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Abstract

Background

The refugee population increases around the world each year, and 25% of these individuals are
capable of pregnancy. We sought to understand the potential impact to refugees’ lives, with
regard to their ability to access abortion services, as they crossed international borders.
Methods

We analyzed global refugee movement in 2022 and country-level abortion law data to identify
patterns of forced migration. We conducted a scoping review to identify emerging topics and
research gaps related to refugee fertility intentions and access to reproductive health services.
Results

6,860,398 female refugees aged 12-59 years moved between countries in 2022. 76% of these
refugees went to host countries without abortion on request. 16% of these refugees sought
asylum in countries with more restrictive abortion laws than their country of origin, 44% sought
asylum in countries with similarly restrictive laws, and 40% sought asylum in countries with less
restrictive laws. We identified fifty-two items in our scoping review with the following themes:
unintended fertility; intended fertility; need to space, postpone and/or limit fertility; changing
fertility intentions; and access to reproductive health services. These items revealed mixed
fertility intentions among newly resettled adult refugees and clear evidence that adolescent
refugees want to control their fertility despite significant barriers.

Discussion

The results reveal the need for renewed commitment to ensuring that refugees capable of
pregnancy have access to the full range of sexual and reproductive health services, so they can

exercise their human right to decide if, when, and how many children to have.
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Plain language summary

The refugee population increases each year and approximately 25% of refugees are capable of
pregnancy. The purpose of this study is to understand how refugee status affects refugees' ability
to access abortion. We analyzed refugee movement in 2022 and countries' abortion law data to
identify patterns of forced migration and associated changes in law. We conducted a scoping
review to identify emerging or evolving topics and research gaps related to refugee fertility
intentions and access to reproductive health services. 6,860,398 female refugees aged 12-59
years moved from 159 origin countries to 111 host countries in 2022. Around 76% of these
refugees went to host countries that did not provide abortion on request: 16% of these refugees
sought asylum in countries with more restrictive abortion laws than their country of origin, 44%
sought asylum in countries with similarly restrictive abortion laws, and 40% sought asylum in
countries with less restrictive abortion laws. Fifty-two items in our scoping review revealed
mixed fertility intentions among newly resettled adult refugees and clear evidence that
adolescent refugees want to control their fertility, despite significant barriers. The study results
point to the need for a renewed commitment to ensuring that refugees capable of pregnancy have
access to the full range of sexual and reproductive health services, so they can exercise their

human right to decide if, when, and how many children to have.

Keywords: abortion, termination, miscarriage, refugee, displaced, reproduction, termination,
law, policy, human rights

Background

The number of new refugees grows around the world each year and shows no sign of slowing.!

When the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) began reporting annual
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numbers of refugees in 1951, they totaled 2,116,011; at the end of 2022, the number had grown
to 29,413,033, an increase of about 1,290%.> Between 2017 and 2022 alone, the number grew by
almost 10 million individuals. These numbers are likely underestimates, not overestimates.? Not
only does the number of forcibly displaced individuals continue to grow, but the causes of
displacement are also increasing. The factors accelerating forced displacement globally are well-
known. Pre-existing drivers, such as those related to the environment (i.e. drought), society (i.e.
lack of opportunity for community members), politics and policy (i.e. corruption), and economy
(i.e. poverty), are triggered by immediate events, such as armed attacks or natural disasters, that
then force individuals to flee their homes.* The most common culprit, however, is political, and
may both trigger and protract crises through creation of structural weaknesses and
misappropriation of aid.*

One in four of the almost 30 million refugees at the end of 2022 is an individual who can
become pregnant.' These refugees may have a higher unmet need for high-quality, accessible
safe abortion and post-abortion services than the general population due to the constraints of
service provision in complex humanitarian emergencies. Health facilities in these settings often
experience stockouts of contraceptive methods or may not have the providers or equipment
necessary to provide high-quality reproductive health services.® This reduced access to
commodities and services may increase the number of unintended pregnancies in these
populations.® Additionally, refugees are more likely to experience rape, early or forced marriage,
intimate partner violence, child sexual abuse, prostitution, sex trafficking, or other forms of
sexual violence and exploitation than communities or individuals in relatively stable settings.” In

complex humanitarian emergencies, the reported prevalence of sexual-based violence is 21.4%?
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compared to about 10% globally.’ Decreased access to contraception, coupled with increased
sexual violence, puts refugees at a higher risk of unintended pregnancy.

