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Acting on Evidence and Strengthening the Department of State and USAID Capacity to Build
Evidence that Informs Foreign Assistance Decisions

Overview

The Department of State and USAID continue to collect and use data and information to assess
foreign assistance efforts as well as the ongoing performance and impact of foreign assistance
programs. Ongoing performance monitoring data provide a picture of how our programs are
doing and we employ deeper analysis and program evaluation to understand “why” or “what”
about them is working. Following is a description of: (1) how we are building new evidence and
strengthening agency capacity for rigorous monitoring, program evaluation, and data analytics
to inform future decision-making; and (2) how State and USAID have acted on existing evidence
to inform foreign assistance programmatic and budget decisions. The FY 2017 Annual
Performance Plan (APP) and FY 2015 Annual Performance Report (APR) for the Department of
State and USAID provide a more comprehensive review of the level of performance and
progress towards achieving the Strategic Objectives and Performance Goals in the Joint
Strategic Plan. The FY 2017 APP and FY 2015 APR will be posted on www.performance.gov in
March 2016.

Building Agency Capacity to Collect Evidence
State and USAID have modified their approach to
the annual planning, budgeting and performance

Agency

it management cycle since 2010 to create
P femancs _ ‘E‘gg important feedback loops between strategic
planning, budgeting, program management, and
T T monitoring and evaluation that maximize the
Monitoring & Strategic

Evaluation 0 bErning impact of Department of State and USAID
3 resources. The Managing for Results Framework
puts State Department bureau and mission

Mission
Program

Management et strategic planning before the budgeting process
so budget requests are informed by and support
T S the goals and objectives bureaus and missions
i Resource .
e Budget Budgeting want to achieve.

Review/
Approval
Process

PROGRAM CYCLE

USAID has implemented an integrated ‘ AGENCY POLICY

Program Cycle (see diagram) to S SIRAEEES

strengthen evidence-based strategic T Lesming
and project planning, adaptive
implementation, monitoring,

evaluation, and learning to improve —c VAT ATIOWE

MONITORING
development program results. Both _ _
State and USAID have strengthened

program and project management Adapting
guidelines to better align and manage

PROJECT DESIGN &

IMPLEMENTATION


http://www.performance.gov/

programs. Robust monitoring and evaluation practices provide feedback on progress in
achieving our short- and long-term goals.

The 2015 Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development Review (QDDR) outlines an approach that
builds on prior work to improve strategic planning, monitoring and evaluation and to better
align budgeting with planning. The QDDR considers monitoring and evaluation a requirement
for strengthening information-sharing and collaboration. The QDDR also indicates that State
and USAID intend to initiate regular senior-level bureau and mission progress reviews which
include information obtained from monitoring and evaluation processes.

Program Evaluation

State’s and USAID’s program evaluation policies provide a key framework for generating
evidence to inform decisions. The Department of State updated its evaluation policy in 2015 to
expand its application to the full spectrum of activities encompassed in its work. State and
USAID coordinate closely to share uniform definitions and evaluation principles. The State
policy requires bureaus to conduct at least one evaluation per year tied to their highest priority
programs, projects and/or activities. USAID requires evaluations of all large projects (projects
with funding greater than the mean project size of an operating unit) and pilot projects
demonstrating a new approach or an untested hypothesis that are intended for scale up if
proven successful.

Some key advancements in program evaluation capacity building include:

e State Bureaus continue to build capacity for evaluation, drawing upon completed
evaluations in programming and budgeting deliberations, and planning for evaluation at
program inception.

® State Department hosted the U.S. Government Evaluation Forum celebrating 2015 as the
International year of Evaluation. With participation from 19 agencies, the United Nations,
multilateral development banks, and the private sector, the forum looked at the links
between policy making and evaluation, strategies for facilitating learning and increasing
evaluation use, and ways to do more with less—through partnerships, innovative planning
and design, and interagency collaboration.

e Since the USAID Evaluation Policy was put into place in January 2011, USAID bureaus and
missions have increased the number of programs under evaluation, producing over two
hundred evaluation reports each year. USAID evaluation reports are published at the
Development Experience Clearinghouse available at dec.usaid.gov.

e State issued policy guidance on the public dissemination of evaluations funded by foreign
assistance in 2014. Full reports and summaries of evaluation report results are being
posted on a rolling basis to http://www.state.gov/f/evaluations/index.htm on State’s public
web site.

e USAID is continuing to experiment with how to best evaluate programs in complex
environments by running trials of complexity aware monitoring approaches.

e USAID has released a compendium of evaluation guidance and tools collected together as
the Evaluation Toolkit. It is available to staff and partners at
http://usaidlearninglab.org/evaluation.


http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/241429.pdf
http://www.state.gov/f/evaluations/index.htm
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A State Evaluation Community of Practice meets monthly, featuring presentations on
recently completed evaluations and special guests sharing best practices. The community
has more than 300 members.

USAID has several monitoring and evaluation communities of practice including the
Evaluation Interest Group which brings together anyone interested in evaluation methods
and practice. Staff formally designated as the point of contact for monitoring and
evaluation, USAID M&E POCs, meet on a monthly basis to share common challenges and
solutions. To facilitate these groups and also ensure resources are available on demand for
all staff, USAID continues to offer ProgramNet and Learning Lab, which are online forums
available, respectively, to USAID staff and USAID stakeholders for learning and discussion
about strengthening all USAID Program Cycle components.

State has revised its two courses on evaluation — “Managing Evaluations” and “Evaluation
Designs and Data Collection Methods” — based on feedback and experience from the
implementation to better meet staff needs.

State continues to integrate elements of the Managing for Results Framework in its Foreign
Service Institute classroom and online curriculum for civil service employees, Foreign
Service Officers, and Foreign Service Nationals.

USAID updated its popular classroom training courses for staff, including program
monitoring in addition to evaluation.

USAID continues to partner with others to ensure the agency is current on state-of-the-art
evaluation methods. For example, USAID is a member of the International Initiative for
Impact Evaluation (3ie).

State sponsored a competition for supplemental funding in the fall of 2015 to support
collaborative evaluations under State’s policy. The competition encouraged partnerships
between bureaus at State, with USAID, and with international organizations.

State continues to collect information on evaluations through the evaluation registry and
combine this data with the Evaluation Management System to track the number, type, and
cost of evaluations as well as reveal trends in regions, topics and other areas as the amount
of data grows.

USAID has commissioned an independent evaluation of the utilization of evaluations at
USAID. The study, to be completed in FY2016, will improve understanding of how
evaluations are used and what factors hinder or promote evaluation use.

State commissioned an independent evaluation of the Managing for Results framework to
look at gaps as well as how the processes were integrated within bureaus and missions. The
evaluation will be completed in early CY2016.

Program and Project Design and Management

Creating a strong culture of monitoring and evaluation starts with its early integration into
program and project design. Some key efforts to build capacity in strong program and project
design and management include:

State continues to support staff in stronger program and project management with
resources that include:
o Responding to the 2015 QDDR’s call to Advance Strategic Planning and Performance
Management by creating materials for program design that will be available on the



intranet for all of State. Information, tips, and tools will include resources on setting
program-level goals, creating logic models, designing performance indicators, and
designing monitoring and evaluation frameworks that create feedback loops to
future program design as well as at the strategic planning level.

o A Program and Project Management Community of Practice that includes a
community website and blog, meetings, networking events, and a speaker series
that brings in internal and external experts in program and project management.

o Aninternal website that provides State staff access to policies, guidance documents,
tools, and examples to assist them in understanding and executing each component
of the Managing for Results Framework.

o The Program and Project Management Guidebook: A Practical Guide for Department
of State Program and Project Managers.

o The Project Design Guidebook, which emphasizes the importance of defining how
success will be measured and evaluated.

USAID continues to support capacity building for design and planning that are integrated with
evaluation, learning and budgeting through revised guidance, technical support, training and
other resources. For example, Agency policy and guidance on the program cycle is being revised
to make planning, implementation, and learning requirements more agile and integrated and to
reduce reporting and planning burdens where possible.

Performance Monitoring

Ongoing performance monitoring is an important part of accounting for what foreign assistance

programs and projects achieve, and provides an indication of what is working or not working as

anticipated. In turn, monitoring data inform programmatic, resource, and strategic decisions as
well as the focus of possible evaluations that are needed to take a deeper look. Key efforts in
this area include:

e USAID is revising performance monitoring requirements and guidance as part of a
comprehensive update to all Program Cycle guidance.

e USAID has incorporated performance monitoring training into classroom training on
monitoring and evaluation.

e The Office of U.S. Foreign Assistance Resources (F) at the Department of State concluded an
extensive Performance Data Needs Study in 2015 to determine what foreign assistance
stakeholders wanted to be able to do with performance data and what data they needed
for these purposes (e.g. inform policy, programs, resource decisions). As a result of the
study conclusions and recommendations, F is significantly revising its annual Performance
Plan and Report (PPR) to focus it on capturing indicator and narrative data that has a clear
and specific use for the purposes identified as important in the study. Focusing the scope of
the annual PPR in this way will allow missions and bureaus to spend their limited time and
resources capturing the right data, and increases headquarters’ equity to review and
provide feedback to ensure submitted data are complete and of high quality so it can be
used for their desired purposes.



Acting on Evidence in Foreign Assistance Programming and Budgeting

The true value of data analysis, performance monitoring, and program evaluation is only
realized if the lessons they reveal are put to use to inform and support foreign assistance
programs and projects. Some of the many ways this information has been put to use in foreign
assistance programmatic and budgetary decisions are described below.

Third-Party Data to Support Decision Making

The FY 2016 Foreign Assistance budget request process fostered interagency collaboration
on strategies and data by tracking and analyzing country progress, as reported by third-
party data from multiple sources, along six dimensions: (1) economic policy; (2) governing
justly and democratically; (3) economic performance; (4) health; (5) education; and (6)
peace and security. A State/USAID team, called Country Data Analytics (CDA), synthesizes
data for use by missions and bureaus. The CDA analyses facilitate an evidenced-based
discussion as to how foreign assistance resources should be allocated. The common set of
performance indicators for all countries allows foreign assistance budget analysts, bureaus
and missions to identify how performance compares with other countries, groups of
countries in the same region, and/or globally.

The budget cycle continued to benefit from an expanded use of third-party data, as did
strategic planning processes now underway:

o CDA created packages of contextual data for more than 100 countries. The packages
display the status of country progress across six sectors using publicly available
country performance data. They are made available to operating units and are used
in creating mission and bureau resource requests, allocating funding, and developing
strategies and programs.

o The data were used to inform “round tables” where functional and regional bureaus
come together to discuss effective allocations of foreign assistance funding.

o The data were used in Integrated Country Strategy processes, resulting in more
informed strategic planning.

o Data packages are also provided to headquarters units undertaking development of
their Joint Regional and Functional Bureau Strategies.

The F Interagency Network Databank, or FIND, is a website of publicly available, national-
level country data that uses a core set of indicators developed through the efforts of an
interagency group convened by State. FIND is scheduled to launch to the publicin 2016, and
will increase the use of data by enabling users to visualize data, perform customized
analyses, and share analytic approaches among agencies through a web-based platform.

USAID’s Economic Analysis and Data Services (EADS) partners with operating units and the
greater development community to meet their data needs. EADS’ team provides a central
source of data-driven analysis to support the goals of USAID. Through EADS, USAID has
direct access to more than 100 sources of international development data, over 65 years of
foreign assistance spending data, and a wealth of analytical tools and services that
disseminate information, enhance understanding, and inform data-driven decisions.



Using Program Evaluation and Program Assessment Findings

Below are just a few examples from around the world that highlight how lessons learned
through program evaluations and other program assessment activities have informed and
improved foreign assistance programs.

Synthesizing Evidence and Identifying Gaps for Further Investigation:

e |n addition to individual assessments, USAID has conducted or commissioned reviews of
evidence from evaluations. For example, the USAID E3 Bureau plans to conduct a sector
synthesis of all of its evaluations every year, and is producing a toolkit so that other Bureaus
can follow suit. In another example, the USAID PPL Bureau has worked with the
International Initiative for Impact Evaluation (3IE) to commission systematic reviews, which
summarize the best available evidence from evaluation around specific topics, and Evidence
Gap Maps, which highlight existing evidence and identify areas where further research is
needed.

President’s Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR):

e PEPFAR has shifted the way it works to control the HIV epidemic more effectively. This new
alignment is anchored in a data-driven approach that strategically targets populations at
greatest risk in geographic areas with the highest HIV-burden. As stated in the PEPFAR
Blueprint for Creating an AIDS-free Generation, we must go where the virus is and put our
resources where we can achieve the greatest impact. Expanding site-level data collection
and analyses across the entire PEPFAR initiative permits much improved geographic
mapping of the HIV epidemic at a granular level and supports decision-making to strengthen
programmatic impact and efficiency.

Malawi:

e The Support for Service Delivery Integration (SSD-I) evaluation assessed the effectiveness of
the SSD-I approach to increase availability and utilization of quality integrated Essential
Healthcare Package (EHP) services and its performance in strengthening Malawi's health
system. This evaluation was essential to providing the evidence used in the design of a new
Integrated Health Project for USAID/Malawi and decisions on investments in combining
health systems strengthening, behavior change communication and service delivery.

Peru:

e Asignificant positive finding of an impact evaluation of the second Poverty Reduction and
Alleviation project in Peru found that, between 2009 and 2012, poverty was reduced by 13
percent (from 55.8% to 42.4%) in the activity’s area of implementation, and that 3.2
percentage points of this reduction are directly attributable to our efforts.

South America Regional:

e The mid-term performance evaluation of the Amazon Malaria Initiative (AMI) found that
AMI has contributed to reducing cases of malaria in the Amazon region and, since 2008, in
Central America. The main achievements of AMI are monitoring the effectiveness and
resistance to anti-malarial drugs, enhancing drug management, and improving the quality of
diagnosis and treatment.



Georgia:

e An evaluation of State/USAID post-conflict reconstruction and stabilization programming in
Georgia, examined Section 1207 funding to assess whether the activities implemented
achieved their stated objectives. The evaluation found that the 1207 funds clearly served
their intended purpose and the nearly two dozen projects accomplished their stated
objectives. Lessons learned included planning for extra personnel, technical expertise and
specialized equipment as well as the need for flexibility; being prepared to build emergency
management capacity in the agencies receiving the funds; and establishing a no exceptions
requirement for performance management plans.

Middle East/North Africa:

e State’s Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs’ Assistance Coordination Office (NEA/AC) conducted
an assessment of Economic Growth (EG) programs across the Middle East and North Africa
(MENA) region. The goals of this assignment were to: (i) assist the office in documenting
the types of United States government economic assistance programs and activities being
implemented; (ii) identify which projects were working well and why; and (iii) assist in
aligning economic assistance programming with policy priorities. While the bulk of
programs were meeting or exceeding their goals, evaluators found some were not, due to
lack of stability in country and project design. Future programs will identify risks and
mitigation as well as establish benchmarks and best practices in design.

Philippines:

e A mid-term evaluation of the Partnership for Growth (PFG) found the PFG Philippines
initiative to have made progress in developing a true partnership. PFG has led to a complete
shift in how the US provides development assistance in the Philippines and to positive policy
reforms, with perceptions of improved economic growth. Evaluators found the absence of
an explicit M&E framework for the overall implementation of the country action plan made
it a challenge to determine the performance of PFG in the Philippines at midterm.

Syria:

e An evaluation of State activities carried out under the Syria Support Program (SSP) from
2012-2015 in support of selected radio and TV stations found that the intervention helped
lay the groundwork for inclusive debate. Although the stations were effective in countering
regime narratives, countering violent extremist narratives proved more dangerous. The
majority of stations were not yet sustainable without support. Given the baseline capacity
of stations, the nature of the assistance and external events, State will look at the entire
media sector holistically and focus on the quality of content with regard to news,
information and concepts of key importance.

Data Driven Reviews of Agency Priority Goals

State and USAID continue to conduct data-driven reviews of their Agency Priority Goals (APG),
which engage APG goal owners directly with senior agency officials. Both State and USAID have
found the data-driven reviews useful in focusing attention on pipelines, higher-level results,
program sustainability, target setting, reporting, interagency collaboration, and learning. The



data-driven reviews contributed to USAID and State making substantial progress toward their

APGs, in many cases meeting or exceeding the established targets. Examples of results achieved

to date for FY 2014-2015 APGs include:

e Assisting more than six million farmers and others in applying new technologies or
management practices, where increasing yields are leading to both improved nutrition and
increased incomes;

e Achieving the target of reducing all-cause under-five mortality by four deaths per 1,000 live
births;

e Strengthening the capacity of over 4,500 officials and practitioners in 30 countries through
participation in the Low Emission Development Strategies (LEDS) Global Partnership;

e Increasing the number of prime contract acquisition dollars obligated to U.S. small
businesses worldwide; and

e Reviewing over 90 percent of non-immigrant visa applications within three weeks of
application.

Using Geographic Information to Improve Programs

The USAID GeoCenter improves the effectiveness of USAID’s development programs by
geographically assessing where resources would likely maximize impact. The GeoCenter team
works directly with field missions and Washington-based bureaus to integrate geographic
analysis into the strategic planning, design, monitoring, and evaluation of USAID’s development
programs. To date, the GeoCenter has leveraged $32 million worth of high-resolution imagery
for development projects, at no cost to the Agency. In FY2015 alone, it provided imagery to 22
USAID programs in 17 countries. More than 600 USAID staff have been trained in the
“geographic approach to development” by the GeoCenter, and in an effort to build a global
network of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Specialists across the Agency, more than 25
USAID missions and technical offices in Washington have geospatial capacity. GeoCenter
analyses and maps of vulnerable livelihoods in Uganda, Ethiopia, and Bangladesh have
influenced USAID's 5-year strategic planning in each of those countries.

