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Statement: US Global Gag Rule & Principled Humanitarian Aid 

The 23 January 2025 announcement by the US government of an expansion of the ‘Mexico City Policy’ 
(known as the “Global Gag Rule”) dramatically extends prohibitions on US foreign assistance to abortion, 
sexual health and family planning services to include programmes that promote what the administration 
derisively labels “gender ideology” and “DEI discrimination”. 

Under this policy, foreign NGOs and multilateral institutions that receive US funding will be required to 
certify that they are not undertaking any programming that "promotes" DEI or "gender ideology", provides 
gender-affirming care, or advocates for legal protections for gender diverse people. This prohibition 
extends even to aid from other donors and countries; even if an individual aid agency is not using US 
funds on these programmes, they cannot provide such assistance at all if accepting USG funding. 
A ban on so-called “unlawful DEI discrimination” would likely also prohibit aid agencies from vulnerability 
targeting to reach the most marginalised and at risk  populations in conflict and crisis contexts.  

LGBTQIA+ individuals in these settings are already amongst the most vulnerable populations in 
the world. Research conducted by The PRIDE Centre in sub-Saharan Africa has consistently found 
evidence of the high rates of discrimination, violence, sexual abuse, and denial of life saving healthcare 
and other services. In some countries the number of SOGIESC refugees who have experienced violence 
was 100%. Community leaders estimate that 85-90% of LGBTQIA+ refugees are dependent on sex work 
for basic survival.  

This policy is a dangerous, ideologically driven effort to impose the anti-rights agenda of the US radical 
right on the delivery of life saving and life sustaining humanitarian aid and assistance across the world.  

As this policy will apply to the US $2 billion of humanitarian aid that the US recently pledged towards UN 
country-based pooled funds (CBPFs), administered by the United National Office for the Coordination of 
Humanitarian Affairs (UN OCHA), this will likely mean than any recipient of CBPF awards will be expected 
to comply with these prohibitions. 

It is the position of The PRIDE Centre that that if humanitarian agencies, including NGOs, 
international organisations, and UN Agencies, agree to these polices in the implementation of 
their humanitarian programmes, they will be in contravention of the Fundamental Principles of 
the Red Cross and Red Crescent.  The Fundamental Principles of Humanity, Impartiality, Neutrality and 
Independence are what makes principled, ethical humanitarian aid and access possible.  

Any agency taking these funds and agreeing to implement this extreme anti-rights ideology will 
surrender all credibility as neutral, ethical, independent humanitarian actors; credibility which may 
be impossible to rebuild with other humanitarian actors, and more importantly, with the communities 
affected by this ideological approach to lifesaving aid and assistance.  

--- 
ACTIONS 

UN OCHA and other bilateral recipients must reject ideologically infused US funding 
Accepting US funding either bilaterally or into CBPFs under these conditions would violate the 
Humanitarian Principles. The $2 billion given by the US contributes to a total of $33 billion requested by 
OCHA for the CBPFs, meaning that only a fraction of any grant made would originate from US funding – 
yet the presence of any US money creates a poisoned chalice, forcing organisations to choose between 
lifesaving resources and complying with the Humanitarian Principles. Our primary recommendation is 
therefore unequivocal: UN OCHA, and any other entity receiving bilateral support, should refuse to 
accept US funding while these conditions remain in place.  
 
Other donors to CBPFs should withhold support until the funds’ independence is guaranteed 
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Via the Global Gag Rule, the US administration is attempting to impose an anti-rights agenda across the 
global humanitarian aid ecosystem. Under this rule, other donors’ contributions would also be 
subject to the prohibitions dictated by the US anti-gender movement. In order to ensure that the 
independence of CBPFs is upheld, we recommend that countries donating to CBPFs withhold 
further financial support until this independence is codified.  
 
Aid organisations must adopt a principled humanitarian approach with CBPF funding 
NGOs and multilateral organisations, including UN Agencies, must reject funding where certification 
requirements would compel them to make programme adjustments that abandon the 
Humanitarian Principles – including by ceasing to proactively serve SOGIESC minorities and other 
marginalised groups in crisis settings. We recommend that organisations publicise all principled 
rejections of funds, and conduct joint advocacy to mobilise alternative resources. 
 
Organisations must be vigilant against over-correction and fear-based compliance 
Aid organisations receiving US funds must seek credible external legal advice to understand precisely 
what is and is not prohibited under the new policy, and to centre programmatic decision-making on 
how to deliver impartial, needs-based assistance – including to LGBTQIA+ people in crisis – rather 
than fear-based compliance. 

---- 
 
The PRIDE Centre is available to support organisations in this process of legal analysis and the 
formulation of a principled response.  