Once refugees become pregnant, they may face barriers to safe abortion care if they wish
to end their pregnancy. A scoping review of access to safe abortion care in humanitarian crises
found that barriers include those related to the legal environment, context, stigma, economic
factors, and service delivery.!'? Potential reasons that refugees cannot access or do not use
comprehensive abortion care include barriers at the policy, community, health facility,
interpersonal, or individual level.!!-14

Many countries have signaled their protection of the right to safe and legal abortion
services and post-abortion care for complications by signing the United Nations' international
treaties that interpret the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), such as the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), the
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment
(CAT), and many others.'> Many of these treaties target protections for vulnerable individuals,
and specifically people who have been forcibly displaced. The safeguards conferred in the
UDHR and interpreted in international treaties have been used to hold states accountable for
violations of human rights related to abortion, such as in recent cases in Croatia (2022),' Ireland
(2016-2017),'7 and Chile (2015).18

Beyond treaties, there are other ways that civil societies and academic institutions have
worked to improve the reproductive health of forcibly displaced persons. Several civil society
organizations and academic institutions have recognized the right to reproductive health of
forcibly displaced persons and developed agendas to improve their reproductive health and

access to quality services, such as through the Inter-Agency Working Group on Reproductive
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Health in Crises and the RAISE Initiative.!*2 These and other actors in the humanitarian space
have called for a justice lens to push for a rights-based approach to service implementation.?! To
improve visibility of forcibly displaced persons, in March 2024, the UN Statistical Commission
unanimously endorsed a recommendation to improve the inclusion of refugees and internally
displaced persons in national data systems.?? Additional research has called out the need for
evaluation of reproductive health programs targeting forcibly displaced persons,?® especially in
fulfillment of the Sustainable Development Goals,>* and documented progress since the 1994
International Conference for Population and Development and ongoing needs for humanitarian
response.?’

The purpose of this study is to provide evidence of the potential impact to refugees’ lives
with regard to their ability to access safe and legal abortion, as they crossed borders to seek
protection. We believe that it is important to understand, at a high level, what percent of the
population of refugees capable of pregnancy lost their right to abortion by due to forced
migration. To do this, we use data from 2022 to estimate how many refugees may have become
more vulnerable by moving to a country with more restrictive abortion laws relative to their
country of origin. To contextualize the quantitative findings, we review current evidence on
refugee fertility intention and access to comprehensive reproductive health services to better
understand the impact that these laws have on refugees' health and well-being. The overall goal
of this study is to provide evidence of the need to pay particular focus to abortion rights and
access for refugee women and girls.

Materials and methods

Definitions
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For the purpose of this study, we define refugees according to the UNHCR's Data Finder, which
includes both refugees and "people in refugee-like situation".? Refugees are individuals who are
protected under the 1951 Convention on the Status of Refugees (and its 1967 Protocol), the 1969
Organization of African Unity Convention Governing the Specific Aspects of Refugee Problems
in Africa, the 1984 Cartagena Declaration on Refugees, the UNHCR Statute, and individuals that
are granted complementary forms of protection or under temporary protection.2 They are
defined by the United Nations as [individuals, who] "owing to well-founded fear of being
persecuted for reasons of race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group or
political opinion, is outside the country of his nationality and is unable or, owing to such fear, is
unwilling to avail himself of the protection of that country; or who, not having a nationality and
being outside the country of his former habitual residence, is unable or, owing to such fear, is
unwilling to return to it."?® People in refugee-like situation are individuals residing outside of
their country or territory of origin who face similar circumstances as refugees, but who have not
been given refugee status for practical or other reasons. In this manuscript, we refer to both
refugees and people in refugee-like situation as refugees. We use "origin country" to mean the
country from which a refugee fled and "host country" to mean the country to which a refugee
fled and where they currently reside. We preserved the country names in the UNHCR Refugee
Data Finder query and use those country names throughout this manuscript.?

Quantitative analysis

Refugee data

We retrieved data from the UNHCR Refugee Data Finder? on 03 August 2023 for the calendar
year 2022. The data query included aggregate data with origin country, host country, sex, and

age group (0-4, 5-11, 12-59, 60+ years, other) for refugees only. Due to data constraints, we
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were unable to disaggregate data for women of reproductive age (WRA), 15-49 years?’ and
unable to extrapolate the proportion of refugees who may be WRA. We included data for
females 12-59 years old and excluded all male data and female data for the age group labeled
“other”. We further excluded refugees with “Unknown” or “Stateless” origin country due to our
inability to assign abortion laws for these locations.

Abortion law data

We matched the columns for origin country and host country in the UNHCR Refugee Data
Finder query to the countries included in the Center for Reproductive Rights (CRR)’s The
World’s Abortion Laws map.?® At this point, we also removed "China, Hong Kong SAR" and
"Western Sahara" as origin countries and "China, Hong Kong SAR" and "Western Sahara" as
host countries, due to their missingness in the CRR's The World’s Abortion Laws map. We
matched each country in the UNHCR data query to its corresponding abortion law category

29 <

based on the CRR designation, which included “prohibited altogether”, “to save the pregnant
person’s life”, “to preserve health”, “socioeconomic grounds”, “on request”, and “varies by
state”.?® We reviewed the Council on Foreign Relations' summary of changes to abortion law
between 2000 and 2022,%° then reviewed the World Health Organization's Global Abortion
Policies Database for each of the 38 listed countries to confirm the year the law changed and
when the law entered into force.?°

Further exclusion criteria

Within the merged data set, we excluded countries where new abortion laws entered into force
during the 2022 calendar year, due to our inability to disaggregate between individuals that

became refugees before and after law changes in their host country.