Development Innovation Ventures

USAID’s Development Innovation Ventures (DIV) uses a tiered approach to evidence-based
grant-making. DIV invests small amounts into new solutions, evaluates them rigorously, and
then invests more in the most promising solutions. DIV has invested in over 130 solutions with
over 40% being evaluated by a randomized control trial. Of these solutions, eight associated
research reports are in the process of being published in peer reviewed journals, and other
NGOs and/or governments are adapting six rigorously tested solutions for scale.
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FOREIGN OPERATIONS 26,829,815 7,598,084 34,457,899 2,489,961 26,793,020 9,612,225 36,405,245 26,101,850 9,634,800 35,736,650 (664,544)
U.S Agency for International Development 1,275,936 125,464 1,401,400 24,663 1,377,914 139,262 1,517,176 1,440,085 232,300 1,672,385 155,209
USAID Operating Expenses (OE) 1,090,836 125,464 1,216,300 19,037 1,143,614 139,262 1,282,876 1,306,340 98,460 1,404,800 121,924
Conflict Stabilization Operations (CSO) - - - - - - - - - -
USAID Capital Investment Fund (CIF) 130,815 - 130,815 - 168,300 - 168,300 66,145 133,840 199,985 31,685
USAID Inspector General Operating Expenses 54,285 - 54,285 5,626 66,000 - 66,000 67,600 - 67,600 1,600
Bilateral Economic Assistance 15,352,857 5,757,650 21,110,507 2,459,998 15,772,379 6,964,777 22,737,156 15,037,124 7,502,756 22,539,880 (197,276)
Global Health Programs (USAID and State) 8,458,110 - 8,458,110 8,503,450 - 8,503,450 8,576,500 - 8,576,500 73,050
Global Health Programs - USAID’ [2,788,110] - [2,788,110] 312,000 [2,833,450] - [2,833,450] [2,906,500] - [2,906,500] [73,050]
Global Health Programs - State [5,670,000] - [5,670,000] - [5,670,000] - [5,670,000] [5,670,000] - [5,670,000] -
Development Assistance (DA) 2,507,001 - 2,507,001 - 2,780,971 - 2,780,971 2,959,573 - 2,959,573 178,602
International Disaster Assistance (IDA) 560,000 1,335,000 1,895,000 1,436,273 874,763 1,919,421 2,794,184 125,000 1,832,000 1,957,000 (837,184)
Transition Initiatives (TI) 47,000 20,000 67,000 - 30,000 37,000 67,000 15,000 62,600 77,600 10,600
Complex Crises Fund (CCF) 20,000 30,000 50,000 - 10,000 20,000 30,000 10,000 20,000 30,000 -
Development Credit Authority - Subsidy (DCA) [40,000] - [40,000] - [40,000] - [40,000] [60,000] - [60,000] [20,000]
Development Credit Authority - Administrative Expenses 8,120 - 8,120 - 8,120 - 8,120 10,000 10,000 1,880
Economic Support Fund (EsF)"> > > > 7% 19 2,640,240 2,045,536 4,885,776 711,725 1,879,595 2,422,673 4,302,268 2,408,454 3,672,153 6,080,607 1,778,339
Democracy Fund 130,500 - 130,500 - 150,500 - 150,500 - - - (150,500)
Assistance for Europe, Eurasia & Central Asia (AEECA)8 - - - - 546,094 438,569 984,663 - - - (984,663)
Migration and Refugee Assistance (MRA)9 931,886 2,127,114 3,059,000 - 938,886 2,127,114 3,066,000 922,597 1,876,003 2,798,600 (267,400)
U.S. Emergency Refugee and Migration Assistance (ERMA) 50,000 - 50,000 - 50,000 - 50,000 10,000 40,000 50,000 -
Independent Agencies 1,331,500 - 1,331,500 - 1,363,500 - 1,363,500 1,460,400 - 1,460,400 96,900
Peace Corps 379,500 - 379,500 - 410,000 - 410,000 410,000 - 410,000 -
Millennium Challenge Corporation 899,500 - 899,500 = 901,000 - 901,000 1,000,000 - 1,000,000 99,000
Inter-American Foundation 22,500 - 22,500 - 22,500 - 22,500 22,200 - 22,200 (300)
U.S. African Development Foundation 30,000 - 30,000 - 30,000 - 30,000 28,200 - 28,200 (1,800)
Department of Treasury 23,500 - 23,500 - 23,500 - 23,500 33,500 - 33,500 10,000
International Affairs Technical Assistance 23,500 - 23,500 - 23,500 - 23,500 33,500 - 33,500 10,000
International Security Assistance 6,704,491 1,714,970 8,419,461 5,300 6,323,225 2,508,186 8,831,411 6,206,373 1,899,744 8,106,117 (725,294)
International Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement (TNCLE)3’ i 853,055 439,195 1,292,250 - 839,846 371,650 1,211,496 813,773 324,240 1,138,013 (73,483)
Nonproliferation, Antiterrorism, Demining and Related Programs (NADR)4 586,260 95,240 681,500 5,300 506,381 379,091 885,472 454,196 214,254 668,450 (217,022)
Peacekeeping Operations (PKO) 144,993 328,698 473,691 - 131,361 469,269 600,630 126,291 349,100 475,391 (125,239)
International Military Education and Training (IMET) 106,074 - 106,074 - 108,115 - 108,115 110,300 - 110,300 2,185
Foreign Military Financing (FMF)2 5,014,109 851,837 5,865,946 - 4,737,522 1,288,176 6,025,698 4,701,813 1,012,150 5,713,963 (311,735)
Multilateral Assistance 2,770,814 - 2,770,814 - 2,628,970 - 2,628,970 2,617,921 - 2,617,921 (11,049)
International Organizations and Programs6 340,010 - 340,010 - 339,000 - 339,000 332,900 - 332,900 (6,100)
Multilateral Development Banks and Related Funds 2,430,804 - 2,430,804 - 2,289,970 - 2,289,970 2,285,021 - 2,285,021 (4,949)
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development 186,957 - 186,957 - 186,957 - 186,957 5,963 - 5,963 (180,994)
International Development Association (IDA) 1,287,800 - 1,287,800 - 1,197,128 - 1,197,128 1,384,072 - 1,384,072 186,944
IDA Multilateral Debt Relief Initiative - - = = - - - - - - -
African Development Bank 32,418 - 32,418 - 34,118 - 34,118 32,418 - 32,418 (1,700)
African Development Fund (AfDF) 175,668 - 175,668 - 175,668 - 175,668 214,332 - 214,332 38,664
AfDF Multilateral Debt Relief Initiative - - = = - - - - - - -
Asian Development Bank 106,586 - 106,586 - 5,608 - 5,608 - - - (5,608)
Asian Development Fund 104,977 - 104,977 - 104,977 - 104,977 99,233 - 99,233 (5,744)
Inter-American Development Bank 102,020 - 102,020 - 102,020 - 102,020 21,940 - 21,940 (80,080)




FOREIGN ASSISTANCE REQUEST FY 2015 - FY 2017
($000)

FY 2016

FY 2015 FY 2015 OCO FY 2015 Actual FY 2015 Ebola .
Estimate

FY 2016 Estimate FY 2016 FY 2017 Request

Estimate Total Enduring

Enduring Actual Actual Total Response OCO

FY 2017 Request
0CO

FY 2017 Request
Total

Increase / Decrease

Enduring

Enterprise for the Americas Multilateral Investment Fund 3,378 3,378 - -
Global Environment Facility (GEF) 136,563 136,563 168,263 168,263 146,563 146,563 (21,700)
Clean Technology Fund’ 201,237 201,237 170,680 170,680 (170,680)
Strategic Climate Fund7’ 10 63,200 63,200 59,620 59,620 (59,620)
Green Climate Fund - - 250,000 250,000 250,000
North American Development Bank - 10,000 10,000 45,000 45,000 35,000
International Fund for Agricultural Development 30,000 30,000 31,930 31,930 30,000 30,000 (1,930)
Global Agriculture and Food Security Program = 43,000 43,000 23,000 23,000 (20,000)
Caribbean Catastrophic Risk Insurance Facility (CCRIF) = - 12,500 12,500 12,500
Global Infrastructure Facility - - 20,000 20,000 20,000
International Monetary Fund12 - - - - - -
Export & Investment Assistance (599,283) (599,283) (696,468) (696,468) (693,553) (693,553) 2,915
Export-Import Bank (425,870) (425,870) (473,250) (473,250) (433,400) (433,400) 39,850
Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC) (233,413) (233,413) (283,218) (283,218) (340,853) (340,853) (57,635)
U.S. Trade and Development Agency 60,000 60,000 60,000 60,000 80,700 80,700 20,700
Related International Affairs Accounts 87,374 87,374 91,224 91,224 95,275 95,275 4,051
International Trade Commission 85,381 85,381 88,850 88,850 92,866 92,866 4,016
Foreign Claims Settlement Commission 1,993 1,993 2,374 2,374 2,409 2,409 35
Department of Agriculture 1,657,626 1,657,626 1,917,626 1,917,626 1,547,045 - 1,547,045 (370,581)
P.L. 480, Title I 1,466,000 1,466,000 1,716,000 1,716,000 1,350,000 1,350,000 (366,000)
McGovern-Dole International Food for Education and Child Nutrition Programs 191,626 191,626 201,626 201,626 182,045 182,045 (19,581)
Local and Regional Procurement - - 15,000 15,000 15,000
Rescissions
Export & Investment Assistance (30,000) (30,000) - - - - - -
Export-Import Bank (30,000) (30,000) = -

Footnotes

1/ The FY 2015 OCO level includes Foreign Assistance Act sec. 610 transfers from FY 2014 International Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement-OCO account ($66.011 million), Foreign Military Financing-OCO ($10.5 million), and Nonproliferation, Antiterrorism, Demining and Related

Programs ($32.176 million).

2/ The FY 2015 OCO level includes the transfer of $14.583 million from the the FY 2015 Foreign Military Financing-OCO account to the Economic Support-OCO Fund.

3/ The FY 2015 OCO level includes the transfer of $4.0 million from the FY 2015 International Narcotics and Law Enforcement-OCO account to the Economic Support Fund-OCO account.

4/ The FY 2015 OCO level includes the transfer of $4.0 million from the FY 2015 Nonproliferation, Antiterrorism, Demining and Related Programs-OCO account to the Economic Support Fund account-OCO.

5/ The FY 2015 enduring level includes Foreign Assistance Act sec. 610 transfers from FY 2014 Nonproliferation, Antiterrorism, Demining and Related Programs account ($12.15 million), FY 2010 International Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement account ($12.468 million), and FY 2011
International Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement account ($13 million).

6/ The FY 2015 level includes the transfer of $4.16 million from the FY 2015 International Oganizations & Programs account to the Global Health Programs - USAID account.

7/ FY 2015 enduring level includes the transfer of $29.907 million from the Economic Support Fund to the Department of Treasury Clean Technology Fund ($16.607 million) and the Strategic Climate Fund ($13.3 million) in accordance with sec. 7060(c)(8) of the Consolidated and Further
Continuing Appropriation Act, 2015.

8/ The FY 2016 enduring level includes the transfer of $54.975 million from the FY 2016 International Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement account to the Assistance for Europe, Eurasia & Central Asia account.
9/ The FY 2016 enduring level includes the transfer of $7 million from the FY 2016 Economic Support Fund to the Migration and Refugee Assistance account.

10/ FY 2016 enduring level includes the transfer of $9.72 million from the Economic Support Fund to the Department of Treasury Strategic Climate Fund in accordance with sec. 7060(c)(5) of the Consolidated Appropriation Act, 2016.
12/ The FY 2016 level does not reflect the $86 million in emergency funding that was appropriatated to the International Monetary Fund.
13/ FY 2016 estimate total includes the enacted level of $88.500 million plus $0.342 million in carryover.
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Feed the Future

Initiative Overview

Foreign Assistance Program Overview

Although global hunger continues to decline, nearly 800 million people suffer from chronic hunger, while
45 percent of child deaths worldwide are attributable to undernutrition. The Feed the Future (FTF)
initiative is the United States' contribution to a global effort that supports country-owned processes to
improve food security. The President's FTF initiative, a USAID-led, whole-of-government effort, is the
primary vehicle through which the U.S. government is pursuing its global food security objectives. The
U.S. government and its partners invest in country-led, evidence-based strategies that are designed to
raise incomes of smallholder producers, improve nutrition, enhance food security, and address the root
causes of recurrent food crises in the Horn of Africa and elsewhere. The overall goals of the initiative
are to: 1) reduce the prevalence of poverty by 20 percent; and 2) reduce malnutrition as measured by the
prevalence of stunted children under five years of age by 20 percent, on average, in areas targeted for
investment (i.e. “geographic zones of influence”).

Request by Account and Fiscal Year

($in ) F\.(r 02t2|17 DA ESF GHP

TOTAL STATE/USAID 978,000 870,800 107,200  [108,500]
/Agriculture & Rural Development: Focus 901,200 835,800 65,400

Countries & Other Programs

Aligned Agriculture Programs 76,800 35,000 41,800

[Nutrition]* [108,500] [108,500]

! Funding for nutrition programs incorporated into FTF that is provided through Global Health Programs is requested
separately in the President’s Budget as part of the Global Health Initiative request.

Development Assistance (DA)

Address the Root Causes of Hunger, Poverty, and Food Crises by Investing in Agricultural Development
in FTF Focus Countries

The request of $441.5 million in Development Assistance for FTF focus countries is 45.1 percent of the
total FTF request. FTF funding will support focus country efforts to refine and implement a country-led,
comprehensive food security strategy to reduce hunger and under-nutrition and increase economic growth
through market-led agricultural development for smallholder producers In FY 2017, FTF will continue
to expand investments in climate resilient agriculture programming by promoting drought and heat
tolerant cereal varieties, expanding work on legumes to promote soil fertility, and scaling water and labor
conserving technologies such as drip irrigation and appropriately scaled mechanization.

FTF focus countries were identified on the basis of prevalence of chronic hunger and poverty in rural
communities; potential for rapid and sustainable agricultural-led growth; host government commitment to
country investment plans; and opportunities for regional synergies through trade. In FY 2017, FTF will
focus on the sustainability and scaling of FTF efforts by encouraging greater public and private sector
investment in the agriculture sector and supporting policy reforms that promote an effective business
enabling environment, help smallholder farmers’ access high quality inputs, strengthen land and resource
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rights, manage risk, and promote efficient and competitive markets and trading systems. These efforts
help host-countries sustainably develop their own agriculture sectors, utilizing increased economic growth
and trade to reduce poverty and hunger. FTF also addresses the root causes of recurrent food crises and
improving the resilience of vulnerable populations in these areas.

Both the breadth and depth of results observed under FTF to date provide strong evidence the initiative is
having an impact in the lives of millions of families around the world. In FY 2014, FTF assistance or
training reached nearly 19 million rural households and helped nearly 7 million smallholder farmers and
producers use new and better tools to generate food that sustains them. Some recent country-specific
results include those below.

Key Interventions:

Bangladesh: More than 120 million Bangladeshis live on less than $2 per day, 30 percent of women
are chronically under-nourished, and 41 percent of children under five are stunted. Since FTF began
working in Bangladesh, there has been a nearly 16 percent reduction in the number of people living
on under $1.25 per day in the FTF zone of influence, from 40.5 percent in late 2011 to 34.1 percent in
early 2015. In addition, there has been a 14.4 percent reduction in childhood stunting from 2011 to
2014 in two major areas where FTF programs are concentrated, from 38.2 percent to 32.7 percent.

In FY 2015, FTF established 1,280 farmer schools to instruct households on nutrition, behavior
change, and new and improved technologies in vegetable gardening, poultry farming, and fish
production. In FY 2015, one million farmers used improved aquaculture technologies or
management practices as a result of USAID’s efforts. USAID-supported farmers increased sales of
fish and shrimp from $103.0 million in FY 2014 to $127.0 million in FY 2015. FY 2017
investments will build upon activities that have already demonstrated significant impact. Programs
will promote the cultivation of high-value, nutritious commodities, such as horticulture and fish, to
increase the incomes of farmers and improve the availability of nutrient-dense foods in markets and
households. Funding will strengthen agricultural policies, regulations, and institutions that promote
the adoption of improved, climate resilient technologies, such as high yielding rice and vegetable
seeds, mechanization, and irrigation while working with the private sector.

Cambodia: Despite strong economic growth since the mid-1990s, Cambodia remains a low-income,
food-deficit country with approximately 10 percent of Cambodians living on less than $1.25 a day
and many more hovering just above the extreme poverty line. FTF is demonstrating impact, with a
21 percent reduction in childhood stunting from 2010 to 2014 in the FTF zone of influence, from 41.2
percent to 32.6 percent. In FY 2015, FTF activities provided training to more than 73,000 farmers in
good agricultural practices and new technologies and fostered linkages between farmers and
agribusinesses. As a result, farmers were able to increase sales of rice, vegetables and fish from $8.7
million in FY 2014 to $15.6 million in FY 2015. With FY 2017 funds, FTF will improve sustainable
production along the rice, fish, and horticulture value chains; improve income generation from
agriculture; and enhance target populations’ capacity to meet food and nutritional needs. Programs
will work with rural households, civil society, the private sector, and government to build the skills
and the expertise needed to achieve food security and meet the challenges posed by climate change.

Ethiopia: Operating in high-potential highland crop areas, semi-arid pastoralist lowland livestock
areas, and areas experiencing high levels of food insecurity, FTF supports the Government of
Ethiopia’s national development strategies for enhancing agricultural productivity, graduating citizens
from food aid dependency, and promoting nutrition. U.S. government and Government of Ethiopia
efforts have contributed to a nine percent reduction in stunting from 2011 and 2014. In FY 2015, by
providing training to beneficiary farmers and supporting domestic market linkages among
smallholder farmers, farmer organizations, and traders, FTF assisted smallholder farmers to sell 3.3
metric tons (MT) of improved chickpea varieties, achieving over $1.6 billion in additional sales. In
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FY 2017, FTF will focus on gender-inclusive agricultural market development for a combination of
staple, nutrient-rich commodities, such as maize, wheat, chickpeas, livestock, poultry, and dairy, and
higher-value crops such as coffee, sesame, and honey. These efforts will complement, and where
appropriate, will be integrated with ongoing humanitarian assistance activities to build the economic
resilience of vulnerable populations in areas of pastoralism and lesser agricultural productivity and to
mitigate the effects of severe drought. For example, early results indicate a 39 percent increase in
the value of livestock sales in the resilience focus zone in Ethiopia, with resilience-based activities
helping facilitate over $28.0 million in private sector investment.

Ghana: Between 2008 and 2014, stunting nationally in Ghana declined 33 percent, from 28 percent to
18.8 percent. Despite this success, development is not consistent across the country, with northern
Ghana’s poverty rates nearly twice that of the rest of the country and one-third of children in northern
Ghana stunted. In FY 2015, FTF reached 67,000 rural households through agriculture and nutrition
interventions. Nearly 27,000 farmers increased their maize yields to an average of 3.4 metric tons
per hectare (MT/ha) in FY 2015, compared to 1.59 MT/ha in 2012. This has resulted in an estimated
FY 2015 harvest of over 81,000 MT among FTF farmers. FTF works with farmers, fishing families,
coastal communities, and research partners to identify, adapt, and disseminate promising technologies
to intensify production, while mitigating emissions and natural resource depletion. This includes
drought-tolerant seeds, fertilizer deep placement, alternate wet-and-dry rice production, and
conservation agriculture. In FY 2017, FTF will focus on increasing the scale and depth of proven
activities to poor communities across the north, including increasing farmer productivity and the
resilience and nutrition of the very poor.

Guatemala: Guatemala has the highest rate of chronic malnutrition in the Western Hemisphere and
the sixth highest rate of stunting among children under five in the world. Working in the
impoverished but agriculturally-promising Western Highlands, FTF helped to increase the value of
incremental sales for horticulture from $4.4 million in FY 2014 to nearly $6.1 million in FY 2015 and
lead to the creation of over 2,800 new jobs. Given the prevalence of chronic malnutrition, FTF
activities emphasize nutrition-sensitive agriculture, including nutrition training to extension agents;
consistent nutrition messaging between projects; production of improved goats and bean varieties to
boost protein consumption; and promotion of home gardens for dietary diversity. In FY 2015
Guatemala suffered severe drought conditions due to El Nino. USAID will continue to help farmers
adapt and build resilience to adverse weather by employing climate smart agriculture techniques such
as improved drought resistant seed varieties. In FY 2017, FTF will continue its technical assistance
for agriculture and farm management practices, link farmers to markets, and increase the nutrition
impact of its agricultural projects. These activities are part of the U.S. Strategy for Engagement in
Central America to reduce hunger and increase economic growth through market-led agricultural
development.

Honduras: FTF targets extreme poverty and stunting in western Honduras, where more than 600,000
people live on incomes below the extreme poverty threshold of $1.25 per day and 40 percent of all
children are stunted. Between 2012 and 2014, average income increased by 55 percent among FTF
beneficiaries. Between 2011 and 2014, the prevalence of underweight children under 2 years in 230
target communities decreased by 56 percent. FTF is assisting 31 percent of extremely poor coffee
growers in the zone of influence and 14 percent of all coffee growers in the country. FTF assistance
helped to increase coffee sales from $36.3 million in FY 2014 to $49.8 million in FY 2015. By
improving the productivity of maize, one of the traditional staples, FTF activities allow smallholders
to invest more of their limited resources in high-value horticulture and coffee production. FY 2017
funding will reduce hunger and increase economic growth through market-led agricultural
development. USAID will continue to work with farmers through multiple climate smart
approaches, including new climate-resilient crop varieties and improved crop, water and soil
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management to help mitigate risks and prepare for climate-related disasters. In FY 2015, Honduras
suffered severe drought conditions due to El Nino. FTF will improve poor farmers’ access to
irrigation and other climate smart agriculture practices in those areas of the country most affected by
climate change, in order to increase their ability to manage future droughts and other natural disasters.
These activities are part of the U.S. Strategy for Engagement in Central America to reduce hunger
and increase economic growth through market-led agricultural development.

Kenya: In Kenya, FTF has helped achieve more than a 25 percent reduction in stunting in the areas of
the former Eastern and Nyanza provinces, where FTF programs have been working, from 36.25
percent in 2009 to 26.3 percent in 2014. FTF activities in FY 2015 enabled over 1.15 million people
to apply new technologies on 128,813 hectares. Through the application of improved horticultural
technologies or management practices by 100,000 farmers, FTF helped stimulate $107.0 million in
sales from targeted horticultural crops. FY 2017 funding will focus on increasing the production and
quality of products in the maize, dairy, horticulture, and livestock value chains. FTF will help to
diversify livelihoods, transform the livestock sector and strengthen associations and cooperatives in
the dry lands. To promote the economic resilience of vulnerable populations, FTF will invest in
comprehensive and integrated programs that combine livelihoods and livestock production with
marketing, financial services, nutrition, and women’s empowerment.

