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The sexual and reproductive health, rights, and justice field finds itself in times of great uncertainty,
shaped by significant political events in recent times. The transition in administration in the United
States has brought rapid and consequential changes that demand our attention and action. Within days
of the administration’s arrival, we have witnessed the discontinuation of foreign assistance, the
dismantling of USAID, which has long supported family planning and reproductive health research,
and the reinstatement of the extended Global Gag Rule, a decision with profound implications for
global sexual and reproductive health. Pauses to key global health and development initiatives,
together with substantial cuts to research and programmatic funding, mark a stark departure from past
priorities. The repositioning of other stakeholders’ priorities in the family planning and reproductive
health field has created additional challenges.

Amid these uncertainties, Studies in Family Planning reaffirms its commitment to being a trusted and
steadfast resource for researchers, professionals, advocates, and policymakers worldwide. Our mission
to advance high-quality, reliable scholarship in sexual and reproductive health and rights (SRHR)
remains unwavering. We recognize the critical need for provocative scholarship and robust science to
guide decision-making and advocacy in this dynamic environment. We will continue to provide a
platform for the dissemination of evidence and scholarship that brings key issues to light, fosters
constructive debates, addresses emerging challenges in the field, and sustains progress toward
equitable and accessible sexual and reproductive health care for all. Alongside other journals, we are
committed to resisting censorship based on unfounded anti-gender ideology (1), and we will endeavor
to safeguard spaces for scholars, practitioners, and advocates of family planning, sexual and
reproductive health, rights, and justice.

In addition to navigating the wider political fallout in global development, we are also contending with
and responding to emerging trends in the publishing sector. There is a move towards open access
policies that are aimed to ensure that new ideas and findings are made available and accessible to the
broadest audience. At Studies, we have endeavored to remain a hybrid journal that supports the
publication of open access outputs, for which authors are charged a publication fee, alongside outputs
that are published behind a paywall at no cost to authors. Through the hybrid model, we are able to
support the publication of research by authors who do not have the resources for open access
publishing; however, the model makes us ineligible for authors who are required to publish in
exclusively open-access journals. This is further complicated by the recent change in the Gates
Foundation’s open access policy requiring that all publications and accompanying data that are funded
by the Foundation, in whole or in part, be made open access immediately without any embargo.

With these changes in mind, we at S#udies endeavor to work with the Editorial Committee and the
journal’s publisher to guide authors on the most appropriate options to disseminating their work. To



our contributors: if you are affected by these policy changes or have concerns about the resources
needed for publishing your work, please get in touch with us.

In the second year of our co-editorship, we have successfully expanded the journal’s Mission
Statement to reflect a more global focus: “Studies in Family Planning is a leading peer-reviewed journal
that publishes public health, social science, and biomedical research from around the world. The
journal advances knowledge and policy dialogue in sexual and reproductive health, rights, and justice,
covering issues such as fertility, family planning, HIV/STIs, abortion, and maternal and child health.”
In consultation with the Editorial Committee, we wanted to highlight two new focuses of the journal.
First, we want to better reflect our content to extend beyond family planning to include abortion,
fertility preferences, adolescent SRHR, and family dynamics. Second, as part of our longstanding focus
on equity, we are expanding the geographic coverage of the journal to include high-income countries.
We do this to actively recognize and encourage the potential for learning and to discourage constructs
that perpetuate inequities.

In addition, we have been working to create and implement transparent procedures to better support
our talented authors, committed reviewers, and the dedicated Editorial Committee. We have done so,
for example, by developing and updating our data transparency position. We are also pleased to
announce the addition of several new Editorial Committee members to the Studies in Fanrily Planning
team: Gilda Sedgh, Nathalie Kapp, and Angela Baschieri.

Going forward, we want to focus on strengthening our commitment to equity. We seek to deepen our
engagement with researchers and institutions in low- and middle-income countries, ensuring that their
voices and perspectives are well-represented in our journal. In recognizing the importance of nurturing
the next generation of SRHR scholars, we are working with the Editorial Committee and the Editors
of Population and Development Review to identify new initiatives and resources to support early-career
researchers.

In 2025, we are excited to host two special issues that reflect on the progress made in SRHR while
highlighting future challenges. In June, guest editors will share a special issue that focuses on the
importance of ICPD@30 in the context of emerging challenges in the SRHR landscape. Our
upcoming September special issue is dedicated to the debates and conversations around family
planning measurement with a rights and justice lens and will showcase novel methodologies and
frameworks in family planning measurement that challenge traditional paradigms.

As we navigate this era of changing SRHR landscape, the Editors of Studies in Family Planning remain
committed to working with contributors, reviewers, and readers to ensure that our collective efforts
advance the health, rights, and well-being of individuals and communities worldwide. We encourage
our audience to reach out to us with any queries on how to advance their work through the journal.
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