Data analysis
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We assigned each abortion law category a number based on severity, with 5 being the most
severe: “prohibited altogether” = 5, “to save the pregnant person’s life” = 4, “to preserve health”
= 3, “socioeconomic grounds” = 2, and “on request” = 1. We excluded countries that were
categorized by the CRR as “varies by state”. Finally, we determined whether individuals traveled
from countries with more restrictive laws to countries with less restrictive laws, from countries
with less restrictive laws to countries with more restrictive laws, or if the abortion law category
was the same in the individuals’ origin country and host country. We analyzed the data using the
dplyr3! and ggplot23? packages in R programming®? to produce descriptive statistics.

Scoping review

We conducted a scoping review to complement the quantitative data analysis. The scoping
review is not limited to induced, but rather seeks to better understand reproductive health as a
whole among refugees. We made this decision because all reproductive health services are
linked, and levels of gender-based violence and contraceptive use, for example, affect abortion
rates, as does access to clinical management of rape services and family planning services.
Search criteria

On 22 September 2023, a scoping review was conducted for the last five years ( starting 23
September 2018 and ending on the search date) of English language peer-reviewed journal
articles using PubMed and Google Scholar. We selected PubMed due to its vast collection of life
sciences and biomedical research. We used Google Scholar as a secondary database in our
search due to its expansive collection of research, including items published outside of typical
health science journals. We tested several combinations of search terms and synonyms, and
ultimately decided to search using the following terms after determining that they produced the

most relevant results: "(refugee OR displaced OR displacement) AND ("reproductive health" OR
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"sexual health" OR fertility OR contraception OR abortion)". We reviewed all PubMed results in
the last five years and the first 300 Google Scholar results sorted by relevance. We decided to
review only the first 300 Google Scholar results due to their accessibility and relevance, and to
increase the efficiency of our search. We chose these criteria to best identify emerging or
evolving topics and gaps related to refugee fertility intentions and access to reproductive health
services.

Analysis

We downloaded search results into Zotero citation management software3* and exported the
records into Microsoft Excel for screening. Once we arrived at the final sample based on items'
inclusion of results related to refugee fertility intentions and access to reproductive health, we
moved the data into Microsoft Word. We identified themes in the data through discussion and
paying particular intention to fertility intentions and how displacement affected actual fertility
and intended fertility. We then developed summaries based on themes we identified in the data.
We did not exclude individual research articles that were included in review articles that we
included in our final sample. We did not conduct any critical appraisal of the items included in
the scoping review. We report all literature review results according to PRISMA for Scoping
Reviews 22-item checklist.?> The scoping review protocol is not published but is available from
the authors upon request.

Results

Quantitative results

We downloaded the records of 29,413,033 individuals from the UNHCR Refugee Data Finder
for 2022. We eliminated individuals of unknown sex (n=3,745,164), male sex (12,501,718),

female age unknown (2,025,378), and female age <12 years and 60+ years (n=4,184,188),
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leaving a population of 6,956,585 individuals. We then removed individuals with origin
countries of China, Hong Kong SAR (n=41), Western Sahara (n=83), unknown (n=7,839), and
stateless (n=2,918). We also removed individuals with host country China, Hong Kong SAR
(n=83). Finally, after merging these data with information from the Center for Reproductive
Rights and the Council on Foreign Relations, we eliminated individuals with origin country or
host country Colombia (n=30,196 and n=626), Thailand (n=46 and n=34,201), and the United
States (n=96 and n=20,270) due to law changes in 2022. Our final sample includes data from
6,860,398 female refugees aged 12-59 years who sought asylum in 2022. A flow diagram in
Figure I shows how we narrowed down the population included in our analysis.
Figure 1. Flow diagram of study population inclusion and exclusion*®

The final data set included 159 origin countries and 111 host countries, though it should
be noted that the UNHCR Refugee Data Finder combines Serbia and Kosovo into one entity.
Refugees originated from 53 countries that were not destinations for refugees; and five host
countries did not generate refugees. SI Appendix 1is a list of the origin and host countries
included in the analysis and the total number of refugees originating in and seeking asylum in
each. Heat maps in Figure 2 show the geospatial distribution of individuals originating and
seeking asylum in each country. While 26% of refugees went to countries with abortion on
request, 5% went to countries with abortion for socioeconomic reasons, 28% went to countries
with abortion to preserve health, 38% went to countries with abortion to save the pregnant
person's life, and 3% went to countries where abortion is prohibited altogether. The Syrian Arab
Rep. generated the most female refugees aged 12-59 years old in 2022 (26% of total sample)
who sought asylum in 64 countries. Iran (Islamic Rep. of) accepted the most female refugees

aged 12-59 years old in 2022 (15% of total sample), who originated from Afghanistan, Iraq,
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Kuwait, and Pakistan. The largest flows of female refugees aged 12-59 years old were from
Afghanistan to Iran (Islamic Rep. of) (15% of total sample), Syrian Arab Rep. to Turkiye (14%
of total sample), Ukraine to Poland (6% of total sample), Afghanistan to Pakistan (6% of total
sample), and Ukraine to Germany (5% of total sample).