Malawi: Agriculture represents over 30 percent of the gross domestic product (GDP) for Malawi and
employs over 85 percent of the labor force. An estimated 51 percent of Malawi’s population lives in
poverty, while 47 percent of children under five are stunted. Agriculture production is largely
dependent on a single rainy season and remains highly vulnerable to recurring drought. In FY 2015,
FTF supported 15,000 smallholder farmers to plant 553 hectares of nutritious orange-fleshed sweet
potato, yielding 67,750 MT. This represents a 2.7 percent increase over the previous year
production. FY 2017 funding will support value chain development activities for legumes, including
ground nuts, and horticulture in south central Malawi and increase seed availability by working with
agro-producers to expand local seed production. Programs will build the organizational and
technical capacity of national and non-state stakeholders.

Mali: Over 43 percent of the population lives on less than $1.25 per day, with 70 percent of the
population living in rural communities. Despite ongoing security concerns, in FY 2015, FTF
assisted over 144,000 farmers to use improved technologies and management practices, an increase
from 62,000 farmers in 2014. This helped achieve additional sales of $15.8 million, an eight fold
increase over 2014. FY 2017 funds will support FTF activities in priority food commodities such as
rice, millet, sorghum, and livestock in the focus regions. Applied research on these crops from
FTF-supported programs will increase productivity and food security while improving nutrition status
of vulnerable populations. Improved productivity will be gained through: the development,
adaptation, dissemination, and scaling of technological innovations; expanded access to agricultural
inputs, reductions in regulatory barriers to cross-border trade, and increased capacity of producer
organizations and water user associations. Investments in Mali will improve the quality and volume
of animal production, animal health services, alternative feed sources, and market linkages. FTF will
also facilitate loans to small and medium sized agricultural enterprises to provide the capital needed
to fuel agro-business growth, with an emphasis on women-owned businesses.

Mozambique: About 55 percent of the people in Mozambique live on less than $1.25 per day, and 44
percent of children less than five years of age are stunted. In FY 2015, FTF -supported research
programs produced 48 MT of improved seed in priority crops such as cowpea, pigeon pea, and soy.
Production was 40 percent higher than in FY 2014, despite floods that affected several seed
multiplication fields in the provinces of Nampula and Zambezia. USAID also launched four new
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public-private partnerships which will benefit 50,000 smallholder farmers. FY 2017 funds will help
small and medium-scale farmers and rural enterprises in producing, marketing, processing, and
exporting agricultural products including oilseeds, fruits, and pulses, encourage increased investment
in agriculture, expand the availability of fortified foodstuffs and highly nutritious crops, and change
nutrition and sanitation behavior in target communities. FTF will continue to strengthen farmer
associations, cooperatives and agro-service centers to provide smallholders with linkages to markets.
FTF will also stimulate access to credit for micro, small, medium, and larger-sized enterprises along
the various agricultural value chains.

Rwanda: Agriculture continues to be one of the main drivers of growth and poverty reduction in
Rwanda, accounting for 33 percent of GDP. In FY 2015, over 100,000 farmers applied improved
technologies and management practices with the support of FTF. Farmers applied improved
post-harvest handling technologies, such as maize shellers and drying equipment, and were able to
reduce post-harvest losses and earn $27.7 million in incremental sales. FY 2017 resources will
continue to strengthen beans, maize, and dairy productivity through market-driven interventions while
expanding the application of climate smart agricultural techniques. FTF activities will also increase
the availability of animal sourced protein to decrease stunting while meeting the nutritional needs of
Rwandans, with a special emphasis on women and children under the age of five.

Senegal: Vulnerable to variations in rainfall and commodity prices, Senegal’s agricultural sector is
dominated by smallholder producers. FTF activities facilitate linkages between buyers,
smallholders, and service providers; improve production, marketing, and consumption of nutritious
foods; and strengthen the policy environment for private sector investments. In FY 2015, FTF
interventions benefited 138,953 rural households, and over 120,000 farmers and other individuals
were trained on using improved technologies and management practices. FTF farmers produced a
total of 160,000 MT of cereals in FY 2015, generating $1.2 million in additional sales for these
farmers. In FY 2017, investments in Senegal will continue to scale innovative value chain activities,
including certified seed production and distribution, improving processing and storage capacity, and
facilitating access to capital and markets. Activities such as conservation agriculture, rain index
insurance, and the use of drought-tolerant varieties will be expanded to help more farmers adapt to
changing rainfall patterns.

Tanzania: In Tanzania, over 42 percent of children are stunted and 43 percent of the population lives
on $1.25 per day or less. In FY 2015, FTF helped 164,750 producers adopt new technologies and
agricultural management practices and apply them to 167,755 hectares of smallholder farmland,
representing 80 percent more farmers reached than in FY 2014. In 2015, in horticulture, over 52,000
producers achieved $17.8 million in sales, totaling over 825,000 MT in sales, with targeted
horticultural crops showing an aggregate yield increase of 37 percent over the previous year, and
producers earned average gross margins of $3,906 per hectare per cropping cycle, boosting on-farm
net income by 88 percent as compared to 2014. FTF will address poverty and stunting in FY 2017
through a suite of interventions, including farmer to market development in rice, maize, and
horticulture. Funding will be invested in: farm-to-market roads and other rural infrastructure; food
processing and fortification; improved nutrition behaviors; policy analysis and recommendations;
research and development; and leadership training.

Uganda: Agriculture is the mainstay of Uganda’s economy, accounting for approximately 27 percent
of GDP, employing nearly 72 percent of the labor force. Data indicates a 16 percent decrease in
poverty in rural areas, including where FTF works, from 27.2 percent in 2009-2010 to 22.8 percent in
2012-2013. National poverty levels declined from 24.5 percent to 19.7 percent over the same period.
FY 2017 funding will support increased access to drought and disease resistant crop varieties,
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including Uganda’s staple maize, and will scale up research and the adoption of vitamin-enriched
staples, such as sweet potatoes. Assistance will also support Ugandan private and public sector
institutions to improve the enabling environment for agricultural development, trade, and adaptation
to climate change. Funding will help to: increase the production of maize, legumes, and coffee;
improve market linkages; expand financial services that support the agriculture sector and provide
support for trade-related sanitary standards and quality management systems.

Zambia: Agriculture is Zambia’s second major industry and employs 80 percent of the population.
Despite poor rains attributed to an El Nino weather pattern and a decrease in maize yields in FY 2015,
compared to the previous year, maize production still had a significant surplus. This is in contrast to
prior El Nino years when the country was required to import food aid. Surplus production in a year
with poor rains is a testament to the widespread use of improved seeds and conservation agriculture
practices. Maize yields for beneficiary farmers averaged 2.43 MT/ha in FY 2015, compared to
national averages of 1.75 MT/ha. FY 2017 funding will support Zambian smallholder farmers and
will increase food security by focusing on: diversifying agricultural productivity; expanding value
chains, market linkages, and small farmers’ access to domestic and regional markets; enacting policy
reforms to better enable private sector investments; improving economic resilience of the most
vulnerable households, with a focus on nutrition and its linkages to agriculture; and increasing the
sustainability of Zambia’s natural resource base.

Address the Root Causes of Hunger, Poverty, and Food Crises by Investing in Agricultural Development

in FTF Aligned Agricultural Programs

Key Interventions:

FTF requests $35.0 million in Development Assistance to work with aligned countries to implement
agricultural development programs. This is 3.6 percent of the total request.

Guinea: To address ongoing food insecurity, FY 2017 FTF resources will support farmers with
activities aimed at improving production and marketing, as well as household nutrition. Activities
will provide training and technical assistance at the local and national levels to improve growth in
agriculture. By building sustainable production systems linked to markets, FTF will assist producers
in Guinea withstand future shocks.

Nigeria: The agriculture sector in Nigeria has the potential to reduce poverty and serve as a major
productive sector in the economy. Developing the sector enhances opportunities for both skilled and
unskilled labor and contributes to regional food security. During FY 2015, over 261,000
smallholders applied improved technologies or management practices, resulting in the production of
763,019 MT of agricultural commodities valued at $334.0 million, with FTF -assisted households
achieving over $116.0 million in additional sales over baseline sale values. In FY 2017, FTF
resources for Nigeria will increase productivity and reduce post-harvest losses for important West
African crops, such as rice and cassava. To address the needs of vulnerable groups, funding will
support nutrition interventions, access to financial services, and agricultural activities that improve
household income and nutrition. Resources will also be used to improve the enabling environment
for agricultural growth and business development, including working with the Government of Nigeria
to build policy analysis skills, improving the trade environment, and promoting laws and regulations
which foster private sector investment and the dissemination of improved agricultural technologies.
Improved trade in agricultural products between Nigeria and neighboring countries will benefit the
entire region.
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Sierra [Leone: To address food insecurity and reduce poverty, the U.S. government has been working
with the Government of Sierra Leone, who has made agriculture its top priority. Agriculture has the
potential to improve household wealth, generate employment, and trigger private sector development,
as the sector employs about 75 percent of the workforce and accounts for 56 percent of Gross
National Product. FY 2017 FTF resources will support farmers with activities aimed at improving
production and marketing, the enabling environment for private sector investment, and household
nutrition.

Expand Local and Regional Trade, Harmonized Regulatory Standards and Practices, and Other

Transnational Initiatives for Raising Agricultural Incomes and Productivity at the Household and

Community Level and Through Private Enterprise

Key Interventions:

FTF regional programs will promote expanded access to regional markets; mitigate risks associated
with drought, disaster, and disease; and build the long-term capacity of regional organizations to
address regional challenges. The FY 2017 request includes $88.4 million in DA funding for regional
programs, representing 9 percent of the total request.

Regional FTF programs will continue to: help establish and implement common regulatory standards;
support trade, tariff, and macroeconomic policy reform; establish and strengthen regional commodity
exchanges and associations; coordinate infrastructure investments to support regional development
corridors; build and strengthen regional research networks to promote dissemination of low cost and
accessible technologies; and support cross-border management of natural resources.

Regional programs will support the scaling-up of best practices to reduce the vulnerability of
communities, including in the dry lands of the Horn of Africa and the Sahel. Activities will also link
vulnerable smallholders to markets, diversify incomes, and improve intra-regional trade.

Transformed Production Systems and Improved Nutrition

Key Interventions:

With $144.4 million in the FY 2017 request (representing 14.8 percent of the total FTF request),
USAID will continue to lead implementation of the FTF Research Strategy by engaging and
leveraging research and policy expertise from U.S. universities, international research centers, the
private sector, and local institutions in partner countries to solve development challenges. Human
and institutional capacity development (HICD) programs related to research, education, extension,
and policy advice are an integral component of research and development programs. Research,
HICD, technology scaling efforts, and policy expertise are among the most critical elements to
provide technologies and opportunities to farmers and other rural poor people to drive the inclusive
agricultural growth and improved nutrition needed to achieve the FTF goal of reducing hunger and
poverty. These programs aim to improve agricultural productivity, increase incomes, and enhance
household nutrition through focused research on the development and dissemination of improved
agricultural technologies and best practices, the implementation of enhanced agricultural policies, and
targeted human and institutional capacity building.

Funding will support agriculture and food security policy research, capacity development, and scaling
of innovative technologies. Funding will help smallholder farmers adapt to climate change and build
resilience; improve the production and processing of safe, nutritious agricultural products; develop
new animal vaccines, as well as crops and animals resistant to pests and diseases; integrate
small-scale irrigation, mechanization, crop and animal diversification, resource-conserving
technologies, and geospatial analysis in smallholder production systems; and strengthen the capacity
of partner governments and institutions to achieve inclusive agricultural growth and improved
nutrition.
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Research on the production and processing of safe, nutritious agricultural products will be closely
linked to extension and outreach, and to an ongoing learning agenda on factors affecting household
nutrition, with a goal of preventing undernutrition, especially in women and children. The research
and capacity development agenda includes improving access to and utilization of fruits, vegetables,
meat, fish, dairy and legumes, and understanding the influence of environmental factors such as water
contamination and mycotoxins, which affect stunting through their impact on the immune system.

Inclusive Agriculture Sector Growth through Market-Based Innovation, Partnerships, Technologies, and

Policies

Key Interventions:

FTF strives to reduce poverty, fight hunger and improve nutrition by increasing the productivity and
profitability of smallholder farmers around the world through a diverse portfolio that combines
market-led innovation and dissemination of technology, private sector engagement and partnerships,
and activities that enable and accelerate private investment, improve access to finance, and provide
risk management options to farmers. Through FTF, programs aim to help address the agricultural
investment gap in developing countries through activities to catalyze increased private investment,
which will provide much needed products and services to smallholder farmers and agricultural value
chains, commercialize and scale promising new technologies, create jobs, and raise incomes. The
FY 2017 request includes $37.5 million to support these efforts, representing 3.8 percent of the
request.

FTF will support public-private alliances in sustainable agriculture and improved food security and
nutrition. Funding will support new approaches to food security through innovative partnerships that
improve market access for food-insecure households in focus countries.

Markets are critical to improving productivity and profitability for smallholders with the potential to
become commercially viable. FY 2017 funding will continue to support innovative market-led
programs, including risk-mitigation mechanisms to improve farmers’ resilience and access to tailored
forms of financial services, including savings, crop insurance, farm inputs finance, and digital
financial services.

Strengthened Planning and Implementation of Food Security and Resilience Programming

Key Interventions:

With $106.0 million in requested resources, FTF will support regional and country-led efforts to
address the root causes of food insecurity and vulnerability among chronically vulnerable rural
communities caught at the intersection of poverty, hunger and malnutrition and exposure to shocks
and stresses. These programs seek to both improve these well-being outcomes and the ability of
households and communities to mitigate, adapt to and recover from shocks and stresses. Ultimately,
these activities, along with other Feed the Future programs, will help reduce the need for repeat,
large-scale humanitarian food aid responses in areas subject to recurrent crises. This represents 10.8
percent of the total request.

Funding will support programs that expand economic opportunities, including improving and
diversifying livelihoods and increasing the range of microfinance options for vulnerable populations
such as insurance and savings. These programs help to reduce vulnerability to production, income,
and market disruptions related to droughts, floods, and food price volatility and exacerbated by
longer-term stresses such as population pressure and climate change. Finally, these programs
strengthen the health and nutrition of vulnerable populations and help strengthen community-based,
disaster risk management to enable vulnerable households and communities to more effectively
manage through shocks such as drought.
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Increased Accountability and Learning through Evidence of FTF Results and Impacts: Monitoring and
Evaluation ensures that FTF maximizes results with the resources invested. Funding will support
program evaluation, performance monitoring, and knowledge-sharing activities that provide and promote
empirical evidence to inform programming and investment decisions.

Key Intervention:

e  With $18.0 million in requested FY 2017 resources, FTF will conduct and support evaluations of FTF
programs, implement population-level impact surveys, develop monitoring and evaluation tools for
use across the FTF initiative, and help strengthen the statistical systems and capacities of partner
countries to generate reliable data for strategic planning and monitoring of agricultural and
socio-economic indicators.

Economic Support Fund (ESF)

Address the Root Causes of Hunger, Poverty, and Food Crises by Investing in Agricultural Development
in FTF Focus Countries

Key Interventions:

e The request includes $34.0 million in Economic Support Funds for FTF focus countries (3.5 percent
of the total request). FTF funding will support focus country efforts to refine and implement
country-led comprehensive food security strategies to reduce hunger and increase economic growth
through market-led agricultural development.

e Haiti: Haiti is the poorest country in the Western Hemisphere, and nearly a third of the population is
food insecure. Agricultural development is central to Haiti’s long-term efforts to grow its economy,
reduce poverty and hunger, and promote a healthy population. In FY 2015, improved production and
commercialization practices significantly decreased the rejection rate of mangoes at export packing
houses, contributing to an average 83 percent increase in mango-related income. In 2015, Haiti
experienced its strongest drought in 35 years due to El Nino, following several consecutive years of
dry conditions. To build resilience to recurrent drought and flooding, the FTF program successfully
inaugurated the Riviere Grise water diversion structure in FY 2015, which will irrigate over 8,000
hectares of the Cul-de-Sac plain, benefiting approximately 10,000 farmers. Ongoing climate
forecasts estimate drought-related challenges will continue to affect food security across the country
during upcoming crop seasons. To address these recurring challenges, FTF investments in FY 2017
will increase agricultural productivity, stabilize watersheds to improve water and soil conservation,
and strengthen agricultural markets.

e Liberia: Agriculture accounts for one half of Liberia’s GDP, and more than two-thirds of Liberians
depend on agriculture for their livelihood. In FY 2015, FTF assisted 19,300 rice farmers in
producing and selling rice valued at over $3.0 million. Support for vegetable farmers increased sales
value over 500 percent from FY 2014 — FY 2015. In FY 2017, funding will focus on helping the
production and marketing of basic staples, such as rice and cassava; expanding income generating
opportunities; and increasing dietary diversity and creating alternatives to bush meat through
vegetable horticulture and goat husbandry programs. FTF will promote cross-cutting support in food
security, including agriculture policy advocacy and research such as pricing and trade policies;
coordinate partnerships with the Ministry of Agriculture and private companies to deliver extension
services; and will improve market structures such as market price information systems.

e Nepal: The prevalence of poverty and undernutrition are high in the original Nepal FTF zone of
influence, comprised of 20 hill and Terai districts in the far-western, mid-western, and western
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regions. Approximately 32.5 percent of the target population lives on less than $1.25 per day and
45.2 percent of children under age two are stunted, compared to national population rates of 24.6
percent for poverty and 41 percent for stunting. In FY 2015, FTF helped over 84,000 farmers (51
percent female) apply improved technologies or management practices on over 76,778 hectares and
achieve over $71.8 million in farm-level incremental sales. After the devastating earthquake which
struck Nepal in April 2015, FTF expanded to a second zone of influence in four districts in the central
and eastern hills. By integrating focused value chain activities into a larger food security and
resilience project, FTF will reach an additional 50,000 direct and over 200,000 indirect beneficiaries.
FY 2017 FTF funding will focus on increasing smallholder farmer production of vegetables and
improving the production and accessibility of livestock and staple food crops such as rice, maize, and
lentils. Funds will improve irrigation systems and promote seed, fertilizer, and technology use to
increase overall productivity and household incomes. Training will be provided to smallholder
farmers, input service providers, and extension agents from multiple ethnic and caste groups on best
production methods, nutrition, hygiene, and female-friendly farming methods. By mitigating food
security shocks, FY 2017 funds will contribute to the long-term agricultural development and
resilience of the country.

Tajikistan: Tajikistan’s agriculture sector accounts for 27 percent of its gross domestic product. Yet,
Tajikistan is a chronically food insecure country with 26 percent of children under five stunted
country-wide and 30 percent of children under five years stunted in the FTF zone of influence. In
FY 2015, FTF activities helped to provide improved irrigation services to over 176,000 households.
Training on nutrition and maternal and child health reached over 636,000 people and 119,560
children under the age of five. As the result of workshops and mobilization activities on
breastfeeding since early 2014, the number of mothers continuing breastfeeding for children 18 to 23
month increased from 36.8 percent to 67.2 percent. FY 2017 funding will promote food security by:
improving food production through fostering better inputs, extension, technology, and practices for
small-holder farmers; improving household food utilization to address stunting and under-nutrition;
reforming rural irrigation systems; increasing the use of improved agricultural inputs; and facilitating
linkages among agricultural actors with the goal of increasing the production and profitability of the
agriculture sector. Programs will help to strengthen the development of a market economy in
Tajikistan through land reform and land market development, as well as increase public demand for
implementation of agrarian reforms.

Address the Root Causes of Hunger, Poverty, and Food Crises by Investing in Agricultural Development

in FTF Aligned Agricultural Programs

Key Interventions:

FTF will provide $41.8 million in Economic Support Funds to work with aligned countries,
representing 4.3 percent of the total request.

