Why Funding for Orphanages
is Harming the Children it Aims to Help
Private philanthropic support for vulnerable or orphaned children often
has a strong focus on the funding of orphanages.
Despite powerful evidence of the negative impact of orphanage care, private donors
continue to provide large amounts of funding to orphanages through donations,
volunteer tourism, mission trips and other forms of fundraising – adding to the pull
factors drawing more vulnerable children into institutional care and
away from family or community care.
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ORPHANAGES
ÌÌ Expose children to serious harm, neglect and abuse1
ÌÌ Children have a lack of access to health, sanitation, nutrition and
education2
ÌÌ Can seriously impact a child’s physical and psychological
development3
ÌÌ Lead to higher rates of homelessness, suicide and crime4
ÌÌ Greatly increase the mortality rate of children with disabilities5
ÌÌ Are often much more expensive than family or community-based
care6
ÌÌ Recruitment for orphanages can often involve removing children
from families or even result in trafficking7

Why does this keep happening?

Donations give orphanage
owners financial
incentives to stay open
and to find new residents

Local systems are slow
to change in response to
new studies on the harm of
institutions

Many people still believe
that orphanages are
necessary and provide
adequate care for children

We can make better investments to help vulnerable children
BI- & MULTILATERAL
GOVERNMENT PARTNERS

FOUNDATIONS

FAMILY & COMMUNITY
SUPPORT PROGRAMS
ÌÌ Have been shown to cost less money per child while achieving
better outcomes
ÌÌ Prevent family separation and protect vulnerable families
ÌÌ Provide children with a loving home and continuous care from an
adult caregiver
ÌÌ Address barriers and stigma that affect the care of children with
special needs
ÌÌ Moving children from institutions and into family care before age
2, resulted in dramatic developmental gains.
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of orphanages receive funding
solely from outside Nepal.

When investment goes into orphanages, the result can
be a lack of funding for developing family-based
alternatives and preventing separation.7
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An additional $4.1m in funding was recorded for alternative care projects but it was not possible to identify how much of this funding had gone to family care and how much to residential care.
Funding for other projects, such as health, education or children’s rights reached $6.3m.

Donors and policymakers can do more to
help vulnerable children by investing in
family and community support programs
rather than institutional care.
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