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ULKOASIAINMINISTERIÖ   31.5.2010 
Kehityspoliittinen osasto    PERUSMUISTIO 

 
 
EU/kehityspoliittinen johdonmukaisuus; komission työohjelma 2010–2013 
 
 
Käsittelyn tarkoitus ja käsittelyvaihe: Eduskunnan tiedottaminen komission julkaisemasta 
kehityspoliittisen johdonmukaisuuden edistämistä koskevasta työohjelmasta vuosille 2010–2013. 
 
Asiakirjat:  SEC (2010) 421 final / 21.4.2010 
 
Käsittelijä(t): Leena Yli-Vakkuri-Gardemeister (UM); MMM, OKM, SM, STM, TEM, UM 
 
 
Suomen kanta/ohje: 
 

• Suomi pitää komission työohjelmaa tervetulleena edistysaskeleena EU:n johdonmukaisuustyön 
konkretisoinnissa. Suomi pitää hyvänä komission pyrkimystä parantaa kehityspoliittisen 
johdonmukaisuuden mitattavuutta konkreettisella tavalla.  

• Suomi tukee työohjelman jakamista marraskuun 2009 johdonmukaisuuspäätelmien mukaisesti 
viiteen globaaliin haasteeseen: kauppa, ilmastonmuutos, ruokaturva, muuttoliike ja turvallisuus, 
mutta katsoo, että EU:n hyväksymät johdonmukaisuuden 12 sektoria tulisi arvioida näiden 
viiden globaalin haasteen puitteissa 

• Suomen kanta on, että käsillä oleva työohjelma tulisi päivittää säännöllisesti. Työohjelman 
seuraavassa päivityksessä tulisi pyrkiä korjaamaan niitä puutteita, joita työohjelmasta on nyt 
ident ifioitu. Erityisesti työohjelman toiminnallistamista sekä indikaattoreita tulee pyrkiä 
kehittämään edelleen. Läpileikkaavien tasa-arvotavoitteiden käsittelyä tulee työohjelman 
päivityksen yhteydessä laajentaa sekä syventää sosiaalisen kehityksen ja kestävyyden 
näkökulmaa. Globalisaation sosiaalinen ulottuvuus, työllisyys ja ihmisarvoinen työ tulisi myös 
huomioida riittävästi. 

• Suomi katsoo, että kauppa ja rahoitus – teema on kehityspoliittisen johdonmukaisuuden kannalta 
tärkeä. Eri aihealueilla on selkeitä synergioita keskenään, vahvat linkit EU:n kotimarkkinoilla 
tehtävään johdonmukaisuustyöhön ja huomattavat vaikutukset kehitysmaiden taloudellisesti 
kestävään kehitykseen. Kehityspolitiikan ja – yhteistyön, erityisesti kauppaa tukevan 
kehitysyhteistyön (AfT), merkitys on tunnustettu joissakin aihealueissa, mutta kaipaisi 
vahvistamista kokonaisuudessaan kaupan ja raho ituksen alueella.  

• Ruokaturva – teemassa johdonmukaisuus on erityisen ajankohtaista kansainvälisen 
ruokaturvatilanteen ja aiheeseen vaikuttavien monisyisten tekijöiden johdosta. Tasapainon 
löytäminen EU:n yhteisen maatalous- ja kalastuspolitiikan, kauppapolitiikan ja kehityspolitiikan 
välillä on kuitenkin haasteellista. Suomi painottaa, että eri politiikkojen haitallisia vaikutuksia 
kehitysmaiden ruokaturvaan on järjestelmällisesti analysoitava ja vähennettävä.  

• Suomi pitää tärkeänä, että EU:n yhteisen ulko- ja turvallisuuspolitiikan (YUTP) ja 
kehityspolitiikan keinot tukevat toisiaan yhteisillä toimialueilla. Pidemmän aikavälin 
kehitystavoitteet on huomioitava EU-operaatioita suunniteltaessa ja toteutettaessa. Samalla on 
varmistettava, että EU kykenee reagoimaan kohdealueen tarpeisiin nopeasti ja joustavasti.  

• Ilmastonmuutoksen osalta työohjelman suunta on hyvä, mutta lähestymistapaa tulisi kehittää ja 
laventaa esimerkiksi ruokaturvan näkökulmasta ja metsien roolin osalta ilmastonmuutoksen 
mitigaatiossa ja sopeutumisessa. 