Burma: Burma is a resource-rich country with access to large and growing markets, but a quarter of
the country’s people still survive on less than $1.25 per day and 35 percent of children are stunted.
Decades of isolation, compounded by cumbersome regulations and unpredictable policies have stifled
agricultural development, which continues to employ 66 percent of the population. Following
successful elections in November 2015, Burma’s democratic transition will offer significant
opportunities to improve food security through key policy reforms and investment in inclusive
agriculture sector growth. In FY 2015, Burma’s FTF results in food security policy and value chain
development created a foundation for agriculture sector transformation. FTF activities supported a
first-of-its-kind inclusive policy development process for the landmark National Land Use Policy, an
essential step in recognizing the land rights of Burma’s people. FTF activities also performed
assessments to build the evidence base for future agriculture sector reforms, initiated farmer training
in good agricultural practices in the soy and coffee value chains, and introduced the innovative
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fertilizer deep placement technology. FY 2017 FTF funding will empower small-scale farmers and
assist small and medium enterprises to improve livelihoods, alleviate poverty and deepen the
country’s nascent reforms. Activities will promote increased productivity and producer incomes by
expanding farmers’ access to agricultural inputs, finance, and markets; work with the public and
private sectors; and promote a positive policy enabling environment. Efforts to strengthen the link
between food production, nutrition and health will continue with interventions to address the needs of
vulnerable groups.

Democratic Republic of Congo: The DRC is ranked 176 out of 182 in the Human Development
Index, and according to the World Bank, has the highest rate of extreme poverty (70 percent) in the
world. In FY 2015, USAID co-organized the first international coffee cupping competition in the
DRC. International judges awarded scores of high scores to the three USAID-supported
cooperatives to signify the coffee is of specialty grade, encouraging greater demand from
international buyers and increased sales. Building on coffee production of 45 tons by
USAID-supported cooperatives in FY 2014, participant coffee producers increased average farm
productivity by over 400 percent to 191 tons of coffee in FY 2015. Coffee sold to international
buyers received an average price of $5.50 per kg, three to four times higher than the price than the
price normally received from local traders. Activities in FY 2017 will target staple and cash crops,
focusing on enhancing yields from farmer's fields, improving post-harvest processing and value
addition, and facilitating market linkages. FTF will engage at the policy and national institution
level to build an enabling environment for broader agricultural transformation, helping to increase
profitability and facilitate wider adoption of improved practices. USAID expects its investments to
increase farmer incomes and provide enhanced community stability, particularly in the
conflict-affected eastern DRC.

Egypt: Nearly 30 percent of Egyptians are employed in the agriculture sector. In Upper Egypt,
where most FTF interventions are focused, poverty rates are over 40 percent. In FY 2015, FTF
began implementing a new project which aims to improve the livelihoods of rural households in
Upper Egypt, including smallholder farmers, laborers, women, unemployed youth, and entrepreneurs
by strengthening sustainable, high-value fruit and vegetable supply chains for domestic and export
markets. Programs in FY 2017 will seek to: catalyze the production of high value commercial
horticulture value chains; improve smallholder productivity; link smallholders to market channels and
agribusinesses; and continue to improve compliance with quality standards, such as Global Good
Agriculture Practice (Global GAP) and Fair Trade, to improve smallholder access to local and
international fresh produce and processed food markets and consequently improve their
socio-economic conditions on a sustainable basis. FTF will also support workforce development,
youth employment, and improved nutrition behaviors throughout the agriculture sector.

Georgia: Food security remains an important domestic issue in Georgia. In FY 2015, FTF provided
$1.8 million in grants for 22 agribusinesses (including 10 women-owned businesses), while
leveraging nearly $8.0 million in private sector investment commitments. These investments helped
transfer new agricultural technologies to over 57,000 farmers, improved management on over
320,000 hectares of land, and facilitated $10.4 million in new commercial financing. FY 2017
funding will address competitiveness by increasing the productivity and sales of individual firms.
FTF will provide technical assistance to the Government of Georgia to remove constraints to
productivity in the business environment; improve agricultural policy analysis and formulation; and
enhance agricultural education and extension services. Activities will: support rural enterprise
development; link small-scale farmers to agribusinesses; facilitate domestic and regional market
linkages; introduce modern value-adding technologies; facilitate access to rural credit; strengthen
agricultural associations; support product consolidation and marketing; improve post-harvest handling
practices; and expand agriculture storage capacity.
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South Sudan: Despite the challenges in program implementation posed by ongoing conflict, USAID
helped to expand domestic production beyond subsistence by supporting improved on-farm
management techniques and technologies. In FY 2015, more farmers were able to grow surplus
crops, extending production beyond their immediate subsistence needs and, as a result, were able to
create a market for staple crops produced in South Sudan’s Greenbelt agro-ecological zone. Support
for farmer-based organizations and cooperatives helped aggregate surplus production to sell to the
World Food Program’s Purchase for Progress initiative. FY 2017 funding will enable smallholder
farmers, including women, to increase their knowledge of modern farming practices and their access
to high-yielding seeds and other agricultural inputs and storage and marketing techniques. FTF will
continue expansion of local production to address market needs more broadly and address food
security needs, in collaboration with humanitarian efforts.

Yemen: Agriculture employs over half of the country’s economically active workforce and is the
foundation of the country’s rural society. However, during the past decade, agricultural production
has decreased, resulting in food shortages, extremely high dependency on expensive food imports,
high unemployment, and increased poverty, hunger and malnutrition. FTF activities in Yemen were
suspended in FY 2015 due to escalating insecurity that developed into a devastating civil war. In
FY 2017, FTF activities seek to build on continuing humanitarian assistance and address some of the
consequences of this crisis on food security and agriculture. Depending on the permissiveness of the
environment and priority needs identified in post-conflict assessments, these programs may support
agricultural extension services, community-level investments in water, repairs of basic tools and
machinery in agricultural areas, and community-level investments in key agricultural value chains to
increase crop yields for domestic consumption and improve market access. The specifics of
development assistance efforts will also be dependent on governance structures in Yemen in

FY 2017.

Zimbabwe: Although Zimbabwe’s economy and food security situations have improved since the
economic collapse of 2008/2009, vulnerable households still struggle to either grow or procure
sufficient food. The heavy reliance on rain-fed agriculture, weak markets, inefficient policies, and
high levels of poverty continue to threaten vulnerable households’ ability to either grow or procure
sufficient food. In FY 2015, significant portions of the country experienced total or near total crop
failure due to a production season marked by erratic rains and long dry spells. FY 2017 funding will
continue to promote self-sufficiency of rural households by decreasing the reliance on humanitarian
assistance through training in improved technologies and management practices for a variety of high
value and staple food crops, dairy, and livestock. Activities will promote market-oriented
production, farm-to-market linkages, and increase access to finance for farmers and agribusiness.

Sustain Agricultural Investments through U.S. Cooperation with India on Global Food and Nutrition

Security

Key Interventions:

Through trilateral cooperation efforts, FTF will continue to leverage the significant expertise,
research capabilities, investment, and leadership of India for the benefit of FTF focus countries.
$3.0 million is proposed to fund FTF strategic partnership programs.

India: In FY 2015, FTF supported the pilot of cost effective, accessible technologies, such as a solar
conduction drier in Kenya. The technology, originally developed in India, is now being used by
women’s groups in Kenya to process and preserve perishable fruits and vegetables that significantly
enhances shelf life and increased market value. FTF programs also leveraged an additional $1.5
million in private sector funds and facilitated 42 public-private partnerships to increase the scale and
longevity of FTF interventions. In FY 2017, FTF will continue to advance triangular cooperation
with FTF focus countries in Africa and Asia on capacity transfer and the uptake of innovative
technologies, while leveraging additional funding from the private sector and government-to-
government initiatives.
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Expand Local and Regional Trade, Harmonized Regulatory Standards and Practices, and Other
Transnational Initiatives for Raising Agricultural Incomes and Productivity at the Household and
Community Level and Through Private Enterprise

Key Interventions:

o FTF regional programs will promote expanded access to regional markets; mitigate risks associated
with drought, disaster, and disease; and build the long-term capacity of regional organizations to
address regional challenges.

e FTF will continue to address the impact of climate change in Central America through the further
integration of climate-smart agriculture activities. Working with Mexico and Canada, $28.0 million
will be used to develop a coordinated plan for these efforts and to catalyze investments by
governments and other partners in the region around these activities. Additional details on this
multilateral funding are included in the President’s Budget as part of the Global Climate Change
Initiative.

Global Health Programs (GHP)

Nutrition: Nutrition is a key point of intersection between food security and health, and is a key outcome
for both the Global Health and FTF Initiatives. Nutrition affects every aspect of human development,
and is both a cause and consequence of poverty. Under-nutrition contributes to 45 percent of all deaths
among children under five. In May 2014, the USAID Multi-Sectoral Nutrition Strategy was launched,
presenting a new model of development that harnesses science and data to inform innovative approaches
in nutrition. New analysis of the causes of hidden hunger and under-nutrition has enabled us to
strategically target our work in the first 1,000 days from pregnancy to a child’s second birthday.

With $108.5 million, Global Health will provide leadership and technical assistance to priority countries
in both the Global Health and FTF initiatives to facilitate the introduction and scale up of nutrition
activities, with a focus on the first 1,000 days to achieve maximum impact. Nutrition activities focus on
the prevention and treatment of under-nutrition through integrated services that support improved
nutrition of pregnant and lactating women; exclusive breastfeeding practices and infant and young child
feeding practices; diet quality and diversification through fortified or bio-fortified staple foods,
specialized food products, and community gardens; and micronutrient supplementation and community
management of acute malnutrition. Investments include expanding the evidence base for nutrition to
guide policy reform and better nutrition programs, and building capacity to design, implement, and report
on food and nutrition programs while strengthening coordination and integration with other programs.

Performance Information in the Budget and Planning Process

Key Program Monitoring and Evaluation Activities: Evaluations provide critical information about how
FTF programs are working and what results are being achieved, in line with the USAID Evaluation
Policy.

e To date, monitoring and evaluation funds have been used to conduct two rounds of population
surveys in FTF countries, assess and build partner country agricultural data and statistical systems,
and design and conduct data over 20 impact evaluations. These surveys and evaluations are designed
to assess current trends and progress toward FTF goals of reducing poverty and childhood stunting in
focus country zones of influence.

e InFY 2015, USAID commissioned an inventory and synthesis of all evaluations conducted on FTF
investments to date. The synthesis examines and integrates findings from approximately 200
evaluations and will be used by USAID as evidence to build smarter, more cost-effective programs in
FY 2017.

e USAID continues to promote the use of the Gender Integration Framework (GIF) tool to identify
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constraints to achieving women’s empowerment in the agriculture sector and the programmatic
approaches to best address these constraints in current and future programming. The GIF builds on
the logic and results of the innovative Women’s Empowerment in Agriculture Index, which tracks
women’s empowerment and gender parity across five domains (production, resources, income,
leadership, and time use).

Use of Monitoring and Evaluation Results in Budget, Policy, or Programmatic Choices: The monitoring

and evaluation activities conducted informed the following actions and decisions regarding the FY 2017
budget:

Funding in FY 2017 will support the incorporation of monitoring and evaluation results in the
revisions to country funding levels, based on programmatic and financial performance, to ensure that
funding is focused in areas and activities demonstrating the greatest potential to reduce levels of
poverty and stunting. It will also focus on nutrition sensitive agriculture to sustain gains in nutrition
and to reach FTF’s ambitious stunting reduction targets.

As data on impact indicators are received and analyzed, progress against the FTF goals of reducing
poverty and stunting will be assessed and plans will be developed for adjusting country strategies and
program implementation to most effectively use resources and achieve country-level targets across
the initiative.

Climate change is bringing new challenges to the agriculture sector. Utilizing the best available
science to understand the effect of climate variability on agricultural productivity in FTF assisted
countries, FTF will continue to support agricultural development approaches that use resources
efficiently, protect and conserve the environment, utilize the best practices and technologies available,
and reduce the risk for smallholder farmers.
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Feed the Future - Global Hunger and Food Security Initiative - FY 2017

($ in thousands) FY 2017 Total DA ESF

TOTAL 1,086,500 870,800 107,200
Nutrition (GHP Account) 108,500 -
State/USAID - Agriculture and Rural Development 978,000 870,800 107,200
Focus Countries 475,500 441,500 34,000

Bangladesh 55,000 55,000

Cambodia 8,000 8,000

Ethiopia 60,000 60,000

Ghana 38,000 38,000

Guatemala 17,000 17,000

Haiti 9,000 - 9,000

Honduras 15,000 15,000

Kenya 40,000 40,000

Liberia 7,000 - 7,000

Malawi 16,000 16,000

Mali 24,500 24,500

Mozambique 19,500 19,500

Nepal 11,000 - 11,000

Rwanda 24,500 24,500

Senegal 28,000 28,000

Tajikistan 7,000 - 7,000

Tanzania 54,000 54,000

Uganda 30,000 30,000

Zambia 12,000 12,000
Strategic Partners 3,000 - 3,000

India 3,000 - 3,000
Regional Programs 116,760 88,360 28,400

USAID Africa Regional 2,000 2,000

USAID Asia Regional 900 900

USAID Central America Regional 1,500 1,500

USAID Country Support (BFS) 24,260 24,260

USAID East Africa Regional 20,000 20,000

USAID Latin America and Caribbean Regional 1,000 1,000

USAID Middle East Regional (MER) 400 - 400

USAID Regional Development Mission-Asia (RDM/A) 2,700 2,700

USAID Sahel Regional Program 10,000 10,000

USAID Southern Africa Regional 7,000 7,000

USAID West Africa Regional 19,000 19,000

Office of Global Food Security 28,000 - 28,000
Research and Development 144,400 144,400

BFS - Board for International Food and Agricultural Development (BIFAD) 400 400

BFS - Research and Development 144,000 144,000
Monitoring and Evaluation 18,000 18,000

BFS - Monitoring and Evaluation 18,000 18,000
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Feed the Future - Global Hunger and Food Security Initiative - FY 2017

$ ousand 0 ota DA

Markets, Partnerships and Innovation 37,540 37,540
BFS - Markets, Partnerships and Innovation 37,540 37,540

Economic Resilience 106,000 106,000
BFS - Community Development 80,000 80,000
BFS - Disaster Risk Reduction 5,000 5,000
BFS - Market Access for Vulnerable Populations 21,000 21,000

Aligned Agricultural Programs 76,800 35,000 41,800
Burma 14,000 - 14,000
Democratic Republic of the Congo 4,000 - 4,000
Egypt 4,000 - 4,000
Georgia 3,500 - 3,500
Guinea 6,000 6,000
Nigeria 23,000 23,000
Sierra Leone 6,000 6,000
South Sudan 8,000 - 8,000
Yemen 4,300 - 4,300
Zimbabwe 4,000 - 4,000

*These numbers do not include agriculture development funding in Afghanistan, Irag, and Pakistan
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Global Climate Change Initiative

Initiative Overview

The U.S. National Security Strategy (2015) states:
Climate change is an urgent and growing threat to our national security, contributing to
increased natural disasters, refugee flows, and conflicts over basic resources like food and
water....Increased sea levels and storm surges threaten coastal regions, infrastructure, and
property. In turn, the global economy suffers, compounding the growing costs of
preparing and restoring infrastructure. (National Security Strategy (2015), p. 12)

The Global Climate Change Initiative (GCCI) helps countries achieve their climate and development
goals by growing their economies in a way that reduces emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs), builds
resilience to climate-related impacts and disasters, and mobilizes investment for the climate and clean
energy solutions of the future. GCCI programs benefit not only the climate, but also promote broader
development and diplomatic objectives. These programs produce important benefits for food security,
poverty reduction, health, sustainability, economic development, and regional stability, all of which
benefit U.S. security and economic interests, boost the global economy, and further the international
Sustainable Development Goals and the Financing for Development agenda.

The GCCI is comprised of three pillars:

e Adaptation programs help poor and especially vulnerable countries and communities build
resilience to current and projected weather- and climate-related impacts, such as floods, droughts,
long-term water scarcity, sea level rise, and the increased frequency and intensity of major storms.
By building resilience to increasingly harsh or unpredictable climatic conditions and the effects of
extreme weather events, programs reduce the risk of damage, loss of life, and broader instability that
are exacerbated by lack of preparedness. Helping developing countries manage climate- and
weather-related risks protects decades of progress in reducing poverty and bolsters economic growth
in vulnerable countries.

o Clean Energy programs support the development of energy services that promote cleaner air,
increase energy access and security, and reduce or avoid GHG emissions. By helping create a policy
framework for low-carbon economies and providing technical and financial assistance, these
programs leverage additional sources of public and private financing and encourage future
replication.

e Sustainable Landscapes programs protect the world’s remaining tropical forests, support more
resilient and sustainable agricultural practices, and enhance land use governance around the world.
By helping developing countries reduce deforestation, improve sustainable land management, and
promote climate-smart agricultural practices, programs reduce GHG emissions by addressing root
causes of deforestation and ensure a level playing field for sustainably produced forest products,
including from the United States.

To support these objectives, the FY 2017 Budget requests $1.3 billion for the GCCI, of which $352.2
million is for the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID), $631.7 million is for the
Department of State (including $500.0 million for the Green Climate Fund (GCF)), and $350.4 million is
for the Department of the Treasury. The Department of the Treasury’s request includes $250.0 million
for the GCF and $146.6 million for the Global Environment Facility (GEF), of which approximately
$87.9 million is anticipated to contribute to the GCCL
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The GCCI played a critical role in leveraging action by other countries and helped pave the way for
global emission reductions through the historic Paris Agreement at the 21* Conference of the Parties
(COP-21) to the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCC) in December 2015
(Agreement). Through the GCCI, the United States provided support to developing countries in
preparing their plans for national actions to respond to climate change (called “Nationally Determined
Contributions”). The Agreement creates a comprehensive framework for global action under which all
countries will act to reduce emissions. The GCCI will continue to support mitigation and adaptation
efforts of developing countries by mobilizing climate finance and providing access to data, tools, and
skills-based capacity building. These investments not only address emissions and put the globe on a path
to cleaner development but also enable the United States to play an active role in helping vulnerable
countries develop effective responses to climate change impacts.

State/USAID Programs
Overview

Request by Pillar and Fiscal Year (State/USAID, excluding GCF)

$ in th d FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017
(3 in thousands) Actual Estimate Request
TOTAL 478,000 ® 483,900
Adaptation 173,900 * 181,323
Clean Energy 180,600 * 196,631
Sustainable Landscapes 123,500 * 105,946

Request by Pillar and Account (State/USAID, excluding GCF)

0
'I O dnad S _ . A . t' P
TOTAL 483,900 310,300 115,300 45,500
Adaptation 181,323 141,800 35,023 4,500
Clean Energy 196,631 93,000 66,631 37,000
Sustainable Landscapes 105,946 75,500 26,446 4,000

Agency Priority Goal: Low-Emission Development Strategies

The Low-Emission Development Strategies (LEDS) program serves as the focus of the State/USAID
Agency Priority Goal for climate change and is a prominent example of inter-agency coordination
through the GCCI. Through the Enhancing Capacity for LEDS (EC-LEDS) program and the LEDS
Global Partnership (LEDS-GP), the United States works with 26 countries and a network of more than
160 government and non-governmental organizations around the world to support the development and
implementation of long-term, economy-wide strategies for sustainable, low-emissions economic growth.
This approach involves producing GHG inventories, supporting the development of policies, and
implementing cost-effective climate actions that are both good for a country’s development and for
reducing GHG emissions. LEDS proved instrumental in helping many developing countries craft their
Intended Nationally Determined Contributions (INDCs) in advance of the Paris Agreement. By
September 30, 2017, LEDS is expected to achieve 100 country or regional milestones, which will
contribute to significant, measurable progress toward achieving domestic and international GHG
reduction targets. Achievement of these milestones will also strengthen the capacity of 4,000 developing
country government officials and practitioners through participation in the LEDS Global Partnership.

28




USAID Overview

USAID will invest $352.2 million in FY 2017 in global climate change programs. In accordance with
USAID’s Climate Change and Development Strategy, USAID pursues three objectives: 1) Accelerate the
transition to low emission development through investments in clean energy and sustainable landscapes ;
2) increase the resilience of people, places, and livelihoods through investments in adaptation; and 3)
strengthen development outcomes by integrating climate change in USAID programming, learning,
policy dialogues, and operations.

USAID will deepen its engagement in countries that are large global emitters and well-placed to make big
changes in how they power their economies. This will include investments in Clean Energy
programming in Asian countries in support of the Asia-Pacific region rebalance and African countries to
integrate Power Africa and LEDS activities. Strong government signals and low-carbon policies,
coupled with the continued drop in solar and wind energy costs, is expected to lead to increased private
sector investment in clean energy. USAID also will focus on improving the enabling environment in
economies that are relatively smaller and less business-friendly so they are not left behind in the global
transition to clean energy solutions.