Figure 2. Global heat map showing refugee origin and host countries in 2022, for female
refugees aged 12-59 years

Travel from countries with less restrictive laws to countries with more restrictive laws
1,083,677 female refugees aged 12-59 years old (16%) sought asylum in countries with more
restrictive laws than their origin country in 2022. These refugees originated in 61 counties and
sought asylum in 60 countries. The most commonly represented abortion law category for
refugee origin was 3, countries with abortion to preserve health, which were involved in 121 or
44% of exchanges in 2022; 61 (22%) of exchanges originated in countries with abortion on
request, category 1, 46 (17%) in countries with abortion on socioeconomic grounds, category 2,
and 49 (18%) in countries with abortion to save the pregnant person's life, category 4.
Conversely, the most commonly represented abortion law category for refugee asylum was 4,
countries with abortion to save the pregnant person's life, which were involved in 117 or 42% of
exchanges in 2022; 6 (2%) of exchanges originated in countries with abortion on socioeconomic
grounds, category 2, 50 (18%) in countries with abortion on to preserve health, category 3, and
106 (38%) in countries with abortion prohibited altogether, category 5. The largest contributors
to this group were refugees from Ukraine fleeing to Poland (n=413,166), from the Dem. Rep. of
the Congo fleeing to Uganda (n=136,342), and from the Syrian Arab Rep. fleeing to Iraq

(n=73,583). Figure 3 shows the exchange of refugees between countries with less restrictive to
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more restrictive abortion laws, with refugees moving from the lefthand column to the righthand
column.

Figure 3. Segment of refugee population moving between countries with less restrictive to more
restrictive abortion laws based on abortion law category, 2022 *

Travel between countries with the same assigned abortion law category

3,003,005 female refugees aged 12-59 years old (44%) sought asylum in countries with abortion
laws in the same abortion law category as their origin country in 2022. These refugees originated
in 109 counties and sought asylum in 90 countries. By far, the most commonly represented
abortion law category for each country pair was 1, countries with abortion on request, which
were involved in 205 or 48% of exchanges in 2022; only 5 (1%) of exchanges originated in
countries with abortion on socioeconomic grounds, category 2, 106 (25%) in countries with
abortion to preserve health, category 3, and 92 (22%) in countries with abortion to save the
pregnant person's life, category 4, and 17 (4%) in countries with abortion prohibited altogether.
The largest contributors to this group were refugees from Afghanistan fleeing to Iran (Islamic
Rep. of) (n=1,013,085), from Ukraine fleeing to Germany (n=317,636), and from Myanmar
fleeing to Bangladesh (n=291,481).

Travel from countries with more restrictive laws to countries with less restrictive laws

In 2022, 2,774,716 female refugees aged 12-59 years old (40%) sought asylum in countries with
more restrictive laws than their origin country. These refugees originated in 98 counties and
sought asylum in 87 countries. Interesting, although this category accounted for the second most
individuals who fled from one country to another in 2022, it included the most exchanges
between countries: 702. The most commonly represented abortion law category for refugee

origin was 4, countries with abortion to save the pregnant person's life, which were involved in
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half, or 352 (50%) of exchanges in 2022; 28 (4%) in countries with abortion on socioeconomic
grounds, category 2, 178 (25%) in countries with abortion to preserve health, category 3, and
144 (21%) in countries with abortion prohibited altogether, category 5. Conversely, the most
commonly represented abortion law category for refugee asylum was 4, countries with abortion
to save the pregnant person's life, which were involved in 117 or 42% of exchanges in 2022; 1
(2%) of exchanges originated in countries with on socioeconomic grounds, category 2, 50 (18%)
in countries with abortion on to preserve health, category 3, and 106 (38%) in countries with
abortion prohibited altogether, category 5. The largest contributors to this group were refugees
from the Syrian Arab Rep. fleeing to Turkiye (n=986,895), from Afghanistan fleeing to Pakistan
(n=413,174), and from the Syrian Arab Rep. fleeing to Jordan (n=206,072). Figure 4 shows the
exchange of refugees between countries with more restrictive to less restrictive abortion laws,
with refugees moving from the lefthand column to the righthand column.

Figure 4. Segment of refugee population moving between countries with more restrictive to less
restrictive abortion law categories, 2022 *

Scoping review

The results of our scoping review contextualize the findings from our quantitative analysis. Our
search resulted in 566 results on PubMed and 26,100 on Google Scholar, of which we extracted
300, leading to a total of 866 items. We removed 73 duplicates, resulting in 793 unique items.
We next removed items published in a language other than English (n=3). After removing books
and book sections (n=15), dissertations and theses (n=9), commentaries (n=7), abstracts (n=6),
and other non-peer reviewed journal articles (n=11), we were left with 742 items to screen. We
then removed 361 items that were not relevant to sexual and reproductive health, 43 items that

did not focus on refugees, and 286 items that did not provide data to answer our research
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questions. Fifty-two (52) items are included in the synthesis below. Our screening process is
charted in a flow diagram in Figure 5. The majority of articles did not address our research
questions directly, but rather explored refugee use of various reproductive health services. The
most common countries of origin for items were "Any" (n=11), Myanmar (n=10), and Syria
(n=10), though fifteen countries were named. The most common host countries were the United
States (n=8), Bangladesh (n=7), Uganda (n=7), though fifteen countries were named. Thirty-two
(32) items explored fertility intentions and 29 reported on access to sexual and reproductive
health services. More characteristics of each item included in the synthesis are available in S2
Appendix.

