TRACKING FUNDING FOR
VAW RESEARCH IN LMICS:

EXECUTIVE
SU MMARY

I Wellsprin
H Svel'lge Philanthropic E d\g/

v"l/’ ﬂv\!

l"

0™ Y
L



7
sexual
violence
research
initiative

PAGE 2

Acknowledgments

Tracking funding for research on VAW in LMICs is a complex and daunting
undertaking. The success of this study has been dependent on the contributions of
many. The SVRI would like to acknowledge and thank the following:

e The consultants who led this study, including Joy Watson and

Zia Wasserman, in collaboration with Dean Peacock, Melanie Green,

Silvia Salinas Mulder and Anine Kriegler. Sinelizwi Ncaluka and Frankie Murrey
provided research support.

* The wise guidance received from a Research Advisory Group of prominent
individuals with experience and expertise in the fields of both violence against
women funding and / or research, namely: Annika Lysen, Tesmerelna Atsbeha,
Diana Jimena Arango, Maria Davalos, Lori Heise, Emma Fulu,

Claudia Garcia-Moreno, Emily Esplen, Alessandra Guedes, Sophie Namy,

and Kirsty Klipp.

e The many people who kindly provided us with guidance on methodology
for this study, shared resources and linked us up to others to help ensure we
do the best job possible, including: Emily Esplen, Clarisa Bencomo,

Terry McGovern, Marcus Manuel, Diane Gardsbane, Tanya Ghani, Ruti Levtoy,
Lori Heise, and Rachel Jewkes.

e SVRI Team for their ongoing support and guidance.
We hope this work will be used alongside our priority setting studies and funding

ethically guide to advocate for more and better resources for research on VAW in
low- and middle-income countries.

Suggested citation: SVRI (2022). ‘Tracking the Funding Flows: Funding for Research
on Violence Against Women in Low- and Middle-Income Countries’ Sexual Violence
Research Initiative. Pretoria, South Africa.




Ly
sexual
violence
research
initiative

PAGE 3

Acronyms

AWID .....ccoovennnnnnns Association for Women's Rights in Development
BIPOC......ccovvvvnerenns Black, Indigenous, and other People of Colour
CSO..viiriiiiiieeeeeenn, Civil Society Organisation

CRS oo, Creditor Reporting System

DAC ... Development Assistance Committee

EU s European Union

GBV i, Gender-Based Violence

HIC oo, High Income Country

AT o, International Aid Transparency Initiative

IPV i, Intimate Partner Violence

LGBTIQ+ ....ccuuveneeee. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Intersex, Queer persons
LMIC ..oeeeeeeee, Low- and Middle-Income Country

[\ (€10 R Non-Governmental Organisation

NPO .oovveeeeeeeeeeenn, Non-Profit Organisation

ODA ..., Official Development Assistance

(0] 6| D I Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
PNG ..o Papua New Guinea

RVAW .......cceeveeeees Research on Violence against Women

SVRI ovviiiiiiiiieeen, Sexual Violence Research Initiative

UN e, United Nations

USD i, United States dollar

VAW ..., Violence against Women

WHO ....cccoevinnnnns World Health Organisation

WRO ...ccooeeeieeriennnn, Women'’s Rights Organisation




sexual

violence
research
initiative

PAGE 6

Executive Summary

Background

Violence against women (VAW) is a global phenomenon that undermines the
fundamental human rights of women, causes irreparable physical and emotional harm,
even death, and impacts individuals and communities. While the prevalence of VAW
has been widely acknowledged - with the introduction of international and country-
specific condemnations and law reform - the question is whether the investment into
addressing VAW and understanding what works and what doesn’t matches its severity
and ubiquity.

Existing literature indicates that, despite the prevalence of VAW, it is often deprioritised
as a funding issue (Equality Institute, 2019). Furthermore, where funding is being
provided, research and programmes addressing VAW are disproportionately funded,
conceptualised and carried out by institutions in high-income countries (HICs)
(Amarante, et al 2021; Olufadewa et al 2021; Chersich et al 2016). This ultimately means
that low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), who are largely donor dependent, are
beholden to wealthier countries, with a resultant scarcity of knowledge production from
and for LMICs in addressing country-specific VAW issues.

Moreover, little consideration appears to be given to both the importance of and

the investment in research as essential to addressing VAW. To effectively prevent

and respond to VAW, dedicated qualitative and quantitative research is required

to understand the phenomenon, building an evidence-base to underlie efficacious
interventions. The research funding ecosystem for research and development is highly
inequitable, favouring HIC based researchers and this situation is not helped by the fact
that investments in research and development by LMICs governments are low (Erondu
et al, 2021).

The question is then, does the status of funding for research on VAW mirror the status
of funding for research and development in LMICs more broadly? This study thus seeks
to provide an overview of the funding flows allocated towards research in the field of
VAW in LMICs from key donors as well as national governments. In doing so, the study
underscores the inequitable distribution of resources and the lack of prioritisation of
VAW - and research in particular - as a funding issue.
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Objectives

The specific objectives of the study are to:

* Provide an overview of the funding flows for research in the field of VAW in
LMICs from key donors in the field.

e Provide an overview of the extent to which national governments in LMICs are
supporting research on VAW through budgetary allocations.

e |dentify the key areas for which research donors and national governments

in LMICs are providing funding (i.e. whether the focus is on criminal legal
strategies, response, or prevention).

* Propose possible strategies to improve access to funding for research on VAW
in LMICs through partnerships and cooperation between donors, governments,
researchers, and practitioners.