USAID will address the major causes of deforestation by working with governments, the private sector,
and NGOs to improve business practices and land-use management to reduce tropical deforestation and
increase economic growth. This includes partnerships with companies to realize the commitments made
to stop commodity-driven tropical deforestation under the Tropical Forest Alliance 2020.

To strengthen the resilience of countries contending with a fast-changing climate, and to support the
implementation of adaptation priorities and good practices, USAID Adaptation programs will make
existing climate data, scientific information, outlooks, tools, and services more accessible to
decision-makers and individuals around the world, including to support national adaptation planning
processes, which are a fundamental aspect of building resilience. USAID will continue to support the
Global Resilience Partnership and work to integrate and leverage Agency efforts related to climate change
adaptation and resilience. GCCI central and regional programs will contribute to implementation of
Executive Order 13677 regarding Climate-resilient International Development by providing accessible
climate change information and technical guidance, in particular to missions and programs lacking
in-house climate change expertise.

Department of State Overview

The Department of State will invest $631.7 million in the GCCI. This includes $500.0 million for the
GCF and $131.7 million for core GCCI programming through the Bureaus of Oceans and International
Environmental and Scientific Affairs, Energy Resources, and International Organization Affairs.
Department of State funding supports targeted bilateral and plurilateral initiatives as well as key
multilateral institutions on climate change. Department of State programs will continue to reinforce

U.S. diplomatic efforts through initiatives with key countries such as China and India, and strategically
targeted diplomatic initiatives such as the Climate Smart Food Security initiative, the National Adaptation
Plans Global Network, the Climate and Clean Air Coalition, and the Clean Energy Ministerial. The
Montreal Protocol Multilateral Fund provides support for developing countries to transition away from
ozone-depleting substances (ODS); many of those substances are also potent GHGs. The United States
will continue to support the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), the principal
forum for multilateral climate cooperation. Continued U.S. support for the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change (IPCC) and the intergovernmental Group on Earth Observations is vital to ensure that the
climate-related decisions we make domestically and internationally are based on the best available
science. U.S. support for the IPCC advances state-of-the art assessments of climate change science and
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technology, including through enhanced understanding of global observation systems, climate modeling,
building resilience to climate impacts, and mitigating the emissions that cause climate change. The
Department of State’s ability to work with key developing countries through these programs supports
U.S. leadership and is crucial to shaping effective global approaches to both mitigation and adaptation.

Adaptation: Building Resilience to Climate-Related Impacts and Disasters

The FY 2017 request includes $181.3 million for Adaptation programs administered through State and
USAID, in addition to the GCF. Adaptation programs help countries adapt to the impacts of climate
change, protect hard-won development gains against the impact of extreme weather events, and contribute
to stability and sustainable economic growth. Building resilience is a critical investment that reduces
future needs for expenditure on disaster response. The United States will double its grant-based, public
climate finance for adaptation through both bilateral and multilateral channels by 2020.

USAID Adaptation Programs

USAID will use $147.3 million to help 23 countries and nine regions that are most vulnerable to climate
change. Under its Climate Change and Development Strategy, USAID prioritizes small island and
coastal states, such as Bangladesh, Dominican Republic, Maldives, Mozambique, and Philippines; least
developed countries, such as Ethiopia and Mali; and glacier-dependent states, including Colombia, Peru,
and Nepal. The Agency’s Adaptation Framework approach prioritizes assistance that furthers a
country’s development agenda while increasing the resilience of people, places, and livelihoods to
changes in climate. Through FY 2015, USAID Adaptation programs assisted an estimated 4.9 million
stakeholders with making climate-informed decisions and adopting climate-resilient practices.
Adaptation programming focuses on making better data available, developing tools and building capacity
to make this data accessible and useful for decision-making, improving national and local governance for
climate adaptation, and identifying and promoting climate-smart development practices.

USAID’s climate adaptation priorities align with good practices for resilience, which include
strengthening of adaptation-related institutions, systematic observations and early warning systems, and
national adaptation planning. USAID adaptation programs consolidate and improve weather and climate
data, and put such information in the hands of those who need it. For example, in Jamaica, USAID
supported the development of a drought forecasting tool that increased awareness in advance of the
2014-2015 drought in the Caribbean region. The tool assisted farmers to make harvesting decisions that
reduced their losses. SERVIR Global, a partnership with NASA, helps inform national adaptation
planning and action by supplying valuable climate and land-use information to decision makers in 37
countries through regional hubs serving Eastern and Southern Africa, the Hindu Kush-Himalaya region,
Central America, and the Lower Mekong. In FY 2017, SERVIR expects to launch a new hub in Central
Asia. SERVIR has produced more than 60 tailored decision-support tools that integrate satellite data to
address flood, frost, and crop forecasting, fire monitoring, disease warning, and other applications,
including high resolution land cover maps for eight African countries to provide the first rigorous basis
for estimating carbon emissions and supporting sustainable land-use decisions.

USAID Adaptation programs will also continue to improve governance by national and local
governments in response to climate change threats. In Indonesia, USAID is helping local water utilities
to develop climate-smart water security plans to reduce flooding and improve water supply. In
Mozambique, the coastal cities of Pemba and Quelimane are now using an urban information system that
draws on climate change vulnerability maps to inform decisions of where to locate new homes and
businesses, while a mobile phone-based early warning system developed to help protect the citizens of
Pemba and Quelimane is now being used nationwide.
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USAID Adaptation programs will also help identify and disseminate effective, adaptive practices. In the
Philippines, U.S. assistance in Typhoon Haiyan-affected areas is increasing the resilience of water supply
infrastructure that serves many thousands of people, preserving their access to water in the wake of future
storms. For instance, in storm-surge and flood-prone areas, water transmission pipes are being elevated
or encased using proven design techniques to reduce risk. And in Bangladesh since 2010, USAID has
constructed and handed over to school authorities 55 multi-purpose, cyclone shelters with another 45
under development, which will provide shelter to 180,000 people in coastal areas from cyclones, floods,
and other natural disasters.

USAID also conducts and promotes climate-risk management, as directed by Executive Order 13677. In
FY 2017, GCCI funding will provide guidance, training, tools, platforms for exchanging knowledge and
best practices, and targeted technical assistance to USAID missions requiring assistance with climate-risk
screening, in-depth assessment, or adjustment. In addition, USAID will incorporate climate resilience
into broader development programs using non-GCCI funds. Climate-risk management will help
safeguard the billions of dollars of development support that the United States invests in sectors such as
health, food security, and infrastructure. In addition, USAID will continue to build upon its climate
change integration efforts in key sectors such as agriculture and energy. For example, USAID is
supporting the Economic Community of West African States in its efforts to integrate climate change
considerations into national agricultural investment plans to increase African food security in the face of
climate change.

USAID will incorporate climate change adaptation and humanitarian response work through its
Resilience agenda in Asia, the Horn of Africa, and the Sahel. For example, an integrated program in
targeted zones of Niger and Burkina Faso in West Africa’s Sahel, where chronic poverty, food insecurity,
drought, and violent extremism collide, is increasing farmers’ capacity to include proven climate change
adaptation practices to address many of the biophysical effects expected as a result of climate change.
Practices include water harvesting, bio-reclamation of degraded land, conservation farming,
farmer-managed natural regeneration, and integrated soil fertility management. Additionally,
investments in partnerships such as the Global Resilience Partnership will bring new tools and
private-sector players into efforts to reduce the impact of climate shocks and stresses in particularly
vulnerable countries by incorporating resilience approaches into humanitarian response and development
assistance.

Department of State Adaptation Programs

The Department of State will invest $34.0 million in Adaptation for core GCCI programs. Through the
Climate Smart Agriculture (CSA) for Food Security initiative the U.S. government, working with Canada
and Mexico, will address the impact of climate change on agriculture in Central America by integrating
climate-smart agriculture into their diplomatic dialogues and providing assistance to catalyze the efforts
and investments of governments and other partners in the region around climate smart agriculture.
Funding for this initiative is attributed to the Adaptation and Sustainable Landscapes pillars of the GCCI,
is aligned with the U.S. Strategy for Engagement in Central America, and will support multilateral
climate-smart agriculture activities.

In December 2015, the United States announced $30.0 million in support for a trio of insurance
initiatives: the Pacific Catastrophic Risk Assessment and Financing Initiative, expansion of the Caribbean
Catastrophic Risk Insurance Facility to cover Central American countries, and the African Risk Capacity
insurance program. This was an important step toward the goal G-7 leaders set in 2015 to increase by up
to 400 million the number of people in the most vulnerable developing countries who will have access to
insurance against the negative impact of climate change hazards by 2020. The Department may utilize
FY 2017 funding to support these programs.
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The Department will continue to support the National Adaptation Plans (NAP) Global Network to
increase the adaptive capacity of partner countries and advance climate-resilient development globally.
This support will work toward achieving the adaptation goals and commitments outlined in the 2015 Paris
Agreement. Vulnerable countries will work through the network to strengthen their efforts to
mainstream adaptation into national development planning and programs, identify priority adaptation
actions for implementation and develop proposals for adaptation funding from multilateral sources, such
as the GCF. NAP Global Network activities will help rapidly expand the community of practice on
national adaptation planning, promoting an integrated approach to addressing climate risks across key
economic sectors and across USAID’s broader development portfolios.

The State Department's Adaptation funding may also continue support for the U.S.-India Partnership for
Climate Resilience. A portion of the Adaptation funding will support the UNFCCC, including the work

of the Adaptation Committee, and the [PCC for research and analysis of climate impacts.

Promoting Clean Energy Investment and Access

The FY 2017 request includes $196.6 million for Clean Energy programs administered through State and
USAID in addition to the GCF. Clean Energy programs reduce or prevent GHG emissions from energy
production and consumption through three priority areas: 1) low-carbon energy generation; 2) energy
efficiency; and 3) energy sector reforms that are preconditions for sustainable clean energy development,
including from the private sector. Investment in energy infrastructure in developing countries is
expected to exceed $30 trillion over the next 25 years. GCCI programs work with developing country
partners to develop and deploy clean energy alternatives that support sustainable economic growth and
poverty reduction; promote secure, diversified, and cost-effective energy supplies; provide trade and
investment opportunities for U.S. firms; and reduce GHG emissions for decades to come.

USAID Clean Energy Programs

The President’s Budget requests $118.5 million for USAID to help 14 countries and six regional
programs promote clean energy and energy efficiency technologies and practices. Under its Climate
Change and Development Strategy, USAID prioritizes major global emitters, such as India, Mexico,
South Africa, and Ukraine; energy-insecure countries with rapidly growing emissions, such as Philippines
and Indonesia; and regional leaders, such as Bangladesh and Colombia, which are keen to demonstrate
the possibilities of low-carbon growth and renewable energy. USAID support enables
clean-energy-related reforms necessary for implementing NDCs and fosters transparency and ambition
through GHG accounting, reporting and policy analysis.

USAID missions have increasingly integrated technical assistance on finance mechanisms into their
programming, to leverage public and private capital for clean energy. In 2015, for example, USAID
helped leverage more than $120.0 million dollars in private sector investment for clean energy in the
Philippines for solar photovoltaics and three biomass power plants. In India, more than $50.0 million
dollars were mobilized by USAID support in designing and implementing innovative financing
mechanisms, pilot programs, and implementation of clean energy programs by state and central agencies.
In addition, USAID assistance helped prepare India to secure $36.0 million in project feasibility analysis
and lending for clean energy technologies from OPIC and USTDA, specifically for off-grid solar PV,
grid-connected rooftop solar, smart grids, grid-connected storage, industrial process efficiency, and
cleaner fuels. In support of the Caribbean Energy Security Initiative, USAID will also help improve
policies and regulations to attract private sector investment for clean energy development in the
Caribbean, capitalizing on the fact that renewable energy is increasingly more affordable than imported
fossil fuels.
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Greening the Grid, a program drawing on Department of Energy expertise, will continue providing
technical assistance to energy system planners, regulators, and grid operators to overcome challenges
associated with integrating variable renewable energy sources into the grid, including pilot activities in
Jamaica, India, South Africa, and the Philippines. In India, the Partnership to Advance Clean Energy
will support clean energy investment at the national and state level by helping to create a policy
environment that will attract private investment, and Greening the Grid will ensure that these investments
can be scaled and integrated at least cost to the system.

USAID will support developing countries’ engagement in Mission Innovation, a global public and private
endeavor to reinvigorate and accelerate clean energy innovation scaled to the economic and energy
market conditions in developing countries. This will engage developing country and Mission Innovation
partners on co-creation and open innovation efforts to research and develop breakthrough clean energy
technologies and innovations that can be scaled to varying economic and energy market conditions in
participating countries and in the broader world. Through this, USAID will help developing countries
design, incubate, and accelerate clean energy technologies that can be scaled into “bankable projects” that
enhance and connect energy demand from developing countries to R&D supply, and to entrepreneurs,
investors, and businesses that have joined to invest patient capital in early-stage technology development
coming out of Mission Innovation countries.

Department of State Clean Energy Programs

The State Department Clean Energy request is $78.1 million for core programs. FY 2017 priorities for
State Department Clean Energy programs include both bilateral and multilateral work. State’s bilateral
work includes cooperation with China to develop, continue, and expand U.S. participation in the work of
the U.S.-China Climate Change Working Group (CCWG), the U.S.-China Clean Energy Research Center
(CERC), and other mechanisms. The CCWG includes multiple action initiatives such as heavy-duty and
other vehicles; smart grids; carbon capture, utilization, and storage; energy efficiency in buildings and
industry; collecting and managing GHG emissions data; climate change and forests; climate-smart /
low-carbon cities; and industrial boilers efficiency. The CERC includes multiple research areas
including advanced coal technology, clean vehicles, building energy efficiency, and the energy and water
nexus. Support for technical dialogue and cooperation on GHG abatement with China was a key factor
in China’s willingness to make two historic joint announcements with the United States on its climate
change actions, which contributed to the successful outcome of the 2015 Paris climate conference.
Cooperation with India, the world’s third-largest emitter (after China and the United States), will support
the U.S.-India Partnership to Advance Clean Energy, which has already mobilized substantial public and
private investments in clean energy research and deployment, and adaptation and forest cooperation under
the Joint Working Group to Combat Climate Change. Cooperation with Brazil through the U.S.-Brazil
Climate Change Working Group will focus on deforestation-reduction efforts as well as clean energy.
The State Department will utilize FY 2017 funding to support the Capacity-Building Initiative for
Transparency that was established in conjunction with the 2015 Paris Agreement in order to build
institutional and technical capacity on measurement, reporting, and verification of progress by developing
countries in achieving their national climate targets.

Other multilateral engagement will include initiatives established through the Clean Energy Ministerial
(CEM), the first standing forum of energy ministers specifically focused on accelerating a global market
transformation for a broad array of clean energy technologies. Initiatives under the CEM focus on
improving global energy efficiency standards for appliances, lighting, and buildings; providing web-based
interactive expertise to governments on clean energy issues; and sharing best practices on “smart grid”
management. CEM’s Super-Efficient Appliance Deployment initiative has resulted in the development
of 19 new standards or policies globally to improve the efficiency of lighting, television, and ceiling fans.
India’s recent adoption of just the LED standards under this initiative is expected to result in savings of as
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much as 277 terawatt hours of electricity and 254 MMT CO2e reductions cumulatively (the equivalent of
the annual emissions of 54 million cars) by 2030.

LEDS GP builds upon U.S. bilateral assistance by establishing a global knowledge-sharing platform and
network of international experts to compare lessons and develop best-practice LEDS approaches. LEDS
is at the heart of the U.S. strategy to help developing countries achieve significant emission reductions,
including the targets outlined in their NDCs. The Partnership expands the reach of U.S. support provided
to developing countries and promotes coordination with other donor efforts.

Clean Energy funding will continue to address short-lived climate pollutants (SLCPs) through the Climate
and Clean Air Coalition (CCAC). The United States helped establish the CCAC in 2012; it has grown
from seven original partners to 50 countries and 59 non-state partners who work together to reduce
emissions of SLCPs including black carbon, methane, and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). SLCPs cause
more than 30 percent of current global warming, millions of premature deaths, and extensive crop losses.
The CCAC has leveraged support from other donors and catalyzed action on cleaner heavy-duty diesel
engines, energy-efficient brick kilns, and clean cooking stoves and heating. CCAC also supports
ongoing efforts to bolster support for an HFC phase-down amendment to the Montreal Protocol. The
Department may also continue to work with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) through the
Global Methane Initiative (GMI), which focuses on near-term methane abatement and recovery through
partnerships between developed and developing countries with strong participation from the private
sector, development banks, and other governmental and nongovernmental organizations. To date, the
GMLI, led by USEPA, has helped achieve nearly 300 million tons of CO2-equivalent in reductions from
more than 600 projects.

The Montreal Protocol Multilateral Fund (MLF) provides support for developing countries to transition
away from ozone-depleting substances (ODS), but many of the substitute substances are potent GHGs,
particularly hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). U.S. leadership under the Montreal Protocol and in the MLF
has built a large coalition of support for a Montreal Protocol amendment to phase down HFCs, and
governments decided in November 2015 to work to adopt a phasedown amendment in 2016. The request
includes an increase for the MLF if an amendment is adopted and in anticipation of such a phase-down,
which would result in reductions through 2050 equivalent to approximately two years of current
anthropogenic global GHG emissions and potential to avoid half a degree Celsius of warming by 2100.
Agreement on an amendment would be one of the international community’s most dramatic and concrete
climate achievements. Consistent U.S. support to the MLF has been an important element behind the
success of the Montreal Protocol, with near universal compliance with reporting and phase-out
commitments. From 1991 to 2014 the MLF approved more than 7,190 activities that phased-out over
462,000 tons of ODS in developing countries — integral to the Montreal Protocol’s success in reducing
global warming more than five times the entire first commitment period of the UNFCCC Kyoto Protocol.

Funding for the UNFCCC, the IPCC, and related bodies continues to support diplomatic and scientific
efforts necessary for informing and advancing international action on climate change, including in support
of the deployment of clean energy. The Department of State may also support programs focused on
leveraging private finance to expand access to clean energy by building on its partnerships with the
Overseas Private Investment Corporation and the U.S. Trade and Development Agency on programs such
as the Global Climate Finance Facility, the U.S.-Africa Clean Energy Finance initiative, and the
U.S.-Asia Clean Energy Program; and the Pilot Auction Facility for Methane and Climate Mitigation that
the United States helped launch in partnership with the World Bank. Other programs targeted to enhance
access to electricity and investment in clean energy include the Climate Technology Center and Network
and the Partnership on Women’s Entrepreneurship in Renewables.
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Additional Department of State programs will promote enabling environments for investment in clean
energy and support renewable energy generation and energy efficiency, including geothermal
development, with an emphasis on both developing countries with high renewable energy resource
potential and high-emitting countries.

The Department will ensure effective program management through a contract for independent program
evaluation, in keeping with the Department’s Evaluation Policy, to assess outcomes and performance of
climate change foreign assistance programs. State will continue to provide support for technical and
administrative assistance (including contractor support) to manage, monitor and coordinate
implementation of new and existing programs and activities under the GCCL

Sustainable Landscapes: Conserving Forests and Promoting Sustainable Land Use

The FY 2017 request includes $105.9 million for Sustainable Landscape programs administered through
State and USAID in addition to the GCF. GHG emissions from deforestation, agriculture, and other land
use account for one-quarter of emissions worldwide. In developing countries, this figure is closer to 40
percent. For the least developed countries collectively, more than 60 percent of emissions comes from
the land sector. In individual developing countries, the percentage of overall emissions may reach 60-90
percent. Sustainable Landscapes activities often represent the greatest opportunity to reduce emissions in
particular countries, and often bolster rural economies and increase the resilience of ecosystems.
Sustainable Landscapes programs generate critical benefits ranging from more sustainable food
production and generation of rural employment to forest protection and biodiversity conservation.

Targeting emissions through land-use planning and enforcement, reducing incentives for deforestation,
restoring productivity of degraded lands, applying climate smart agriculture approaches, and improving
management of forests, mangroves, and other productive landscapes can curtail emissions and sustain
economic growth over the long term. By helping developing countries better manage and realize the
economic opportunities of their lands and natural resources, the United States is ensuring a level playing
field for sustainably produced products, including from the United States.

