 
will examine how removal of school fees affects primary school enrollment and 
retention for poor children in Nairobi (Collaboration with Education) 20,000
For a longitudinal study of the factors affecting primary school participation and 
progression to secondary school for urban students in Nairobi 
(Collaboration with Education) 345,000
For general support 500,000

   
Washington, D.C.

For preparation of a research agenda on population and development issues 100,000

     
San Francisco, California 

For general support 25,000

  ..  
Washington, D.C.

For general support 100,000

       
 
Guadalajara, México

For general support (Collaboration with U.S.–Latin American Relations) 50,000

  ’     
Washington, D.C.

For general support 150,000

  
Paris, France

For general support 600,000

   
Brussels, Belgium

For general support for the activities of the Global Campaign for Education 
(Collaboration with Education and Global Affairs) 50,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For the Annual International Conference 50,000
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 
London, United Kingdom

For general support 50,000

   
London, United Kingdom

For general support of the European Network 475,000

 ’  
New York, New York 

For general support 360,000

  ,     
Baltimore, Maryland 

For general support of the Hopkins Population Center 550,000

 
Davis, California 

For general support (Collaboration with U.S.–Latin American Relations) 75,000

   ,      
  
Washington, D.C.

For the Committee on Population’s fundraising plan 
(Collaboration with Philanthropy) 0

    
Seoul, Republic of Korea

For the Asia-Pacific Alliance for the ICPD 300,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For general support 1,300,000

 
Washington, D.C.

For general support 600,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For general support 200,000

 
Princeton, New Jersey 

For general support for the Office of Population Research 250,000


Gent, Belgium

For general support 250,000

    
Stockholm, Sweden

For general support 270,000
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      
New York, New York 

For the Reproductive Health and the Setting of the Millennium Development Goals 
project 10,000

  
Washington, D.C.

For UNFPA’s advocacy activities 1,000,000

       
New York, New York 

For general support 200,000

    ,    
Berkeley, California 

For the Center for Sustainable Resource Development 80,000

  ,   
College Park, Maryland 

For general support for the Program in International Demography 100,000

  
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

For general support of the Population Studies Center 170,000

  
Seattle, Washington 

For general support for the Center for Studies in Demography and Ecology 100,000

  
Hilversum, The Netherlands

For general support 800,000

Improving Access to Family Planning/Reproductive Health Care
   
Silver Spring, Maryland 

For general support 60,000

   ,     

Arlington, Virginia 

For the Consortium for Industrial Collaboration in Contraceptive Research 180,000


New York, New York 

For general support 750,000

  
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 

For general support 800,000

      
Ampang, Malaysia

For general support 200,000
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   
London, United Kingdom

For general support 4,700,000
For ICPD+10 200,000

  
London, United Kingdom

For general support 1,500,000

   ’ 
Los Angeles, California 

For general support 200,000


Seattle, Washington 

For general support 625,000

 
Watertown, Massachusetts 

For general support 625,000

 ,       
New York, New York 

For the Latin America and Caribbean region’s Gender, Family, and 
Development Program 330,000

 
Washington, D.C.

For general support 150,000

  
London, United Kingdom

For general support 325,000

  
Geneva, Switzerland

For policy and programmatic guidance on reproductive choices for people living with 
HIV/AIDS 200,000

 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 

For strategic planning (Collaboration with Philanthropy) 0

  ’  
Geneva, Switzerland

For general support 250,000

Opportunity
     
Washington, D.C.

For general support (Collaboration with Conflict Resolution, Environment, Special 
Projects, Education, U.S.–Latin American Relations, Performing Arts, and 
Global Affairs) 25,000