• Maahanmuuton osalta työohjelman tavoitteet ovat yleisesti tuettavissa. Tavoitteen asettelua 
tulisi pyrkiä syventämään kehityspoliittisen johdonmukaisuuden lisäämisen näkökulmasta 
esimerkiksi EU:n sisäisten käytäntöjen kriittisen tarkastelun kautta.  
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Pääasiallinen sisältö: 
 
Johdanto 
 
Komissio julkaisi 21.4.2010 EU:n työohjelman 2010–2013 kehityspoliittisen johdonmukaisuuden 
edistämiseksi. Työohjelma julkaistiin osana komission 21.4.2010 hyväksymää EU:n 
toimintasuunnitelmaa vuosituhannen kehitystavoitteiden saavuttamisen vauhdittamiseksi. 
Johdonmukaisuustyöohjelman tavoitteena on varmistaa, että kaikki EU:n politiikat ovat johdonmukaisia 
kehitystavoitteiden kanssa. EU:n politiikoissa, jotka koskevat esimerkiksi turvallisuutta, kauppaa, 
muuttoliikettä, ruokaturvaa ja ilmastonmuutosta, on edistettävä johdonmukaisesti myös 
kehitystavoitteita.  
 
Työohjelma jakautuu marraskuun 2009 johdonmukaisuuspäätelmien mukaisesti viiteen globaaliin 
haasteeseen: kauppa, ilmastonmuutos, ruokaturva, muuttoliike ja turvallisuus. Jokaisessa kappaleessa 
ident ifioidaan johdonmukaisuuden kannalta keskeiset EU-ohjelmat, joille listataan tavoitteet ja 
indikaattorit. Näillä pyritään helpottamaan kehityspolitiikan johdonmukaisuuden arviointia. Tässä 
vaiheessa työohjelmasta ei ole tarkoitus julkaista erillisiä neuvoston päätelmiä, vaan työohjelman 
toteuttamista arvioidaan ensimmäisen kerran EU:n vuoden 2011 johdonmukaisuusraportin yhteydessä. 
 
Kutakin ministeriötä on pyydetty arvioimaan omalta kannaltaan työohjelman sisältöä. Komissio on eri 
yhteyksissä todennut, että EU:n vuonna 2005 määrittämät johdonmukaisuuden 12 sektoria (ml. energia, 
liikenne, tietoyhteiskunta, tutkimus ja innovaatio, globalisaation sosiaalinen ulottuvuus, työllisyys ja 
ihmisarvoinen työ, maatalous, kalastus, ympäristö jne.) sekä myös kehitysyhteistyön läpileikkaavat 
tasa-arvoteemat huomioidaan viiden globaalin haasteen puitteissa. Tämän osalta ministeriöt ovat 
pyrkineet arvioimaan, onko sektorinsa asiat riittävästi huomioitu työohjelmassa.  
 
Suomi pitää komission työohjelmaa tervetulleena edistysaskeleena EU:n johdonmukaisuustyön 
konkretisoinnissa. Komission edellinen johdonmukaisuustyöohjelma on vuodelta 2007.  Aikaisemmasta 
työohjelmasta puuttui selkeät operatiivisen tason tavoitteet ja indikaattorit, joiden kautta olisi voitu 
pyrkiä seuraamaan ja todentamaan poliittisen tason toimia ja niiden vaikutusta kehitysmaiden 
tilanteeseen. Suomi pitää tervetulleena komission pyrkimystä parantaa kehityspoliittisen 
johdonmukaisuuden mitattavuutta konkreettisella tavalla, kun työohjelman jokaisessa kappaleessa 
identifioidaan johdonmukaisuuden kannalta keskeiset EU-ohjelmat, joille listataan tavoitteet sekä 
indikaattorit.  
 
Työohjelmassa ei kuitenkaan määritellä, miten työohjelma on tarkoitus toteuttaa EU:n hallinnon sisällä. 
Lisäksi myös tavoitteet ja indikaattorit ovat osittain niin yleisellä tasolla, että niiden käyttökelpoisuutta 
voidaan kyseenalaistaa. Suomen kanta on, että käsillä oleva työohjelma tulisi päivittää säännöllisesti. 
Seuraavassa päivityksessä tulisi pyrkiä korjaamaan niitä puutteita, joita työohjelmasta on nyt 
identifioitu. Erityisesti työohjelman toiminnallistamista sekä indikaattoreita tulee pyrkiä kehittämään 
edelleen. Lisäksi esimerkiksi globalisaation sosiaalinen ulottuvuus, työllisyys ja ihmisarvoinen työ tulisi 
käsitellä syvällisemmin. Toivottaisiin myös suoraa viittausta koulutuksen sekä tieteiden ja tutkimuksen 
merkitykseen. Läpileikkaavien tasa-arvotavoitteiden käsittelyä tulee työohjelman päivityksen 
yhteydessä laajentaa. 
 