These programs address the drivers of international deforestation and land use change: unsustainable
forest clearing for agriculture, poor agricultural practices, illegal logging, poor governance, and a failure
to share the economic benefits of sustainable forest and land management with local communities. They
seek to engage a wide range of stakeholders — governments, the private sector, indigenous peoples’
communities, and civil society — in transforming how land is valued and used. Sustainable Landscapes
programming contributes to other development goals — such as economic growth, food security, good
governance, and health — and produce the benefits of cleaner air, cleaner water, and increased water
availability.

USAID Sustainable Landscapes Programs

USAID will use $86.4 million to help twelve countries and five regional programs promote sustainable
forestry and land-use management and practices. Programs focus on countries and regions in the
Amazon, Congo Basin, and other globally important forests. USAID also directs resources to other
countries with high emissions from land use that are committed to acting on the problem, including those
participating in the EC-LEDS program, including Bangladesh, Mexico, Vietnam, and Zambia.

USAID strengthens countries’ ability to monitor and manage their forests and other landscapes at the
national and local levels. This national focus is critical to prevent shifting deforestation from one area of
the country to another, while a local focus on livelihoods and markets is essential to sustain good
practices. -In Guatemala, efforts to increase access to credit and markets in the Maya Biosphere Reserve
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resulted in $25.0 million in total sales of timber and non-timber forest products and created 3,861 full
time equivalent jobs. USAID fostered relationships with environmentally conscious U.S. and European
businesses that put a premium on Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) certified timber products,
maintaining FSC certification for the nearly half million hectares of timber and organic certification of
270,064 hectares of Ramon nut, chicle, and allspice. In Mexico, more than one million tons of carbon
dioxide equivalent (CO,e) from forestry and land use activities were sequestered or reduced as a result of
USG assistance. Mexico is actively working to reduce emissions from deforestation and degradation, as
well as promoting the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of forest
carbon stocks (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation (REDD+)).—

To help countries implement their forestry and land use-related LEDS goals and other climate targets,
USAID will support a number of global programs, such as SilvaCarbon and the Tropical Forest Alliance
2020 (TFA 2020). USAID will work with a number of other actors under the umbrella of TFA 2020,
participating in partnerships with the private sector and civil society in countries such as Indonesia and
Colombia, to address high rates of deforestation due to production of palm oil and other commodities. In
FY 2015, TFA 2020 launched the Global Secretariat at the World Economic Forum, and USAID
supported a new $8.0 million Global Development Alliance Public Private Partnership in Paraguay to
increase sustainability of the soy and beef sectors. USAID is also partnering with TFA 2020 private
sector partners to help businesses address critical land tenure and governance challenges in their supply
chains with mapping tools that can be shared with other private sector partners.

USAID will identify opportunities for GHG emission reductions from management of agricultural
systems and from reducing agriculture’s pressure on forests through support to the Collaborative Group
for International Agricultural Research, aligning GCCI and Feed the Future priorities. A key outcome
will be country case studies that estimate GHG emissions associated with different agriculture
development scenarios— that will inform USAID’s agriculture investment decisions in the future. This
analysis studies particular value chains and management practices in different areas of the planet. It
seeks to identify barriers to uptake of climate-smart agriculture practices and systems to inform a realistic
assessment of potential benefits, including the potential for these practices to also increase resilience to
climate change.

Department of State Sustainable Landscapes Programs

The FY 2017 request of $19.5 million for Sustainable Landscapes programs through the State Department
may support the following activities: The interagency SilvaCarbon program will continue helping
developing countries construct robust forest monitoring systems and GHG inventories, develop forest and
land-use maps, develop baselines for monitoring, and perform robust monitoring and reporting. Experts
who receive technical assistance and training through SilvaCarbon also contribute to international
initiatives such as the Forest Carbon Partnership Facility. By providing long-term technical support to
key countries through advisors placed in-country for several years, the Climate Fellows program will
build national capacity to implement REDD+ and other land-based climate programs, preserving forests
and reducing GHG emissions.

The Department will support the BioCarbon Fund Initiative for Sustainable Forest Landscapes (ISFL),
which brings together public and private sector resources to address the structural drivers of deforestation
and degradation in areas where agriculture is a major cause of deforestation and changes in land use.
ISFL has been designed to pioneer linkages between forest and agricultural landscapes in country
programs, increasing the capacity of developing countries to achieve and monitor mitigation results at a
large scale. ISFL supports structural reforms that underpin many mitigation and development efforts
related to land use, but which often go unfunded by project-level interventions.
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The Department will also support the Forest Carbon Partnership Facility (FCPF), which assists
developing countries in their REDD+ efforts by providing value to standing forests. FCPF supports
more than 45 developing countries to create the reforms needed for good governance, financial
responsibility, and capacity building to ensure reductions in emissions from the land sector. The FCPF’s
Carbon Fund has helped develop 18 large-scale emissions reductions programs that, if fully implemented,
will protect over 134 million hectares of forest and reduce GHG emissions by up to 300 MMT CO,e
cumulatively — the equivalent of taking 64 million cars off the road for a year.

FY 2017 funding will also enable the State Department to build upon a partnership with the

U.S. Department of Agriculture on LEDS that will provide integrated support for Clean Energy and
Sustainable Landscapes objectives and help countries reduce their GHG emissions from the agricultural
sector. State Department funding may also support bilateral cooperation on forests with Brazil and India.

The Green Climate Fund

State requests $500.0 million for the Green Climate Fund (GCF) as part of a combined Treasury
Department and State Department request of $750.0 million in FY 2017. The United States made a
multi-year pledge of $3.0 billion to the initial resource mobilization of the GCF; the FY 2016
President’s Budget requested $500.0 million.

Program Description: The GCF is a multilateral trust fund designed to foster resilient, low-emission
development in developing countries. The GCF uses a range of financial instruments to support projects
across all sectors, including transport, water and other infrastructure, energy generation and efficiency,
agriculture, and forestry. The GCF also helps countries mobilize private sector capital and strengthen
policy environments. Key features of the GCF include:

e A Dedicated Private Sector Facility (PSF): The GCF will dedicate a significant portion of its
resources to private sector projects and mobilizing private finance. As an initial step, the GCF has
allocated up to $700.0 million to competitively-selected funding proposals that will target two
strategic objectives: 1) supporting micro-, small- and medium-sized enterprises in developing
countries that provide innovative products and services, and 2) supporting innovative financial
structures that mobilize capital from institutional investors.

e Broad Donor Base: As a core institution in the global effort to increase resilience and reduce
emissions, the GCF is supported by a broad donor base, with $10.2 billion pledged by 46
governments, including nine developing countries, ranging from Mexico to Mongolia, and four cities
and provinces. The GCF will develop policies to accept contributions from foundations and the
private sector.

e Global Reach: The GCF will work through a large network of public and private partners—including
multilateral development banks, private sector entities, non-governmental organizations, and
government agencies—to help it reach communities in developing countries worldwide. The GCF’s
partners or Implementing Entities are required to pass a comprehensive and rigorous accreditation
process to ensure that their financial management, fiduciary standards, and environmental and social
safeguards meet GCF requirements.

e Transparency: The GCF is one of the most transparent organizations of its kind. The vast majority of
Board documents, including project proposals, are publicly available on the GCF website, and over
two hundred civil society and business organizations are accredited to view Board meetings live.
Recordings of all Board meetings are put in the public domain after the proceedings. The Board
includes active observers from both the private sector and civil society.

o Efficient Setup: The GCF is an independent fund based in South Korea with the World Bank serving
as its interim trustee, and is designed to work through a network of existing institutions. As such, it
can maintain a relatively lean Secretariat and keep overhead costs low.
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How the GCF Promotes U.S. Interests

Supporting the GCF advances U.S. interests in four key areas:

Supporting National Security: Climate change is a threat multiplier that can exacerbate existing
threats to international security, such as competition for natural resources, disease, and civil strife.
Many of the world’s poorest countries are vulnerable to conflict and among the most vulnerable to
climate change. By enabling these countries to build resilience and adapt to changing weather
patterns, sea level rise, and extreme events, the GCF will help counter security threats that otherwise
could require more costly, reactive interventions. The GCF’s resilience investments will also help
safeguard billions of dollars of U.S. development support in other sectors, especially health, food
security, and infrastructure.

Leveraging Global Action on Climate Change and Clean Growth: Many emerging markets are among
the largest emitters of greenhouse gases (GHGs), and their emissions are growing quickly. Enabling
them to transition to cleaner energy sources and increased resource efficiency is essential for the
success of our collective effort to keep GHG emissions below dangerous levels under the recent Paris
Agreement on climate change. The GCF will help support the implementation of the
recently-adopted Paris Agreement, in which all countries commit to putting forward successive and
ambitious, nationally determined climate targets and reporting on their progress towards them using a
rigorous, standardized process of review.

Developing New Markets and Reducing Risk of Economic Shocks: Fast-growing developing
economies are engines of global economic growth, and key trade and investment partners of the
United States. By helping countries to secure needed electricity and increase resource efficiency, the
GCF will help to develop markets that are ripe for U.S. export and investment. By improving
resilience to extreme weather events in more vulnerable economies, the GCF will contribute to
reducing risks of economic shocks that can create humanitarian crises.

Supporting U.S. Firms: In addition to opening new markets for U.S. exports and investment, the GCF
can directly support U.S. companies that are well-placed to participate in the particular sectors in
which it invests. For example, of the top 30 markets for U.S. renewable energy exports—as
determined by the Commerce Department—more than half are eligible for GCF investments. As has
occurred in other multilateral environment funds, the GCF is beginning to directly finance some
projects that have U.S. sponsors or use U.S. equipment and services.

Meeting the GCF Commitment

The Treasury Department and the State Department request a total of $750.0 million for the GCF in
FY 2017. It is important for the United States to meet its pledge to the GCF for three key reasons:

U.S. Leadership: The United States currently has a GCF Board seat and is well-positioned to help
make the GCF an effective, well-governed institution with strong fiduciary standards and
environmental and social safeguards. Failure to meet our funding pledge would impede

U.S. efforts to significantly shape the direction of the new institution.

Financing the GCF Pipeline: As of late 2015, the GCF had received funding proposals totaling $1.6
billion, and demand for GCF resources continues to grow. A lack of support from the

United States would mean that the GCF would be less likely to prioritize and fund the types of
projects that are U.S. priorities.

Mobilizing Other Contributors: U.S. leadership in the GCF is critical to securing resources from
other contributors. In 2016, the GCF aims to develop policies to accept contributions from
foundations and the private sector, and U.S. leadership is key to garnering their support.
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Achieving and Measuring Results

The GCF results management framework includes three core indicators—emissions reductions,
beneficiaries of resilience investments, and additional finance mobilized—plus additional
sector-specific indicators. The GCF will continuously improve its performance by learning from
regular results reporting as well as evaluations undertaken by its Independent Evaluation Unit, which
reports directly to the GCF Board.

The GCF has committed $168.0 million to its first eight projects and programs. Although that is only a

small fraction of what the GCF is likely to commit in 2016, the expected results from these projects

demonstrate what the GCF is designed to do in the future. The first eight projects are expected to:

e Reduce cumulative emissions by 6.7 million metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO,) equivalent in
aggregate;

e Improve resilience of over 3.5 million individuals who are direct and indirect beneficiaries; and

e Help mobilize $243.0 million in public co-financing and $235.0 million in private finance.

Project Examples:

o East Africa: In Rwanda, Kenya, and Ethiopia, more than 59 million people lack access to clean,
reliable, and affordable electricity. The GCF worked with Acumen Fund—a U.S.-based impact
investor—to establish a private equity fund that will invest in early-stage small- and medium-sized
enterprises (SMEs) in East Africa’s off-grid solar sector. The GCF is providing an anchor $20.0
million equity investment in the fund that has a $100.0 million target size. The equity fund aims to
invest in SMEs that collectively will provide clean energy to 15 million people, at least half of
whom live on less than $2.50 per day, and reduce emissions by 1.5 million metric tons of CO,
equivalent.

e Latin America and the Caribbean: Increasing energy efficiency is one of the most effective options
for reducing emissions and boosting productivity, but a lack of available financing has stunted
energy efficiency efforts in Latin America and the Caribbean. Led by the Inter-American
Development Bank, an energy efficiency green bond program will issue bonds backed by energy
efficiency lending portfolios to attract a new source of finance for efficiency projects. Phase I will
support projects in Mexico; Phase II will expand the program to Colombia, the Dominican
Republic, and Jamaica. The GCF approved $20.0 million in financing for Phase I and a $2.0
million technical assistance grant to develop Phase II. The GCF may allocate up to $215.0 million
in partial credit guarantees and loans to support future phases of this innovative financial structure.

e Malawi: Communities and farmers throughout Malawi are highly vulnerable to the impacts of
climate change, particularly droughts. Implemented by the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP), a GCF project will invest in early-warning systems and boost the capacity of
Malawi’s meteorological service to integrate climate data into its forecasts and to disseminate this
information to vulnerable farmers and communities. The project aims to increase the incomes and
resilience of more than three million Malawians and increase productivity in the agriculture and
fisheries sectors. The GCF is providing a $12.3 million grant, supplemented with $3.8 million
from UNDP and the Government of Malawi.

The GCF supports mitigation and adaptation activities. GCF programming will be determined by the
GCF Board, of which the United States is a member. GCF funding is not factored into the GCCI pillar
allocations described in this Congressional Budget Justification.
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FY 2017 Global Climate Change Request

. Ca d dDIC
N O andg Adaptatio . X . 0
TOTAL State/USAID GCCI Funding N/A N/A N/A 983,900
Green Climate Fund (GCF) * N/A N/A N/A 500,000
Economic Support Fund N/A N/A N/A 500,000
OES/Oceans and International Environmental and Scientific N/A N/A N/A 500,000
Affairs

State/USAID GCCI Programs (excl. GCF) 181,323 196,631 105,946 483,900
Development Assistance 141,800 93,000 75,500 310,300
Africa 39,500 13,500 17,500 70,500
Ethiopia 5,000 2,000 - 7,000
Kenya - 2,000 - 2,000
Malawi 3,000 - 4,000 7,000
Mali 3,000 - - 3,000
Mozambique 4.000 - - 4,000
Rwanda 3,000 - - 3,000
Senegal 3,000 - - 3,000
South Africa - 3.000 - 3,000
Tanzania 3,000 - - 3,000
Uganda 4,000 - - 4,000
Zambia - - 5,000 5,000
USAID Africa Regional (AFR) 4.000 4.500 500 9,000
USAID Central Africa Regional _ - 6.000 6,000
USAID Sahel Regional Program 2.000 . - 2.000
USAID Southern Africa Regional 3.000 2.000 - 5.000
USAID West Africa Regional 2.500 . 2.000 4.500
East Asia and Pacific 33,000 18,000 20,000 71,000
Cambodia 4,000 - 3,000 7,000
Indonesia 4,000 8,000 10,000 22,000
Philippines 14,000 4,000 4,000 22,000
Timor-Leste 4.000 - - 4,000
Vietnam 5,000 3,000 3,000 11,000
USAID Regional Development Mission-Asia (RDM/A) 2.000 3.000 - 5.000
South and Central Asia 11,000 15,000 7,700 33,700
Bangladesh 6,000 3,000 4,700 13,700
India 3,000 12,000 3,000 18,000
Maldives 2.000 - - 2,000
Western Hemisphere 25,300 5,500 16,000 47,300
Dominican Republic 3,000 - - 3,000
Guatemala 3,000 - 6,000 9,000
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FY 2017 Global Climate Change Request

($ in thousands) il;sl;cglsrza;l;l: FY 20t7
Honduras 3,800 - - 3,800
Jamaica 3,000 2,000 - 5,000
Peru 3,000 - 6,000 9,000
Barbados and Eastern Caribbean 5,000 . - 5,000
USAID Central America Regional 3,000 3,000 2,000 8,000
USAID Latin America and Caribbean Regional (LAC) 2,000 500 1,000 3,500
USAID South America Regional - - 1,000 1,000
USAID Asia Regional 2,500 - - 2,500
DCHA - Democracy, Conflict, and Humanitarian Assistance 5:000 - - 5:000
DCHA/PPM 5,000 - - 5,000
E3 - Economic Growth, Education, and Environment 253000 16.000 14.300 5 5:300
LAB - Global Development Lab ’ _ 25:000 ’ - 25,000
LAB - Data, Analysis, and Research Center (DAR) R 10,000 - 10,000
LAB - Development Innovation Center (DI) . 10,000 - 10,000
LAB - Mission Engagement & Operations Center (MEO) _ 5,000 - 5,000
Economic Support Fund 35,023 66,631 26,446 115,300
Europe and Eurasia - 13,000 o 13,000
Georgia _ 3,000 - 3,000
Ukraine - 5,000 - 5,000
Europe and Eurasia Regional . 5.000 - 5.000
South and Central Asia 3,000 2:500 - 5:500
Kazakhstan - 2,500 - 2,500
Nepal 3,000 - - 3,000
Western Hemisphere 2,500 10,000 10,904 23,404
Colombia 2,500 4,000 5,000 11,500
Mexico - 6,000 5,904 11,904
ENR - Energy Resources - 4.000 - 4.000
Bureau for Energy Resources (ENR) _ 4’000 - 4,()()()
OES - Oceans and International Environmental and 29523 37’131 15.542 82’196
Scientific Affairs i ’ ’ ’
OES/CC Climate Change (non-GCF) 29.523 37.131 15.542 82,196
International Organizations and Programs 4’500 37’000 4’000 45,500
10 - International Organizations 4:500 37:000 4:000 45,500
IO - Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change / UN 4.500 4.500 4.000 13.000
Framework Convention on Climate Change ’ ’ ’ ’
IO - Montreal Protocol Multilateral Fund - 32,500 - 32,500

* GCF funding is not currently factored into the GCCI pillar allocations because GCF programming —
including decisions about support to mitigation and adaptation activities — will be determined by the GCF

Board, of which the United States is a member.
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Global Health Initiative

Initiative Overview

The U.S. government is a world leader in global health, saving and improving millions of lives.

U.S. global health investments — a signature of American leadership and values in the world — protect
Americans at home and abroad, strengthen fragile or failing states, promote social and economic progress,
and support the rise of capable partners who can help to solve regional and global problems. The
response to global health problems, however, is a shared responsibility that cannot be met by one nation
alone. The United States continues to challenge the global community to also provide leadership and to
invest more of their own resources in building healthier and more self-sufficient nations.

The Global Health Initiative (GHI) is the Obama Administration’s strategy to save lives and create
stronger nations. It does this through smart, sustainable health investments that target the symptoms of
and pathways out of poverty and provide valuable assistance for American partners to deliver services
effectively. Led by the Department of State, the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID),
and the Department of Health and Human Services, and joined by a host of other federal agencies, GHI
represents our continuing efforts to coordinate agencies towards shared goals, shared responsibility, and
greater impact. Built on existing platforms, including those established by the President’s Emergency
Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) and the President’s Malaria Initiative (PMI), GHI has achieved a unified
approach to the sustained impact of health programs, including by forging deep partnerships and shared
responsibility for improved health across the globe through U.S. diplomatic efforts.

For GHI programs administered by the Department of State and USAID, $8.6 billion is requested in the
Global Health Programs (GHP) account, which represents the highest ever non-emergency request.

FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017

($in thousands) Actual® Estimate’  Request

GLOBAL HEALTH PROGRAMS (GHP) 8,458,110 | 8,503,450 8,576,500
Ending Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths (EPCMD) 2,049,610 R 2,226,500
Malaria 669,500 * 745,000
Maternal & Child Health 715,000 * 814,500

Of which, Gavi, the Vaccine Alliance 200,000 * 275,000
Family Planning/Reproductive Health 528,110 * 544,000
Nutrition 115,000 * 108,500
Vulnerable Children 22,000 * 14,500
Creating an AIDS-free Generation 6,000,000 & 6,000,000
HIV/AIDS 6,000,000 * 6,000,000

Of which, Global Fund 1,350,000 * 1,350,000
Protecting Communities from Infectious Diseases 408,500 & 350,000
Tuberculosis 236,000 * 191,000
Global Health Security in Development 72,500 * 72,500
Neglected Tropical Diseases 100,000 * 86,500

' FY 2015 Actual includes $4.16 million transferred in from the International Organizations and Programs account.
2 FY 2016 Estimate reflects the funding level for FY 2016 at the Account level. Detailed allocations below the Account level are not available.
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The Vision

The paramount objective of GHI is to achieve major improvements in health outcomes in three key areas:
ending preventable child and maternal deaths, creating an AIDS-free generation, and protecting
communities from infectious diseases. In partnership with governments, donors, and other multilateral
and national health organizations, the U.S. government will accelerate progress toward ambitious health
goals to improve the lives of millions while building sustainable health systems.