While there is overlap in the themes presented in each article, we determined that there
were distinct themes related to refugee health and present our results in the following sections:
(1) unintended fertility; intended fertility; need to space, postpone, and/or limit births; changing
fertility intentions; and (2) access to reproductive health services. In intended and unintended
fertility sections, we discuss how refugee status affects individuals' abilities to regulate their
fertility; in the need to space, postpone, and/or limit births section, we summarize how forced
displacement affects fertility desires; and in the changing fertility intentions, we analyze the
factors that cause the changes in desires around spacing, postponing, and limiting births. In the
access to reproductive health services section, we describe how refugee status affects service
provision and receipt.

Figure 5. Flow diagram of scoping review inclusion and exclusion
Most research published in the past five years on fertility intentions and pregnancy among
refugees focused on adolescents and youth. These studies found that in most cultures, sex and

pregnancy before marriage including unintended pregnancies due to rape were stigmatized and
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had severe consequences (unintended fertility), but younger age at marriage and subsequent
childrearing were encouraged (intended fertility).

Unintended fertility

Several studies explored the specific vulnerabilities facing adolescent refugees that exposure
them to unintended pregnancies. A qualitative study among pregnant teenagers and teenage
moms in Mahama refugee camp in Rwanda found that premarital sex was seen as proof of "bad
behavior" due to its association with pregnancy and HIV/AIDS, and that pregnant teenagers are
seen as "bad influences" who made deliberate decisions to become pregnant, even when their
pregnancies are the result of sexual assault.® Focus group discussions with 12-17-year old
Congolese refugees in Rwanda revealed that unintended pregnancies were often the result of
financial insecurity, which drove girls to exchange money for sex or goods with individuals
outside of the refugee camps where they lived.?” A cross sectional study among various
adolescent girl refugees in Uganda found that they were scared to become pregnant before
marriage, which could lead to social exclusion and expulsion from school, but that coerced,
forced, and transactional sex were common in the camps, as were coerced and forced births by
partners.’® A study examining maternal health service seeking behavior similarly reported that
many pregnancies among refugee youth in Uganda were due to rape and not desired fertility.>°
Coercive and transactional sex among adolescent and youth refugee and host community
members in Rwanda made them vulnerable to unintended pregnancies.*® Adolescent Rohingya
migrant and refugee boys and girls in Thailand believed they were too young for children and
worried about educational, social, and financial consequences in addition to adverse health
impacts.*! More than half of study participants reported that their current pregnancies were

unintended. Two studies among youth migrants and refugees in Australia reported that
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unintended pregnancies were stigmatized, and could lead to forced marriage and mistreatment,
among other social consequences.*>* While not limited to adolescents, a third Australian study
found that reproductive coercion led to violence during pregnancy, including forced miscarriage,
abortion, pregnancy, and contraceptive sabotage among refugees and migrants.** This was due to
extra-marital sex being taboo despite cultural pressure to have large families.

Intended fertility

Child marriage in refugee settings is related to community desires for large families. Key
informant interviews with Syrian refugees in Egypt explored child marriage and emphasized the
importance of childbearing from a young age, despite health repercussions for young mothers.+
Similarly, a study on child marriage among Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh found that cultural
preferences for adolescent brides, prevailing social norms, and insecurity led to these marriages
and subsequent childbearing at a young age.*® A mixed methods study in Bidi Bidi refugee
settlement also found that individuals experiencing forced child marriage were significantly
more likely to report forced pregnancy, abortion, and missed educational opportunities due to
sexual violence.*’

Studies among married adults found that pregnancy and childbirth were often seen as
positives. A qualitative study among Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh reported that having a
more children was viewed positively in the community because those children would continue
the couple's lineage and contribute to the Islamic population in Bangladesh.*® While Rohingya
women had access to contraceptives, they did not want their marriages to end because they were
unwilling to have (more) children with their spouses. Rohingya women refugees in another study
in the same context reported the same, that large families were preferred in their culture and that

contraceptive use was stigmatized in the culture and religion.*’ In this study, however,
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participants did share that this view was actively shifting. A third study among Rohingya
refugees found that 48% of female respondents did not participate in fertility decision-making
and that this non-participation and low participation were significantly associated with shorter
birth intervals.’® A qualitative study in Canada and Australia among refugees from countries in
South America, Asia, and Africa had similar findings: participants discussed children as a central
part of a woman's identity and imperatives for their culture and religion.’! A systematic review
of Syrian refugee fertility in Turkiye revealed that high fertility continued after resettlement, but
was driven by husbands and not mothers,>? and a study among refugee women in the country
confirmed the desire for higher fertility: participants reported an average of 2.37 living children,
with a desire for an average of 3.79 children.>?® One study in Bangladesh revealed that a majority
of Rohingya refugee women (58%) thought childbearing should continue until a son is born.>*
Another study in the same population found that religion, son preference, and community
pressure were common drivers of high fertility.>