Seuraavissa kappaleissa käsitellään työohjelman viittä globaalia haastetta. 
 
Kauppa ja rahoitus  
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EU:n johdonmukaisuustyöohjelma nostaa kaupan osalta esiin monenkeskiset ja alueelliset 
kauppaneuvottelut, kehitysmaiden markkinoillepääsykysymykset, työ- ja ympäristöstandardien ja 
kaupan väliset yhteydet, yritysten yhteiskuntavastuun ja henkisen omaisuuden suojaan liittyvät 
kysymykset. Myös kauppaa tukevaa kehitysyhteistyötä (Aid for Trade) on käsitelty edellä mainittujen 
teemojen alla varsin kattavasti. Lisäksi rahoituksen osalta on nostettu esiin kehitysmaiden verotukseen 
ja muihin julkisiin tulovirtoihin liittyen hyvään hallintoon ja läpinäkyvyyteen liittyvät kysymykset, 
mukaan lukien kansainvälisten yritysten toiminnassa.  Kuudella aihealueella on selkeitä synergioita 
keskenään kuten kauppaneuvotteluilla ja markkinoille pääsyllä. Aihealueet koskettavat lisäksi erityisesti 
EU:n kotimarkkinoilla tehtävää johdonmukaisuustyötä siten, että vaikutukset kehitysmaiden 
taloudellisesti kestävään kehitykseen ovat merkittäviä. 
 
Kauppaa tukeva kehitysyhteistyö (AfT) ei sellaisenaan ole johdonmukaisuusteema työohjelmassa. 
AfT:iin viitataan sekä kauppaneuvottelujen että markkinoille pääsyn osalta kapasiteetin kehittämisen, 
teknisen avun, ulkomaankaupan esteiden vähentämisen ja sopeutumiskustannusten muodossa. Myös 
työhön ja ympäristöön liittyvien standardien osalta kehitysyhteistyö mainitaan avaininstrumenttina. 
Pääpaino on toimissa, joilla EU voi tukea kehitysmaita vahvistamaan niiden omaa politiikan 
johdonmukaisuuttaan, kun taas EU:n sisäiset toimet saavat pienemmän painoarvon. Lähestymistapa on 
kuitenkin rakentava ja voidaankin katsoa, että EU:n työstä tulee olemaan lisäarvoa myös Suomen 
kannalta keskeisten johdonmukaisuuskysymysten identifiointiin kaupan ja rahoituksen alueella. 
 
Yritysten yhteiskuntavastuuosiossa viitataan OECD:n monikansallisia yrityksiä koskevaan ohjeistoon. 
Tärkeää olisi tuoda esille myös globaalisti tärkein yritysten yhteiskunta- ja ympäristövastuuta edistävä 
foorumi YK:n Global Compact – aloite. Myös teollis- ja tekijänoikeuksia voidaan vahvistaa 
kehitysyhteistyörahoituksen avulla, mm. kapasiteetin kehittämisen keinoin. 
 
Voidaan katsoa, että kaupan ja rahoituksen kysymykset ovat mukana EU:n 
johdonmukaisuustyöohjelmassa varsin laajasti ja kattavasti. Tavoitteet ja indikaattorit kunkin osion 
yhteydessä tuovat konkretiaa työohjelmaan.  Huolena on työohjelmaan laajuus. Jokainen valittu teema 
on jo itsessään varsin laaja, joten riskinä on aihealueiden pintapuolinen käsittely. Lisäksi moni teema on 
esitetty työohjelmassa vielä yleisellä tasolla. Haasteet johdonmukaisuuden eteenpäin viemisessä 
nousevat esiin siinä va iheessa, kun niitä ruvetaan implementoimaan yksityiskohtaisella tasolla. 
Esimerkiksi kauppaa tukevan kehitysyhteistyön osalta työohjelman tavoitteena on ”to implement 
effectively Aid for Trade”. Tavoitteeseen on helppo yhtyä yleisellä tasolla, mutta varsinaiset haasteet 
nousevat esiin kun pohditaan yksityiskohtaisesti, mitä tehokkaalla implementoinnilla tarkoitetaan.  
 