Ending Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths: The world has made remarkable strides in both public
and private efforts toward saving the lives of women and children, yet maternal and child mortality
remains a critical problem in developing countries.

The U.S. government continues to lead the charge in renewing the global effort to end preventable child
and maternal deaths while building sustainable partnerships. Together with country partners,
international organizations, and non-governmental organizations from around the globe, the United States
is working towards targets that will truly represent an end to preventable child deaths — with all countries
having fewer than 20 deaths per 1,000 live births and fewer than 50 maternal deaths per 100,000 live
births by 2035. Achieving these goals will save an additional 5 million children’s lives each year and
decrease by 75 percent the number of women who die from complications during pregnancy on an annual
basis.

Ending preventable child and maternal deaths is not an outcome of U.S. government assistance alone nor
is it solely the outcome of narrowly defined programs in maternal and child health (MCH). Rather,
improvements in mortality outcomes are the result of increasingly effective efforts to link diverse health
programs — in MCH, in malaria, in family planning’s contribution to the healthy timing and spacing of
pregnancy, in nutrition, in HIV/AIDS, and in sanitation and hygiene improvement. All of these efforts
contribute to ending preventable child and maternal deaths.

Creating an AIDS-Free Generation: The goal of achieving an AIDS-free generation is a shared
responsibility; neither the United States nor any other single entity can accomplish this goal alone. The
United States remains committed to: accelerating progress toward the global “90-90-90” targets set forth
by the Joint United Nations Program on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS); the Sustainable Development Goal’s
target of ending the AIDS epidemic by 2030; and close collaboration and partnership with host country
governments, civil society, multilateral institutions, the private sector, and other stakeholders in these
endeavors.

PEPFAR, the largest effort by any nation to combat a single disease, continues to work toward achieving
ambitious HIV prevention and treatment targets announced by President Obama by using data to focus on
the highest burden geographic areas and populations for maximum impact, while strengthening health
systems. With a commitment to transparency and accountability for impact, as well as accelerating
access to interventions grounded in the latest science for epidemic control, PEPFAR continues to actively
work with partners to control the HIV/AIDS pandemic and, ultimately, achieve an AIDS-free generation.

The FY 2017 request will support targeted global HIV/AIDS efforts by continuing the PEPFAR Impact
Fund, directed to countries that take concrete steps to realign their national HIV/AIDS programs using
geographic and site-level data, to increase their own share of HIV budgets, and to take greater ownership
of data collection and expenditure analysis.

Protecting Communities from Infectious Diseases: In addition to work on ending preventable child and
maternal deaths and creating an AIDS-free generation, U.S. government efforts will also continue to
combat other infectious diseases that threaten the lives of millions of people each year, including
tuberculosis, neglected tropical diseases, pandemic influenza, Ebola, and other emerging threats. The
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FY 2017 request includes $350 million GHP-USAID for programs to fight against — and protect people
across the globe from — other infectious diseases.

Achievements:

e As of September 30, 2015, PEPFAR is supporting life-saving antiretroviral treatment (ART) for 9.5
million men, women, and children (of which, 5.7 million are receiving direct support and 3.8 million
are benefiting from essential technical support to partner countries).

e InFY 2015, PEPFAR supported HIV testing and counseling for more than 68.2 million people
(including more than 14.7 million pregnant women) as well as care and support for more than 5.5
million orphans and vulnerable children.

e As of September 30, 2015, PEPFAR has supported more than 8.9 million voluntary medical male
circumcision (VMMC) procedures in Eastern and Southern Africa as well as training (including
pre-service training) for more than 190,000 new health care workers in PEPFAR-supported countries
to deliver HIV and other health services.

e In 2005, under-five mortality in USAID’s 24 priority countries was 71 deaths per 1000 live births; by
2015 it had declined to 47 deaths per 1000 live births.

e To date, Acting on the Call to End Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths has helped spare the lives
of 2.4 million children and almost 200,000 mothers.

e In 17 of the 19 President’s Malaria Initiative (PMI) countries, significant declines in all-cause
mortality rates among children under five have been observed — ranging from 18 percent (in both
Liberia and Nigeria) to 55 percent (in Zambia).

e Since its inception, PMI has distributed more than 243 million lifesaving antimalarial treatments and
more than 102 million insecticide-treated nets. In FY 2014, more than 18 million people were
protected as a result of PMI-supported indoor residual spraying.

o From 2006-2014, over $8.8 billion of drugs for NTDs have been donated by the pharmaceutical
industry to USAID-supported countries, resulting in the delivery of more than 1 billion treatments to
over 550 million people through USAID integrated programs.

FY 2017 Global Health Programs (GHP) Request

The GHP account funds health-related foreign assistance managed by the Department of State and
USAID. The FY 2017 request reflects a comprehensive and integrated global health strategy to
implement GHI by taking the investments made through PEPFAR and PMI, and in MCH, family
planning and reproductive health (FP/RH), nutrition, TB, NTDs, and other programs, and expanding their
reach by linking individual programs in an integrated system of care.

For all programs, resources are targeted toward countries with the highest need, demonstrable
commitment to achieving sustainable health impacts, and the greatest potential to leverage
U.S. government programs and platforms, as well as those of other partners and donors.

Ending Preventable Child and Maternal Deaths
The FY 2017 request provides over $2.2 billion in pursuit of this goal.

Maternal and Child Health (MCH) ($814.5 million): Funding will support programs that work with
country and global partners to increase the wide-spread availability and use of proven life-saving
interventions, and to strengthen the delivery systems to help ensure the long-term sustainability of these
programs. USAID will extend coverage of proven, high-impact interventions to the most vulnerable
populations in high-burden countries.

Funding will support a selection of cost-effective, high-impact interventions, continuing to accelerate the
reduction of maternal and newborn mortality, including the introduction and scale-up of new vaccines,
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targeted to those children most in need. The FY 2017 request includes $275.0 million within the overall
MCH request for Gavi, the Vaccine Alliance, to support the Administration's four-year $1.0 billion pledge
to this vital partner. Resources for Gavi will support the introduction of new vaccines, especially
pneumococcal and rotavirus vaccines, which have the greatest potential impact on child survival. Other
priority child health interventions include essential newborn care; prevention and treatment of diarrheal
disease, including increased availability and use of household and community-level water, sanitation, and
hygiene; and expanded prevention and treatment of pneumonia, particularly at the community level.
Resources will be provided to combat maternal mortality with expanded coverage of preventive and
life-saving interventions, such as prevention and management of post-partum hemorrhage, hypertensive
disorders of pregnancy, sepsis, as well as contributory causes of maternal death such as anemia.
Simultaneously, resources will support efforts to build the health systems capability required to provide
functioning referral systems and comprehensive obstetric care. The MCH program will also work to
leverage investments in other health programs, particularly family planning and reproductive health,
nutrition, and infectious diseases. The request provides increased funding for polio programs in Pakistan
which were previously requested and funded under the Economic Support Fund account.

Malaria ($745.0 million): Consistent with the President’s call to end the scourge of malaria, FY 2017
resources will increase support for the comprehensive strategy of the President’s Malaria Initiative (PMI),
which brings to scale a combination of proven malaria prevention and treatment approaches and
integrates, where possible, these interventions with other priority health interventions. In addition to the
increase to the annual PMI budget, the President’s Budget proposes to use $129.0 million in remaining
FY 2015 Ebola emergency funds for malaria programs.

The fight against malaria is making historic gains across sub-Saharan Africa. In countries where
insecticide-treated mosquito nets, indoor residual spraying, improved diagnostic tests, and highly
effective antimalarial drugs have been scaled up, mortality rates in children under five years of age have
fallen markedly. According to the World Health Organization’s (WHQO’s) 2014 World Malaria Report,
in Africa, between 2000 and 2013, the estimated number of malaria cases in all age groups decreased
from 174 million to 163 million.

The U.S. government’s financial and technical contributions, through PMI, have been key in this
remarkable progress. In the nearly 10 years since it was launched, PMI has garnered recognition as a
highly effective program that successfully combines solid support at the country level with global
leadership on malaria prevention and control with other funding and technical partners. In 17 of the 19
PMI countries (Angola, Benin, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Liberia,
Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mozambique, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Tanzania, Uganda, and Zambia)
where at least two data points are available from national household surveys, significant declines in
all-cause mortality rates among children under five have been observed — ranging from 18 percent (in
both Liberia and Nigeria) to 55 percent (in Zambia).

While a variety of factors are influencing these mortality declines, malaria prevention and control efforts
are playing a major role in these reductions. Ninety percent of all malaria deaths occur in sub-Saharan
Africa, and the vast majority of these deaths are among children under five. The request provides
increased resources for malaria programs to expand PMI. USAID, through PMI, will continue to scale
up malaria prevention and control activities and invest in strengthening delivery platforms in up to 27
African countries as well as support the scale-up of efforts to contain the spread of multidrug-resistant
malaria in the Greater Mekong region of Southeast Asia and the Amazon Basin of South America. PMI
will support host countries’ national malaria control programs and strengthen local capacity to expand the
use of four highly effective malaria prevention and treatment measures, including indoor residual
spraying, long-lasting insecticide-treated mosquito nets, artemisinin-based combination therapies to treat
acute illnesses, and interventions to prevent malaria in pregnancy, and pilot new proven malaria control
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strategies as they become available. Funding will support work with countries to meet pre-elimination
and elimination criteria in key sub-national areas. Funding will also continue to support the development
of new malaria vaccine candidates, antimalarial drugs, new insecticides, and other malaria-related
research with multilateral donors.

Family Planning and Reproductive Health ($544.0 million): Funding will support programs that improve
and expand access to high-quality voluntary family planning services and information as well as other
reproductive health care and priority health services. An estimated 222 million women in the developing
world have an unmet need for family planning, resulting in 53 million unintended pregnancies annually.
Family planning (FP) is an essential intervention for the health of mothers and children, contributing to
reduced maternal mortality (through preventing unintended pregnancy), healthier children (through
breastfeeding), and reduced infant mortality (through better birth spacing). Activities will be directed
toward enhancing the ability of couples to decide the number, timing, and spacing of births and toward
reducing abortion and maternal, infant, and child mortality and morbidity. Activities will also support
the key elements of successful FP programs, including mobilizing demand for modern family planning
services through behavior change communication; commodity supply and logistics; service delivery;
policy analysis and planning; biomedical, social science, and program research; knowledge management;
and monitoring and evaluation. Priority areas include leveraging opportunities to expand services
through MCH and HIV platforms; contraceptive security; community-based approaches; expanding
access to voluntary long-acting and permanent contraceptive methods; promoting healthy birth spacing;
and focusing on cross-cutting issues of gender, youth, and equity. The request provides increased
funding for voluntary family planning programs in Pakistan which were previously requested and funded
under the Economic Support Fund account.

Nutrition ($108.5 million): Good nutrition is central to successful development and is the defining link
between the Global Health and Feed the Future Initiatives. Undernutrition contributes to almost half of
all the deaths of children under five by undermining their health and development. A stunted child is 4.6
times more likely to die from infectious diseases compared to a non-stunted child. Undernutrition leads
to irreversible losses to children’s cognitive development, resulting in lower educational attainment and
lower wages. USAID expands evidence-based approaches to nutrition and supports innovative new
approaches that will improve outcomes for the most vulnerable populations. Activities focus on the
prevention of undernutrition through integrated services. These include nutrition education to improve
maternal diets, nutrition during pregnancy, exclusive breastfeeding, and infant and young child feeding
practices; diet quality and diversification through fortified or biofortified staple foods, specialized food
products, and community gardens; and delivery of nutrition services such as micronutrient
supplementation and community management of acute malnutrition.

Vulnerable Children ($14.5 million): Funding for the Displaced Children and Orphans Fund supports
projects that strengthen the economic capacity of vulnerable families to protect and provide for the needs
of their children, strengthen national child protection systems, and facilitate family reunification and
social reintegration of children separated during armed conflict, including child soldiers, street children
and institutionalized children. Support for implementation of the Action Plan on Children in Adversity is
also included under Vulnerable Children. Children in adversity include those affected by HIV/AIDS, in
disasters, or who are orphans, trafficked, exploited for child labor, recruited as soldiers, neglected, or in
other vulnerable conditions. This effort integrates models of assistance and measures results to help
ensure that children ages 0-18 not only survive, but also thrive.

Creating an AIDS-Free Generation

The GHP account is the largest source of funding for PEPFAR and this account is overseen and
coordinated by the Department of State’s Office of the U.S. Global AIDS Coordinator and Health
Diplomacy. The request includes $6,000.0 million ($5,670.0 million GHP-State and $330.0 million
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GHP-USAID) for country-based HIV/AIDS activities; technical support, strategic information, and
evaluation support for international partners; and oversight and management. PEPFAR implementation
is a broad interagency effort that involves the Department of State, USAID, the Peace Corps, and the
Departments of Health and Human Services, Defense, Commerce, and Labor, as well as local and
international non-governmental organizations, faith- and community-based organizations, private sector
entities, and partner governments.

Integrated HIV/AIDS Prevention, Care, and Treatment and Other Health Systems Programs ($4,193.5
million, including $3.957.5 million in GHP-State and $236.0 million in GHP-USAID): These resources
will support PEPFAR core activities that will advance progress toward sustainable control of the HIV
epidemic using a programmatically- and geographically-focused approach in countries with greatest need
and, ultimately, achieving an AIDS-free generation. Funding supports a combination of high-impact
HIV interventions, focusing on: combination prevention, including antiretroviral treatment (ART),
voluntary medical male circumcision, prevention of mother-to-child transmission (PMTCT), and
provision of condoms; orphans and vulnerable children, including holistic services for families; neglected
and hard-to-reach populations, such as children, adolescent girls and young women, and other key
affected populations; and health systems, which includes human resources for health, commodity
procurement, supply chains, and laboratory systems.

The GHP-USAID request contributes to PEPFAR’s efforts to support the global HIV/AIDS response by
targeting resources to meet the critical needs of USAID field programs and by providing technical
leadership worldwide. Funding supports centrally driven initiatives that catalyze new interventions at the
field level, translate research findings into programs, and stimulate scale-up of proven interventions.
GHP-USAID field resources leverage larger contributions from multilateral, international, private, and
partner country sources by providing essential technical assistance for health systems strengthening,
sustainability, capacity building, and country ownership. In addition to country programs, USAID also
will continue to support the development of advanced product leads.

International Partnerships ($1,489.0 million, including $1,395.0 million in GHP-State and $94.0 million
in GHP-USAID): PEPFAR will continue to expand multilateral engagement with the goal of leveraging
the work of multilateral partners to maximize the impact of country programs. Funds requested in
GHP-State will support a $45.0 million contribution to UNAIDS and a $1,350.0 million contribution to
the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria. This request for the Global Fund, when
combined with $243 million in FY 2016 funds above the President’s pledge to the Global Fund’s Fourth
Replenishment, will allow the United States to contribute nearly $1.6 billion by 2017 towards a Fifth
Replenishment contribution. The GHP-USAID request will support the Commodity Fund, which is used
to procure condoms, HIV vaccine development, and major research with worldwide impact, including
microbicides research activities.

Oversight and Management ($197.5 million in GHP-State): FY 2017 resources will support costs incurred
by multiple U.S. government agency headquarters including: supporting administrative and institutional
costs; management of staff at headquarters and in the field; management and processing of cooperative
agreements and contracts; and the administrative costs of the Office of the U.S. Global AIDS Coordinator
and Health Diplomacy.

Technical Support, Strategic Information, and Evaluation ($120.0 million in GHP-State): Funding will be
used for central technical support and programmatic costs and strategic information systems that monitor
program performance, track progress, and evaluate the effectiveness of interventions. This will increase
transparency, oversight and accountability across PEPFAR and its interagency partners. PEPFAR aims
to support the expansion of the evidence base around HIV interventions and broader health systems
strengthening in order to support sustainable, country-led programs. While not a research organization,
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PEPFAR works with implementers, researchers, and academic organizations to help inform public health
and clinical practice. Technical leadership and direct technical assistance activities (including scientific
quality assurance) are supported for a variety of program activities, including treatment, prevention, and
care, as well as cross-cutting efforts such as human capacity development, training for health care
workers, and supply chain management.

Protecting Communities from Infectious Diseases

TB ($191.0 million): Funding will support programs that address a disease that is the leading cause of
death and debilitating illness for adults throughout much of the developing world. Globally, 1.5 million
people die annually from TB, and there are 9 million new cases of TB each year. There are also
approximately 480,000 cases of multi-drug resistant (MDR) TB each year, which are difficult to cure and
are often deadly. USAID program efforts focus on early diagnosis and successful treatment of the
disease to both cure individuals and prevent transmission to others. Funding priority is given to those
countries that have the greatest burden of TB and MDR-TB, consistent with the goals and objectives of
the Administration’s National Action Plan for Combating Multidrug-Resistant Tuberculosis.
Country-level expansion and strengthening of the global Stop TB Strategy will continue to be a focal
point of USAID’s TB program, including increasing and strengthening human resources to support the
delivery of priority health services such as Directly Observed Treatment, Short Course (DOTS)
implementation, preventing and treating TB/HIV co-infection, and partnering with the private sector in
DOTS. In particular, USAID will continue to accelerate activities to address MDR-TB and extensively
drug resistant TB, including the expansion of diagnosis and treatment, and infection control measures.
USAID collaborates with PEPFAR, other U.S. government agencies, and the Global Fund to integrate
health services and strengthen delivery platforms to expand coverage of TB/HIV co-infection
interventions.

Neglected Tropical Diseases (NTDs) ($86.5 million): More than one billion people worldwide suffer from
one or more neglected tropical diseases that cause severe disability, including permanent blindness, and
hinder growth, productivity, and cognitive development. USAID focuses the majority of its NTD
support on scaling-up preventive drug treatments for seven of the most prevalent NTDs - schistosomiasis,
onchocerciasis, lymphatic filariasis, trachoma, and three soil-transmitted helminths. USAID programs
use an agency-tested and WHO-approved integrated mass drug administration delivery strategy that will
target affected communities using drugs that have been proven safe and effective and can be delivered by
trained non-health personnel. Through USAID partnerships with pharmaceutical companies, the vast
majority of drugs are donated, valued at close to $1 billion each year. Expanding these programs to
national scale will support the acceleration of global efforts to eliminate lymphatic filariasis and blinding
trachoma globally. USAID will continue to work closely with the WHO and global partners to create an
international NTD training course and standardized monitoring and evaluation guidelines for NTD
programs, and ensure the availability of quality pharmaceuticals.

Global Health Security ($72.5 million): In our globalized world, no country is more than a flight away
from a dangerous pathogen, underscoring the critical nature of the Global Health Security Agenda. The
Ebola epidemic in West Africa demonstrates the potential perils of any country with weak disease
prevention, detection, and response capacities, particularly in geographic areas where new public health
threats are likely to emerge. To accelerate progress toward a world safe and secure from infectious
disease threats, in partnership with other nations, international organizations and public and private
stakeholders, the State Department and USAID seek to prevent avoidable epidemics, detect threats early,
and respond rapidly and effectively to disease outbreaks. Nearly 75 percent of all new, emerging, or
re-emerging diseases affecting humans at the beginning of the 21st century originated in animals
(zoonotic diseases), underscoring the need for the development of comprehensive disease detection and
response capacities that span the traditional domains of animal health, public health, ecology, and
conservation. In particular, activities will expand surveillance to address the role of wildlife in the
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emergence and spread of new pathogens; enhance field epidemiological training of national partners; and
strengthen laboratory capability to address infectious disease threats. Using a “One Health Strategy,”
professionals from public health, medicine, veterinary medicine, and wildlife conservation will be
engaged to strengthen their capacity to monitor and respond to animal viruses that are becoming threats to
public health.