Need to space, postpone and/or limit fertility

Some studies reported that refugee status made women want fewer children due to decreased
social supports and environmental constraints. In a qualitative study among Somalian and
Congolese refugees in the United States, participants discussed the cultural and religious
pressure to have large families, but also the increased difficulty of raising children after
displacement due to social isolation, and the loss of multigenerational families and traditions that
come with a community.>® Congolese refugees stated that these were significant factors in their
fertility desires. A series of focus groups conducted among Somali refugees in Kenyan refugee
camps found similarly contradictory views -- participants discussed the benefits of large families

in their culture, such as additional income, caregiving, and esteem in the community, and
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specific to their current situation, reporting that more children meant extra ration cards and
food.’” At the same time, participants spoke about the adverse health risks associated with young
and frequent childbearing, in addition to added responsibilities and fewer economic and
educational opportunities. Another paper exploring Somali refugee family planning use in the
United States reported similar tensions between fertility desires and constraints.’® Focus group
participants felt pressure from their community to conceive after marriage, and emphasized the
role of God in planning for family size and timing. However, at the same time, participants
shared that they wanted to space births, but did not feel that they had control to do so, and that
the lack of family support in the United States was an incentive to use contraception following
childbirth. A similar study using focus groups in the same population found that couples often
differed on family size, with wives pushing for smaller families and husbands requesting more
children.>®

Other studies found mixed sentiments among adult refugee women regarding their
fertility. A mixed methods study examining family planning use among South Sudanese refugees
and host communities in Uganda reported that participants were caught in tension between their
desire to have large(r) families and their ability to provide for that family.%° Participants
described in detail their struggles to farm on land granted to them by the Ugandan government
and issues with finances that impacted their fertility desires. A study among Syrian refugees in
Lebanon found that political, economic, and health crises in Lebanon actively influenced fertility
desires of refugees: decreased social support, deteriorated living conditions, and lack of jobs led
to Syrian refugee women wanting to limit their births.! Among Bhutanese, Rohingya, and Iraqi
refugees in the United States, participants reported that the stability associated with moving from

a fraught environment empowered women, which included increasing their desire for family
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planning.®? A survey of 300 Syrian refugees in Turkiye found that the average family size in the
study group was less than the ideal family size; 37% of respondents reported having less than
two-year pregnancy intervals and 43.6% reported having had their last child against their will.®?
Only one study among adults explored forced sex: a study among asylum-seekers and refugees
in South Africa reported that many individuals were victims of forced sex and rape during their
migration journey or felt that they needed to engage in transactional sex for survival.®
Changing fertility intentions

Two review articles and a study in Lebanon revealed the factors affecting fertility decision-
making before displacement, during displacement, and after arrival. In a scoping review and
thematic analysis of influences on fertility among refugees in high-income countries, these
factors included things like religious beliefs, active conflict, and coercion.®> Another systematic
review similarly explored the effect of refugee status on contraceptive care in high-income
countries.® This study reported that many refugees originated in countries with cultural
expectations of large families, and some individuals felt pressured to continue this tradition to
recreate the security and feeling of former communities, while for some, resettlement led to
changes in fertility and contraceptive desires to align with a desire for smaller families. A
comparison of parity among Syrian refugees in Lebanon who became pregnant before, during,
and after displacement found that for individuals who got pregnant in Syria only, there was
median gravidity of five to six, but among refugees only pregnant in Lebanon, after
displacement, median gravidity was two.” Interestingly, individuals getting pregnant in Lebanon
exclusively were younger and significantly more likely to access abortion services.

Access to reproductive health services
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Access to reproductive health services for refugees is constrained across the socioecological
model, as demonstrated by research published in the past five years. A summary of the different
factors mentioned in publications at their respective locations in the socioecological model is
available below in Figure 6, which was developed by the authors as a way to make the
interpretation of these findings clearer, so that they are actionable to stakeholders who may be
considering interventions at each level.
Figure 6. Factors affecting refugee access to reproductive health services at different levels of
the socioecological model

At the individual level, studies show that access to reproductive health knowledge is
made hard to access by fears of transgressing religion or culture, and exposure to stigma,
especially for adolescents.®® Among adolescents in Bangladesh, fear of stigma and social control
via sex before marriage prevented them from accessing reproductive health services.®® Shame
among individuals who had been sexual assaulted prevented them from accessing health
services, and the same study reported that adolescents faced even more burdens, especially when
unmarried.”® Though sometimes displacement and resettlement increases access to information,”’!
a systematic review of refugee research globally and two studies including interviews with
adolescent refugees in Uganda and Bangladesh revealed that many participants did not know
where to seek reproductive health services.67273 Fears of side effects from contraceptives may
also impede access to services at the individual level.#® A lack of financial resources was the
most commonly discussed barrier to services for refugees.3%-64.66,72-80

Very few factors at the interpersonal level of the socioecological model were discussed in
items included in our scoping review. Husbands, and especially the threat of intimate partner

violence, were noted as significant barriers to reproductive health access, including and
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especially, contraceptive access.*® Internally displaced persons and refugees in Kenya reported
that they did not seek out sexual- and gender-based violence (SGBV) treatment due to fear of
future abuse.’! Research items did not discuss other individual relationships and the role they
played in access to services.