Methodology

To accomplish the study’s objectives, a multi-pronged research methodology was
adopted, including both qualitative and quantitative research methods, namely:

* A keyword-search analysis of the global Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development (OECD) Creditor Reporting System (CRS) database, documenting
the resources allocated to LMICs towards the purpose code “ending violence
towards women” (15180) by Development Assistance Committee (DAC) countries
and other donors (including private and multilaterals);

* A globally disseminated online survey targeted at both donors and

researchers; and

e Four case studies of the funding ecosystems in South Africa, Colombia, Papua
New Guinea, and Lebanon, where ten research interviews were conducted with
key stakeholders in each country.

Study Limitations

The task of tracking investment in research on VAW in LMICs is mammoth and
complex. As such, certain self-imposed parameters were put into place, for example,
putting in clear parameters for how “research” and “violence against women” were
defined. In addition, timelines for survey and other research data including budgets,
interview questions, and OECD data, was limited to 2016-2020, and the governmental
administrative data was limited to the 2019/2020 financial year. A very important
limitation of this study is the OECD database itself. Although a useful tool, it is not
sufficient on its own to track funding for research on VAW. Other challenges include
the difficulty in working out funding for research versus funding for programmes as
funding for research is often not reported on as a separate data item for many funders,
researchers and practitioners. Finally, the qualitative findings are based on a very small
sample size, limiting generalisability of the findings.
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Findings

1. How much money is going into VAW?

In 2019, an estimated total of 1.365 billion USD was disbursed by DAC countries for
activities (3,853 activities) identified as or containing an English, French or Spanish term
referencing “violence against/towards women’ under purpose code 15180. Of the
3,853 activities in 2019 which refer to violence against women, 399 individual activities
referred to research on VAW. Thus an estimated 76,962,249 USD was disbursed to
research on VAW in 2019 or just 0.05% of total ODA.

While the opaqueness of the OECD database means that it is difficult to track funding
for VAW research, the above trend was largely confirmed by the case studies and
survey. Key informants were in general agreement that the VAW space is under-funded,
with research being especially underfunded with marginal allocations to VAW research
by international and domestic philanthropy.

Top donor countries for VAW research 2. Who is funding research on VAW?

All the data sources confirmed what

20% the existing literature indicates, that
o funding for VAW research comes

w mainly from HICs and from a small
number of donors. The interviews
also revealed that little funding
came from national governments. In
Lebanon and Papua New Guinea, for
Cara example, no government funding
was being invested in research due
to the socio-economic circumstances
of both countries.
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3. Who is receiving funding?

According to the OECD database, under purpose code 15180, the top five ODA recipient
countries in 2019 were: Uganda, Bangladesh, India, Democratic Republic of the Congo,
and Myanmar. The full list indicates that 27% (20.94 million USD) of the identified
disbursements were received by Least Developed Countries, 12% (20.94 million USD)
by Middle-Income Countries, and 7% (5.16 million USD) by Upper-Middle Income
Countries.?

Funders surveyed suggested that the key recipients of their funding towards research
on VAW span a wide range of organisation types, with the most common being: national
women’s rights organisations, national NGOs, national research institutions, academic
institutions in LMICs, and international NGOs. For respondents who selected “other” as
an option, the following grant recipients were specified: the UN system (especially WHO
and UN Women); grassroots organisations and civil society organisations; and individual
consultants.

4. What type of research is funded?

While funded research spans a range of focus areas, most key informants indicated

in their survey responses that they mostly fund or receive funding for research on
approaches to preventing VAW. These findings resonate with the findings from the
Global Shared Research Agenda, which suggest that VAW prevention and intervention
research is viewed by the field as the most needed at this point (SVRI & EQI, 2021).
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1 OECD (undated) ‘DAC List of ODA Recipients Effective for reporting on 2018, 2019 and 2020 flows’ Available at: https://www.oecd.org/dac/financ-
ing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/DAC_List_ODA_Recipients2018t02020_flows_En.pdf [accessed 6 April 2021].
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Recommendations

The funding ecosystem needs an overhaul. It is encouraging that an increasing amount
of funding is being allocated towards addressing VAW. However, much more funding
needs to be invested in learning what works and what doesn’t, guided by research
priorities using participatory methods, conducted in LMICS by LMIC researchers

(SVRI & EQI, 2021) and informed by ethical funding practices (Mago & Dartnall, 2022).

1. Develop a baseline of funding flows to research on VAW and make a better
case for investment in research:

e Create spaces and opportunities with governments, donors, philanthropic
organisations and civil society organisations to find ways of putting tracking
mechanisms in place to identify disaggregated data.

e Advocate for research on VAW to be included in the planning processes of
governments, donors and philanthropic organisations.

e Advocate for research on VAW to be included in national action plans on VAW
and ensure this is adequately resourced.

2. Research funding for VAW needs to be decolonised, localised and
promote diversity:

e Donors, philanthropic organisations, and governments investing in research
must promote diversity and equity in terms of who receives funding to do
research as well as in terms of what is being researched.

3. Fund the dissemination of research and initiatives pertaining to its up-take

e Consider the question, “Why are we collecting, analysing and publishing data?”
In answering this question, create a funding web of what is needed to ensure this is
achieved and advocate for these resources.

4. Fund Better:

e The SVRI’s ‘Funding Ethically: Better funding for violence against women

and violence against children research in lower and middle-income countries’ is a
framework for how to fund better. Donors should engage with it as a blueprint for
how to fund research on VAW.

Click here for the full report


https://www.svri.org/sites/default/files/attachments/2022-03-15/Trackingfunding.pdf