GHP Country-Specific Allocations

Assistance provided through the GHP sub-accounts (GHP-State and GHP-USAID) will support GHI
principles, improving health outcomes by working with partner countries to build a sustainable response
by investing in health systems and promoting innovation. Each of the countries and investments
reflected in the chart that follows is essential for achieving the outcomes and objectives envisaged in GHI.
The FY 2017 requests for GHP funding are further described in the respective country and program
narratives elsewhere in the Congressional Budget Justification and Annexes. Additional details of the
HIV/AIDS programs can also be found in the PEPFAR CBJ Supplement.
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Global Health Initiative - FY 2017 Request

by Strategic Framework

. . Maternal Pla::imnig:yand . . Negleted Bl Vuinerable
$in thousands HIV/AIDS \EIEE and Child Reproductive Nutrition  Tuberculosis Troplcal Healt.h Children
Health Health Diseases Security

TOTAL 8,576,500 6,000,000 745,000 814,500 544,000 108,500 191,000 86,500 72,500 14,500
Africa 4,738,796 3,368,096 576,000 332,800 321,900 68,000 72,000

Angola 41,299 17,299 22,000 2,000

Benin 23,000 16,500 3,500 3,000

Botswana 40,804 40,804

Burkina Faso 9,000 9,000

Burundi 32,860 18,860 9,000 2,000 3,000

Cameroon 45,475 45,475

Cote d'lvoire 138,405 138,405

Democratic Republic of the Congo 193,525 70,175 50,000 40,000 20,350 2,000 11,000

Djibouti 1,800 1,800

Ethiopia 319,263 187,213 38,000 42,000 31,550 9,500 11,000

Ghana 72,297 12,297 28,000 12,000 13,000 7,000

Guinea 17,500 12,000 2,500 3,000

Kenya 541,680 456,680 35,000 16,000 26,000 4,000 4,000

Lesotho 47,438 47,438

Liberia 30,500 3,500 12,000 8,000 7,000

Madagascar 51,000 26,000 11,000 14,000

Malawi 158,388 103,488 22,000 14,500 12,700 4,200 1,500

Mali 61,200 4,500 25,000 16,500 11,000 4,200

Mozambique 368,601 298,301 29,000 17,000 13,000 6,300 5,000

Namibia 38,513 38,513

Nigeria 532,152 356,652 75,000 50,000 37,000 2,500 11,000

Rwanda 101,559 57,559 18,000 10,000 13,000 3,000

Senegal 56,035 45535 22,000 10,000 15,000 4,500

Sierra Leone 500 500

South Africa 256,050 246,550 9,500

South Sudan 55,300 21,800 6,000 18,000 8,000 1,500

Swaziland 43,313 43,313

Tanzania 493,981 393,581 46,000 16,000 26,400 8,000 4,000

Uganda 409,676 320,176 34,000 16,000 27,500 8,000 4,000
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Global Health Initiative - FY 2017 Request

by Strategic Framework

. . Maternal Pla::imnig:yand . . Negleted Bl Vuinerable
$in thousands Total HIV/AIDS Malaria and Child Reproductive Nutrition  Tuberculosis Troplcal Healt.h Children
Health Health Diseases Security
Zambia 392,632 334,732 24,000 13,300 13,000 3,600 4,000
Zimbabwe 117,750 93,750 15,000 3,000 2,000 4,000
USAID Africa Regional (AFR) 14,000 2,500 8,000 2,000 1,500
USAID East Africa Regional 8,600 3,600 1,000 4,000
USAID Sahel Regional Program 6,700 1,500 4,000 1,200
USAID Southern Africa Regional 3,600 3,600
USAID West Africa Regional 14,400 3,000 1,000 10,400
East Asia and Pacific 207,377 98,877 15,500 33,500 24,000 1,500 34,000
Burma 29,000 10,000 8,000 5,000 6,000
Cambodia 33,622 12,122 4,500 5,500 5,000 1,500 5,000
China 1,500 1,500
Indonesia 41,000 10,000 20,000 11,000
Papua New Guinea 6,200 6,200
Philippines 31,000 2,000 18,000 11,000
Timor-Leste 2,000 1,000 1,000
Vietnam 48,142 48,142
USAID Regional Development
Mission-Asia (RDM/A) 14,913 10,913 3,000 1,000
Europe and Eurasia 32,615 28,015 4,600
Ukraine 31,615 28,015 3,600
Europe and Eurasia Regional 1,000 1,000
Near East 9,000 5,500 3,500
Yemen 9,000 5,500 3,500
South and Central Asia 215,244 38,294 61,500 71,400 16,800 27,250
Bangladesh 77,000 30,000 27,000 9,000 11,000
India 47,500 20,000 11,500 10,000 6,000
Kyrgyz Republic 3,750 3,750
Nepal 39,700 3,000 15,500 14,400 6,800
Pakistan 22,500 2,500 20,000
Tajikistan 6,500 2,000 1,000 3,500
Uzbekistan 3,000 3,000
Central Asia Regional 15,294 15,294
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Global Health Initiative - FY 2017 Request

by Strategic Framework

0 andad ota AID aria d ~ 0 0 a _
Western Hemisphere 210,785 166,335 3,500 18,750 16,500 5,700
Brazil 300 300
Dominican Republic 15,113 15,113
Guatemala 13,000 3,000 6,500 3,500
Haiti 129,213 104,013 14,000 9,000 2,200
Barbados and Eastern Caribbean 25,917 25,917
USAID Central America Regional 20,992 20,992
USAID Latin America and Caribbean
Regional (LAC) 6,250 3,500 1,750 1,000
USAID Asia Regional 5,250 2,250 3,000
DCHA - Democracy, Conflict, and
Humanitarian Assistance 14,500 14,500
SPANS, Special Protection and
Assistance Needs of Survivors 14,500 14,500
GH - Global Health 474,169 91,919 150,000 81,200 99,900 14,500 36,650
GH - International Partnerships 549,345 94,045 275,000 2,800 2,000 16,500 86,500 72,500
Commodity Fund 20,335 20,335
Gavi, the Vaccine Alliance 275,000 275,000
Global Health Security in
Development 72,500 72,500
International AIDS Vaccine Initiative
(IAVI) 28,710 28,710
lodine Deficiency Disorder (IDD) 2,000 2,000
Microbicides 45,000 45,000
Neglected Tropical Diseases (NTD) 86,500 86,500
TB Drug Facility 13,500 13,500
MDR Financing 3,000 3,000
New Partners Fund 2,800 2,800
LAB - Global Development Lab 5,000 4,000 1,000
Data, Analysis, and Research Center
(DAR) 3,000 3,000
Development Innovation Center (DI) 2,000 1,000 1,000
S/GAC - Global AIDS Coordinator
and Health Diplomacy 2,114,419 2,114,419
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$in thousands

Global Health Initiative - FY 2017 Request

by Strategic Framework

Family
Planning and
Reproductive

Health

Maternal
Total HIV/AIDS Y EIETE and Child
Health

Neglected

Nutrition  Tuberculosis  Tropical
Diseases

Global
Health
Security

Vulnerable
Children

Additional Funding for Country

Programs 401,919 401,919
International Partnerships 1,395,000 1,395,000
Oversight/Management 197,500 197,500
Technical Support//Strategic

Information/Evaluation 120,000 120,000
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Gender

Initiative Overview

Overview

To achieve successful outcomes for U.S. foreign policy priorities, including eradicating extreme poverty,
stability, prosperity, and peace, the FY 2017 foreign assistance budget request supports U.S. promotion of
gender equality and advancement of the political, economic, social, and cultural status of women and girls.

Evidence supports this strategic imperative. Research indicates that investments in women’s employment,
women’s and girls’ health, and education are correlated with a range of positive outcomes, including
greater economic growth and children’s health and survival. A growing body of evidence shows that
women bring a range of unique experiences and contributions to decision-making on matters of peace and
security that lead to improved outcomes in conflict prevention and resolution. Furthermore, engaging
women as political and social actors can alter policy choices and make institutions more representative
and better performing. Advancing the status of women and girls is not simply the right thing to do. Itis
the smart thing to do.

Policy Framework

Today, a range of policies reflect this strategic focus on gender equality and advancing the status of
women and girls to support U.S. foreign policy objectives. The U.S. National Security Strategy
specifically recognizes that countries are more peaceful and prosperous when women are accorded full
and equal rights and opportunity, and that, when those rights and opportunities are denied, countries often
lag behind. The Department of State and the United States Agency for International Development's Joint
Strategic Plan (JSP; 2014) and Quadrennial Diplomacy and Development Review (QDDR; 2015) identify
and integrate a focus on gender equality, making women an integral part of U.S. diplomacy and
development—not simply as beneficiaries, but as agents of peace, reconciliation, development, growth
and stability.

To realize the vision outlined in the National Security Strategy, the JSP and the QDDR, the Department
of State and USAID issued policy guidance on Promoting Gender Equality to Achieve our National
Security and Foreign Policy Objectives (2012) and Gender Equality and Female Empowerment (GE/FE)
Policy (2012), respectively. In 2014, Secretary Kerry issued additional policy guidance on Promoting
Gender Equality and Advancing the Status of Women and Girls, reemphasizing the commitment to gender
equality as a top strategic priority. Complementary in scope, these policies require that gender equality be
integrated into policy development, strategic and budget planning, program design and implementation,
management and training, and monitoring and evaluation of results. USAID followed up the release of its
GE/FE Policy with a standalone chapter on gender integration (ADS 205) in the Agency's manual of
operational policies and procedures.

In addition, the Department of State and USAID are lead agencies in the implementation of two

United States strategies, one to strengthen conflict resolution and peace processes through the inclusion of
women, and another to enhance prevention and response to gender-based violence around the world. In
December 2011, the United States issued a National Action Plan on Women, Peace, and Security (WPS),
with an Executive Order directing its implementation. The plan outlines commitments to accelerate,
institutionalize, and better coordinate efforts to advance women’s participation in peace negotiations,
peace-building, conflict prevention and decision-making institutions; protect women and girls from
gender-based violence; and ensure equal access to relief and recovery assistance in areas of conflict and
insecurity.
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The Strategy to Prevent and Respond to Gender-based Violence (GBV) Globally, released in August
2012 -- and accompanied by an Executive Order directing its implementation -- marshals U.S. expertise
and capacity to address gender-based violence more effectively and establishes a government-wide,
multi-sector approach that identifies, coordinates, integrates and leverages current efforts and resources.
The USAID Vision for Action to End Child Marriage was released shortly thereafter and is a pillar of the
U.S. Strategy to Prevent and Respond to GBV Globally. The Vision is focused on strengthening
implementation efforts and results/programming on early and forced marriage in the next three to five
years, and focuses both on prevention and response to early and forced marriage because this practice
undermines efforts to promote sustainable development and disadvantages girls in numerous and
significant ways.

As mandated per both Executive Orders, 2015 marked the three year review to the National Action Plan
for Women, Peace and Security and the Strategy to Prevent and Respond to Gender-Based Violence
Globally.

In addition, the U.S. government is preparing to launch the interagency Adolescent Girls Strategy, with
input from State, USAID, Peace Corps and MCC, to ensure that adolescent girls are educated, healthy,
economically and socially empowered, and free from violence and discrimination, thereby promoting
global development, security, and prosperity.

Gender in Strategic Planning and Budgeting

Pursuant to the U.S. policy framework requiring a strategic focus on gender equality to achieve foreign

policy goals, gender is integrated into foreign assistance strategic planning and budgeting processes.

Under the QDDR, Department Policy Guidance on Gender Equality, and USAID’s Gender Policy, State

and USAID Embassies, Missions, and Bureaus develop multi-year strategies and incorporate the findings

of gender analyses into those strategies. A focus on gender equality and female empowerment must be

integrated into the following strategic planning documents, as applicable to a particular Mission or

Bureau:

e USAID’s five-year Country Development Cooperation Strategy, which serves as a plan for
implementing PPD-6 and the QDDR in a given country;

o State/USAID multi-year Integrated Country Strategies that also articulate priorities in a given country
and request that Missions, where applicable, complete a gender annex;

e Three-year State Functional and Bureau Strategies that articulate priorities for a functional bureau and
outline necessary tradeoffs; and

e Three-year State/USAID Joint Regional Strategies, which outline priorities within a region.

In addition, in 2011, State and USAID revised the performance and budgetary definition of the Gender
Key Issues to allow for consistent reporting in budget and performance documents and better alignment
with international donor reporting. Key Issues refer to Administration and congressional priorities that cut
across multiple areas of U.S. foreign assistance (e.g., gender, science and technology, and sustainable
institutional capacity building). Key Issue data are collected through narratives and attributed funding
levels that detail why a Mission or Bureau is working in a certain area, what it has accomplished in that
area, and how activities advance broad policy goals represented by the Key Issue.

The Gender Key Issues revision improved State and USAID’s ability to report on planned expenditures
and programmatic results related to gender equality, female empowerment, and gender-based violence. In
combination with a set of specific indicators that were developed to strengthen gender-related
performance reporting, the revision also enhanced the ability to communicate about the effectiveness of
gender equality investments to stakeholders. There are now three linked Gender Key Issues, and in
response to evaluation requirements outlined in the President’s Executive Order on the National Action
Plan on Women, Peace, and Security (WPS), a fourth independent Gender Key Issue was designed to
cover WPS.
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The four Gender Key Issues include:

o  Gender Equality/Women’s Empowerment-Primary, which includes activities where gender equality
or women’s empowerment is the principle goal of the activity and fundamental in the activity’s
design, results framework, and impact;

o  Gender Equality/Women’s Empowerment-Secondary, which encompasses activities where gender
equality or women’s empowerment purposes, although important, are not among the principal reasons
for undertaking the activity, but are integrated into key parts of the activity;

e Gender-Based Violence (GBV), which includes activities aimed at preventing and responding to
GBV, that results in physical, sexual, and psychological harm to either women or men, girls or boys.
Forms of gender-based violence include, but are not limited to, female infanticide; child sexual abuse;
sexual coercion and abuse; neglect; domestic violence; elder abuse; and harmful traditional practices
such as child, early and forced marriage, “honor” killings, and female genital mutilation/cutting; and

Women, Peace, and Security (WPS), which includes activities that advance peace and security for all by
fully integrating women and girls as equal partners in preventing conflict, reducing instability and
building peace; protecting women from gender-based violence; promoting women’s engagement and the
integration of gender perspectives in conflict prevention and mitigation, early warning, preparedness, or
response planning and activities; and ensuring equal access to relief and recovery assistance, in countries
affected by conflict, crisis, and insecurity.

FY 2017 Budget Request: Advancing National Security and Foreign Policy Goals by Advancing
Gender Equality and the Status of Women

In the FY 2017 request, $1.3 billion is attributed to Gender as a Key Issue, with overall gender
attributions broken out as follows:

e  $248.9 million for Gender Equality/ Women’s Empowerment-Primary

e  $930.9 million for Gender Equality/Women’s Empowerment-Secondary

e $157.2 million for Gender-Based Violence

The FY 2017 request includes $133.5 million to advance the empowerment and protection of women and
girls in crisis- and conflict-affected environments. These programs seek to strengthen women’s
participation as political leaders, as well as their capacity as citizens to constructively engage the
government in key democratic processes and to contribute to community-based conflict mitigation efforts.
In Afghanistan, for example, resources will continue to strengthen women-led civil society groups to
develop networking and communications skills and to advocate for women’s rights and welfare.

At the intersection of education and gender, and in collaboration with the Office of the First Lady, the
Department of State and USAID are requesting a total of $75.0 million of dedicated funding for the Let
Girls Learn (LGL) initiative. The funding includes $35.0 million in Development Assistance to be used
by USAID for the continued development and implementation of the interagency LGL Challenge Fund.
Led by USAID's Office for Gender Equality and Women's Empowerment, this effort will bring together
agencies within the U.S. government and external partners to collaborate on integrated solutions and
approaches to keeping adolescent girls in school. The remaining $40.0 million in Economic Support
Funds is being requested for Afghanistan for USAID to develop programs and activities that support the
education of adolescent girls in that country. In addition, Let Girls Learn involves continued support for
the President's Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief (PEPFAR) interventions to reduce HIV infections in
young women. These and other investments deepen the U.S. commitment to adolescent girls, helping girls
and young women thrive and play a fuller role in their communities and economies.

Investments in women and girls’ health, education, and economic opportunities seek to support conditions
for stable societies in countries affected by conflict and transition. For example, in order to identify GBV
as a cause and consequence of societal breakdown and insecurity and to prevent and respond to this
global scourge, programs will mobilize and empower women and men to prevent and mitigate such
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violence; work with communities to address norms that perpetuate the acceptability of gender-based
violence, and challenge harmful gender-based attitudes and practices; support policies and programs to
prevent and respond to gender-based violence; increase access to psychosocial, legal, and health services;
and support protection for women, children, and other vulnerable populations in conflict and
humanitarian emergencies. The Secretary’s Office of Global Women’s Issues’ resources will support
programming in interagency-identified focus countries in which the U.S. government will implement a
comprehensive approach to the prevention of and response to gender-based violence.

Additional programs will promote women’s participation in decision-making positions in the security and
justice sectors, including peace-building; support partnerships between policy and community members,
with a particular emphasis on including women; and support access to justice, including for survivors of
gender-based violence. Funding will support programs that provide training for women working in
judicial and security sectors, and gender sensitization and GBV training for judicial and law enforcement
officials.

Elevating the status of women in foreign assistance to promote peace and security is just one example of
how the U.S. is maximizing dollars and promoting national security and foreign policy objectives. Efforts
to integrate gender equality into programs in order to maximize outcomes are clear throughout the

FY 2017 budget request — from the Global Health Initiative, which has a particular focus on women, girls,
and gender equality in order to improve health outcomes, to the Feed the Future Initiative, which has
integrated gender equality and female empowerment objectives into strategy, program design, and
monitoring and evaluation.

In addition, S/GWI will continue to lead the Department’s integration of gender into operations,
diplomatic activities, and foreign assistance programs. S/GWI’s foreign assistance resources will be
used to continue implementation of the U.S. National Action Plan on Women, Peace and Security and the
U.S. Strategy to Prevent and Respond to Gender-based Violence Globally. Efforts will include
promoting women’s participation in reconciliation and peace processes in post-conflict and
conflict-affected countries; protecting women and girls from violence; and reducing barriers affecting
adolescent girls, including early and forced marriage.

Working in tandem with State, USAID is requesting foreign assistance funding to implement USAID’s
Gender Equality and Female Empowerment Policy and accelerate women’s leadership activities
throughout the Agency. The majority of funding will be programmed to support efforts to reduce gender
disparities in access to resources, prevent and respond to GBV, as well as to promote women’s leadership
and decision-making by developing new activities, and scaling up best practices. USAID will identify
Missions poised to implement catalytic activities and provide them with the technical assistance to
support integration of these goals into existing portfolios.

Funding will also support innovative partnerships that will leverage other donor and non-governmental
resources to advance the rights of women and girls globally; support women’s economic empowerment
including their increased participation in the job market and as entrepreneurs; increase women’s and girls’
access to technology; prevent and respond to child, early, and forced marriage and other forms of
gender-based violence; and address other gender issues. Foreign assistance will also support specific
programmatic objectives related to Women, Peace, and Security. Key interventions in this area will
focus on providing practical and strategic support for women’s participation in peace processes, political
transition, reconstruction, or security initiatives; increasing the protection of women and girls from
conflict and crisis-related GBV; promoting women’s participation and leadership in efforts to build
resilience to recurrent crisis, conflict, and insecurity, such as activities to engage women and girls in
community-level violence prevention, countering violent extremism, and adaptation to climate-related
shocks/challenges; and strengthening the capacity of civil society actors, including women’s
organizations, working to address critical gender equality and female empowerment issues in fragile or
transition environments.
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$ in thousands for all items

TOTAL

FY 2017
Total

1,337,198

DA

262,651

GHP-USAID

330,734

GHP-STATE

79,855

Gender - FY 2017

ESF

198,156

ESF OCO

377,150

INCLE

23,925

MRA

25,000

Gender Equality/Women's Empowerment-

Primary 248,929 61,284 55,662 3,985 41,268 80,590 5,640 500 -
Africa 62,725 7,714 48,030 3,681 2,300 1,000 - -
Angola 28 28 - -
Botswana 9 9 - -
Burkina Faso 2,000 2,000 - - -
Burundi 2,000 2,000 - - -
Cameroon 48 48 - -
Cote d'lvoire 110 110 - -
Democratic Republic of the Congo 5,067 5,000 67 - -
Ethiopia 2,300 800 1,500 - - -
Kenya 362 362 - -
Lesotho 10 10 - -
Malawi 13,266 13,180 86 - -
Mali 850 850 - - -
Mozambique 2,023 1,500 523 - -
Namibia 3 3 - -
Nigeria 184 184 - -
Rwanda 23,119 4,840 18,250 29 - -
Senegal 1,000 1,