At the health system level, fears of contraception may be exacerbated by mistrust in the
medical system.*® Qualitative studies in the United States and other countries found that
facilitators to services included accessible clinics and positive interactions with healthcare
providers,’ while an inability to communicate with healthcare providers created a barrier to
services.39-22:66.73.74.78.82 Mobile applications for translation, telehealth appointments, and multiple
information sources helped to facilitate access to services where individuals faced
communication barriers.”® South Sudanese refugees in Uganda and cited distance, long waits,
privacy, and overcrowding as the main barriers to accessing reproductive health services, though
63.3% of surveyed individuals felt that health facilities in refugee settlements were satisfactory
overall.®® A study among adult refugees in high-income countries found similar accessibility
issues, like difficulty using public transportation and participating in an unfamiliar healthcare
system.® Provider bias and negative attitudes affected refugees in Rwanda,*® Uganda,*-33
Israel,” and South Africa®’® in their plight to access services. A systematic review pointed to
healthcare provider training on cultural sensitivity and communication as a facilitator of access.”
Lack of supplies also acted as a barrier in some places, like for Syrian refugees in Lebanon,”’
Eritreans in Israel,” and Congolese individuals in Uganda.? However, even where supplies were
available, like in Bangladesh for Rohingya refugees, a lack of space prevented service
provision.%® And, even in locations with less restrictive abortion laws, healthcare providers' lack

of knowledge presented additional barriers to services for refugees.®® Even when healthcare
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providers were able to give reproductive health services, refugees in Uganda and Israel thought
they were unacceptable and/or poor quality.”®83

Adolescent refugees cited these same issues at the health systems level and more. Long
waits at health facilities were also by adolescent Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh,*® Syrian
refugees in Lebanon,?* and Eritrean refugees in Israel,”” as were overcrowded facilities for
refugees in Uganda,® and both were reported as issues in South Africa.”® Adolescent refugees
surveyed in Uganda and Syria did not return to health facilities for reproductive health services
after an initial visit due to lack of privacy, resources, distance to facilities, and mistreatment by
healthcare providers.33#* A study among Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh, confirmed that
discrimination, including healthcare providers refusing to give contraceptives to adolescents,
prevented them from using family planning.*! Refugees in Uganda likewise complained about
lack of adolescent access to health services and information.®3

At the community level, religion, culture, and stigma prevent access to reproductive
health services.®%7885 A systematic review reported that adolescents were concerned about
confidentiality due to stigma associated with sexually transmitted infections and premarital
sex.”? A systematic review of barriers and facilitators of access for migrant, internally displaced,
refugee, and asylum-seeking women cited culturally unacceptability of services as a major
deterrent.”> Among refugees and internally displaced persons in the Dadaab refugee complex in
Kenya, there were several community-level barriers to care following SGBV, including stigma
in the community, insecurity in the camps, and being denied access by guards.®' During the
COVID-19 pandemic, Syrian refugees in Lebanon had trouble accessing services due to
concerns about infection and increased insecurity.”> Community support networks helped to

mitigate these barriers in Kenya®!' and South Africa.”
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At the policy/law level, lack of documentation,3?%* including health insurance,’®%? may
act as an impediment to health services. In only one study, among Congolese refugees in
Uganda, participants reported being unable to navigate the abortion policy environment, where
abortion is illegal except to save the pregnant individual's life.®” This lack of navigability led
refugees to access less safe abortion procedures and left them unable to access post-abortion care
for related complications.

Discussion

The results of this analysis begin to fill an important gap in understanding how forcible
displacement may affect refugees' fertility decision-making, their ability to control their fertility
and access reproductive health services, and how legal landscapes may affect their choices and
access. Our quantitative analysis of UNHCR and CRR data revealed that nearly one in five
female refugees aged 12-59 years old moved from countries with less restrictive to more
restrictive abortion laws and that only 24% of these refugees were hosted in countries with
abortion on request.

Though key humanitarian organizations, including Doctors without Borders, have
implemented safe abortion care in locations that they work, including refugee camps, many
humanitarian organizations fear doing so due to legal repurcussions.?¥°° The organizations that
do provide these services interpret abortion rights for refugees to be protected by international
humanitarian law that considers pregnant individuals to be "wounded and sick", entitled to
medical care "to the fullest extent practical", with "least possible delay", and "no adverse
distinction", i.e., discrimination due to female sex.? In line with this interpretation, care should

be provided whether or not the need for care, i.e., pregnancy, arises from something related to
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the conflict (or displacement) or not. Various United Nations treaties also protect the right of
refugees to safe abortion and post-abortion care.!>

An additional barrier to health services not addressed in our quantitative analysis or
scoping review is that of status designation in host countries. For example, while the UNHCR
designates these individuals as refugees, the Turkiye government gives Syrians "temporary
protection status," and in Bangladesh, the government calls Myanmar refugees "Forcibly
Displaced Myanmar Nationals".’! These and other host nations' practices around designating
individuals as "refugees" versus other entities, regardless of UNHCR designation, negatively
affects their ability to access health services.??> This analysis draws attention to the need for more
funding, guidance, and support for entities to provide access to abortion services to refugees, as
defined by the UNHCR, wherever they implement other reproductive health services.