Hyvän verohallinnon osalta kannatetaan OECD:n ja YK:n läheisempää yhteistyötä kansainvälisten 
verokäytäntöjen luomisessa. Kehitysmaita tulisi puolestaan tukea OECD:n siirtohinnoitteluohjeiston 
toimeenpanossa. Erikseen mainitaan myös tuki Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) -
aloitteelle. Yritysten yhteiskuntavastuuosio on laaja, eri politiikkasektoreita koskeva kokonaisuus.  Siksi 
myös kehityspolitiikan johdonmukaisuustavoitteissa sen pitäisi näkyä. Kehityspolitiikan 
johdonmukaisuustavoitteiden näkökulmasta yritysten yhteiskuntavastuu sisältyy seuraaviin 
politiikkasektoreihin, jotka pitää ottaa huomioon myös kaupassa ja raho ituksessa: 

1. Työhön, työoloihin ja työelämän suhteet, kuten ihmisarvoinen työ, vastuullisuus 
toimitusketjuissa, työperäisen maahanmuuton eettiset kysymykset 

2. Ympäristövastuun kysymykset, kuten elinkaariajattelu ja kestävä resurssien käyttö, ekologisten 
toimintatapojen vaikutukset turvallisuuteen ja ruokaturvaan 

3. Avoimuus ja läpinäkyvyys, kuten Corporate Governance ja Comply or explain – periaate, arvot 
ja niiden ”jalkauttaminen” sekä finanssi-, talous- ja työkriisi 

4. Reilu ja oikeudenmukainen kilpailu, kuten korruption, lahjonnan ja kartellien torjunta ja 
yritysten sijaintimaiden kehityksen edistäminen 
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5. Yhdenvertaisuuden ja tasa-arvon edistäminen, kuten Inclusion-toimintamalli, käyttäjälähtöiset, 
yhteiskuntavastuulliset teknologiset innovaatiot 

6. Yritysten kilpailukyky ja kannattavuus, kuten vastuullisuus yrityksen kilpailukykytekijänä, 
vastuulliset alihankinnat ja vastuullinen tuontikauppa, vastuulliset julkiset hankinnat  

7. Vastuullinen sijoittaminen, kuten vastuullisen sijoittamisen rahastot, mikroluotot esim. 
NaistenPankki 

8. Valtio-omisteisten yhtiöiden asema vastuullisten toimintatapojen edistämisessä 
 
Suomi tukee yritysten sosiaalista vastuuta, arvioi kaupan ja rahoituksen sosiaalista kestävyyttä 
(sustainability impact assessment) ja seuraa sosiaalisen kestävyyden arvioinnin instrumenttien 
toimeenpanoa. Kansainvälinen standardisoimisjärjestö ISO laatii opasta yhteiskuntavastuusta (ISO 
26000). Siinä on lähtökohtana organisaation sosiaalinen vastuu (OSR), jolloin ohjeet kattavat myös 
muut organisaatiot kuin yritykset, mikä on kannatettava näkökulma, ja tulisi ottaa huomioon EU:n 
linjauksissa. 
 
ILO:n työturvallisuus- ja työterveysstandardien ratifiointi ja implementointi kehitysmaissa edistää 
työntekijöiden terveyttä ja turvallisuutta. Näiden ratifiointia voi rohkaista myös EU- maiden oma 
ratifiointi, mitä puolestaan saattaa edistää EU:n komission ripeä yhteisökannanotto niihin. 
 
EU:lla on myös omaa työturvallisuus- ja – terveyslainsäädäntöä, jonka hyödyntämistä myös 
kehitysmaissa saattaisi olla mahdollista tutkia. Tiettävästi kyseistä lainsäädäntöä jossain määrin on 
sovellettu myös EU:n ulkopuolella, kuten Brittiläisen kansainyhteisön piirissä (esim. Etelä-Afrikan 
tasavallassa). 
 
Globaali vaarallisten kemikaalien harmonisoitu merkintäjärjestelmä, joka on tullut käyttöön, ja EU:ssa 
on yhteydessä ns. REACH-asetukseen, lisännee kemikaaliturvallisuutta myös kehitysmaiden 
työpaikoilla. 
 
Kansainvälisessä työkonferenssissa Genevessä on valmisteltu 2009 suositusta HIV/AIDS työelämässä. 
Suosituksen toinen käsittely on kesäkuussa 2010, ja se tullee osaltaan tukemaan AIDS:in vastaista työtä 
monissa kehitysmaissa. 
 
Ilmastonmuutos 
 
Ilmastonmuutoksen osalta työohjelma on oikeansuuntainen yritys vahvistaa 
johdonmukaisuusnäkökulmaa, esim. biopolttoainetavoitteet ovat ainakin biologiselle 
monimuotoisuudelle uhka eivätkä välttämättä, riippuen tutkimuksesta, aina edistä 
ilmastotavoitteitakaan, varsinkin jos tuottava sademetsä raivataan raaka-aineplantaasin tilalle. Tässä 
kuitenkin keskitytään kovin esim. energiaan ja metsiin, ja esim. ruokaturvanäkökulma on vain mainittu. 
Monet indikaattorit ovat kuitenkin hyvin ylimalkaisia ’Within the annual work programme on research, 
the number of climate change topics specifically targeting deve loping countries.’ Työohjelman suunta 
on hyvä, mutta lähestymistapaa tulisi vielä kehittää ja laventaa. 
 
Korostamme metsien merkittävää roolia ruokaturvan tukemisessa ruuan ja tulojen lähteenä. 
Maataloudessa erityisesti peltometsäviljely on ekologisesti kestävä tuotantotapa ja tukee myös osaltaan 
ilmastonmuutoksen ehkäisyä. Myös kestävän metsätalouden merkitys tulee tässä yhteydessä huomioida. 
 
Toistaiseksi metsien rooli sekä adaptaatiossa että mitigaatiossa on jäänyt liian vähälle huomiolle. Tulisi 
olla tasapainoinen lähestymistapa eri sektoreiden välillä - maatalous, biodiversiteetti, metsät, 
energiantarve kansallisesti ja/tai kansainvälisesti. Ilmastonmuutokseen sopeutuminen tulisi mainita 
myös kohdassa tutkimus, kehittäminen ja innovaatiot. Lisäksi on otettava huomioon puurakentamisen 
merkitys ilmastopolitiikassa. 
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On hyvä, että puhtaan kehityksen mekanismin, CDM:n (Clean Development Mechanism) kehittäminen 
vähiten kehittyneissä maissa (LDC) oli teemana otettu mukaan.  CDM:ää ja CDM:n edistämistä vähiten 
kehittyneissä maissa koskeva osio on kuitenkin varsin hajanainen eikä kovin työstetyn oloinen - tässä 
muodossa ei vaikuta kovin hyödylliseltä. 
 
Politiikkoihin tulisi sisällyttää ympäristönäkökulman inhimillinen ulottuvuus; ilmastonmuutoksen 
vaikutukset sosiaaliseen kehitykseen, tasa-arvoon ja terveyteen. Arvioidaan ilmastonmuutoksen ja 
ympäristöpolitiikan sosiaalisia (sis. tasa-arvo) ja terveysvaikutuksia. 
 
Ruokaturva 
 
Ruokaturvan alue kattaa kuusi aihealuetta: maatalouspolitiikka, kauppa, tutkimus ja innovaatiot, 
biodiversiteetti, maanhallinta ja bioenergian tuotanto sekä kalastuspolitiikka. Ruokaturva-alueen kannat 
perustuvat suurelta osin komission maaliskuun lopussa ilmestyneeseen tiedonantoon EU:n poliittisesta 
puiteohjelmasta kehitysmaiden ruokaturvahaasteisiin vastaamisesta ((COM 2010) 127).  
 
EU:n yhteinen maatalous- ja kalastuspolitiikka (CAP, CFP) ja kauppapolitiikka liittyvät läheisesti 
toisiinsa. Maatalous- ja kalastuspolitiikassa, kuten myös kauppapolitiikassa, on viime vuosina 
parannettu kehityspoliittista koherenssia. Niillä pyritään kehitysmaiden tuotteiden parempaan 
markkinoille pääsyyn EPA- ja WTO-sopimusten kautta mm. tuotteiden markkinointistandardeja 
parantamalla ja alentamalla EU:n tuontisuojaa. Johdonmukaisuutta tavoitellaan myös CAPin ja CFPin 
reformissa (vuoden 2013 jälkeen), jossa otetaan huomioon ruokaturva- ja kehitystavoitteet. Ensisijainen 
tavoite on turvata oman väestön ruokaturva. 
 