The results of the scoping review complement and contextualize the findings of our
quantitative analysis. They point to the effect that refugee status has on fertility intentions: adult
female refugees expressed mixed fertility intentions, but adolescents, especially unmarried
adolescents, wanted to control their reproduction, but were left unable to in most cases due to
community stigma, restricted access to family planning services, and high levels of sexual- and
gender-based violence in refugee settings. Studies included in our synthesis demonstrated the
commonality of sexual coercion, transactional, and forced sex within refugee settings. A meta-
analysis conducted among female refugees in complex humanitarian emergencies confirms this
result, finding that the estimated prevalence of sexual violence in refugee populations is 21.4%.3
Other studies in the scoping review among adolescents found that forced child marriage was
common due to the cultural desire for larger families. A study in 34 African countries reported

that children married before the age of eighteen years were more likely to experience rapid
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childbirth and larger family sizes than individuals married at the age of majority or older.”*> The
story was less clear among adults — some studies found that refugees wanted large families
regardless of refugee studies, others reported that refugee status made individuals want fewer
children due to lack of social support networks, and a third group of studies reported that
individuals experienced tensions between the two sentiments. While few studies exist on the
topic, research in Zimbabwe found that individuals believed that community support was
necessary for healthy pregnancies and child-rearing.** Individuals everywhere should be
supported in their decision-making around their own fertility.

The scoping review demonstrated the multifaceted constraints that refugees, and
especially adolescent refugees, face in accessing high-quality reproductive health services. Most
studies documented these barriers at the community, health system, and individual level, while a
few studies reported additional barriers at the interpersonal and policy/law level of the
socioecological model. Very few items included in our scoping review found facilitators for
reproductive health services among refugees. This is not surprising: quantitative analyses have
found that up to 19.9% of hospital admissions in fragile settings® and 25-50% of maternal
deaths in refugee settings are due to abortion complications.?® These studies' quantitative
findings, coupled with the results in our scoping review, and our own quantitative analysis point
to the imperative that refugees have access to high-quality health services across their
reproductive life course.

Limitations
There are several limitations of this analysis. We limited our quantitative analysis, and our
qualitative synthesis, where possible, to only include refugees and not other forcibly displaced

populations. We did this because fertility intentions and access to reproductive healthcare,
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including abortion, may differ between different groups of forcibly displaced populations.
However, we acknowledge that there is heterogeneity even within refugee populations which we
do not explore, given our goal to characterize the topic globally. In our quantitative analysis, we
were constrained by the limits of our data sets: while "women of reproductive age" are
considered to be 15-49-year-olds, we were only able to subset the entire population of refugees
to females aged 12-59 years. In addition, we removed countries whose abortion laws changes
during 2022 because we only had data aggregated to an annual time period. Our scoping review
is limited by our decision to include only publications in the English language, that are indexed
to PubMed and Google Scholar, published in the last five years, and related to our chosen search
terms. We made these decisions to include the most relevant research to characterize the field at
this moment in time. Despite these limitations, we believe that this is an important and novel
analysis that contributes to the field's better understanding of how individual's abortion rights are
affected by forced migration, and what research in the last five years has revealed about refugee
fertility intentions and access to reproductive health services.

Conclusions

All individuals capable of pregnancy, whether forcibly displaced or part of another population,
deserve the ability to control their reproduction. This study reveals the various constraints that
refugees may face in their attempts to make decisions about and control their fertility, and to
access reproductive health services, including safe abortion and post-abortion care. The data also
point specifically to the need to continue to protect refugee girls from early marriage, early
childhood, and unintended pregnancies. The results of the quantitative analysis and scoping

review demonstrate the need for a renewed international commitment to ensuring that a key
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vulnerable population, refugees, can access the full range of high-quality reproductive health
services to so they're able to decide if, when, and how many children to have.

S1 Appendix. Countries included in the analysis, their law category, and number of refugees
originated and seeking asylum within their borders

S2 Appendix. Items included in the scoping review

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.16.25320653
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.16.25320653; this version posted January 20, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

List of abbreviations
e CAT: Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment
e CEDAW: Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women
e CRR: Center for Reproductive Rights
e SGBYV: Sexual- and gender-based violence
e UDHR: Universal Declaration of Human Rights
e UNHCR: United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

e  WRA: Women of reproductive age
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of study population inclusion and exclusion*®
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Figure 2. Global heat map showing refugee origin and host countries in 2022, for female

refugees aged 12-59 years
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Figure 3. Segment of refugee population moving between counitries with less resirictive to more

restrictive abortion laws based on abortion law category, 2022*
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purposes (<0.01% of total sample).
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Figure 4. Segment of refugee population moving between couniries with more restrictive (o less

restrictive abortion law categories, 2022*
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Note: We removed 9,543 individuals that moved from category 2 to category 1 couniries (~0.3% of total sample), 52
individuals that moved from category 5 io cafegory 2 couniries (<0.01% of ioial sample), 15,711 individuals thai
moved from category 4 lo category 3 countries (~0.6% of total sample), and 16,477 individuals that moved from

calegory 3 io category 4 couniries {~0.6% of fofal sample) from this figure for illusiration purposes.
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Figure 5. Flow diagram of scoping review inclusion and exclusion
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Figure 6. Factors affecting refugee access lo reproductive health services at different levels of

the socioecological model
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