Tutkimusta ja innovaatioita ehdotetaan suunnattavaksi maataloustuotannon kehittämiseen ja 
aliravitsemuksen poistamiseen. EU:n panostusta globaaliin biodiversiteetin häviämisen estämiseen 
nostetaan, koska biodiversiteetin, kehityksen ja köyhyyden yhteydet ruokaturvaan ovat monisyiset. 
Lisäksi rahoitetaan tutkimus EU:n kulutuksen vaikutuksesta metsäkatoon. 
 
Maanhallintaosuudessa painotetaan tehokkaiden kansallisten lakien ja kansainvälisesti sovittujen 
periaatteiden merkitystä, jotta maatalousinvestoinneissa kaikki asianosaiset kunnioittaisivat 
ihmisoikeuksia, elinkeinoja ja resursseja. EU tukee kansainvälistä hyvien käytäntöjen ohjeiston 
luomista maatalousmaahaan kohdistuviin investointeihin. Bioenergiaan suhteen viitataan ainoastaan 
komission uusiutuvan energian direktiivin seurantaan ja raportointiin. 
 
Vuosituhattavoite nälkäisten osuuden puolittamisesta voi toteutua vain useiden eri politiikkalohkojen 
johdonmukaisella yhteistyöllä. Maataloustuotannon ja luonnonvarojen hallinnan lisäksi mm. koulutus, 
tutkimus, terveydenho ito, tasa-arvo sekä maaseudun infrastruktuurin parantaminen tulee saada 
toimimaan samaan suuntaan. Politiikkajohdonmukaisuus on kahdensuuntaista: toisaalta eri politiikkojen 
tulee toimia kehityspoliittisten tavoitteiden edistämiseksi, toisaalta kehityspoliittisessa 
tavoitteenasettelussa tulee ottaa huomioon ne erilaiset herkkyydet, joita sisältyy muiden 
politiikkalohkojen toteuttamiseen kotimaassa. 
 
Ruoan tuotannosta ja siihen liittyvistä haasteista puhuttaessa on otettava huomioon, että kehitysmaissa 
aliravitsemuksen ja ruoan niukkuuden rinnalla kasvussa ovat laajemmin virheelliseen ravitsemukseen 
liittyvät ongelmat. Myös kehitysmaissa nk. elintasosairaudet lisäävät kansanterveyden taakkaa. 
Esimerkiksi lihavuus ja sydän- ja verisuonisairaudet ovat kovaa vauhtia yleistymässä monissa 
kehitysmaissa. Ihmisten energian tarvetta ei kehitysmaissakaan pitäisi tyydyttää runsaasti sokeria ja 
kovaa rasvaa sisältävillä, ravitsemuksellisesti heikkolaatuisilla elintarvikkeilla.  
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Haaste EU:ssa ei ole tuottaa vain enemmän ruokaa vaan terveellisempää ja laadukkaampaa ruokaa. 
Kehitysmaiden maataloutta on tuettava niin, että ne pystyvät huolehtimaan oman väestön 
ruokaturvasta.,. Tutkimus- ja kehittämiskohteissa pitäisi ruokaturvaa aliravitsemuksen ja ruoan 
määrällisen riittävyyden sijaan tarkastella virheravitsemuskäsitteen kautta ja lisätä osaamista ruoan 
laadun, turvallisuuden ja terveellisyyden näkökulmista. 
 
Muuttoliike 
 
Muuttoliikkeen ja kehityksen synergian edistäminen on tärkeä tavoite. Suomi tukee komissiota 
työohjelman toteuttamisessa. Työohjelman toimenpidelista on kattava ja yleisesti tuettavissa.  
 
Työohjelma sisältää suuren määrän yksittäisiä toimenpiteitä ja tavoitteita sekä indikaattoreita, joilla 
arvioidaan tavoitteiden toteuttamista. Suomi on jo aiempina vuosina komission kehityspolitiikan 
johdonmukaisuusraporttia kommentoidessaan toivonut komissiolta myös kriittisempää analyysiä 
aihepiiristä ml. EU:n sisäisten käytäntöjen tarkastelu kehityspoliittisen johdonmukaisuuden lisäämisen 
näkökulmasta. Vaikka työ ohjelman tavoitteet ovat yleisesti tuettavissa, tavoitteenasettelu on osin jäänyt 
varsin yleiselle tasolle ja niiden toteutuminen tehty komission näkökulmasta helpoksi (esim. uuden 
direktiiviehdotuksen antaminen/hyväksyminen jne.), esim. 
 
– Laillisen maahanmuuton osalta tavoitteen saavuttamisen indikaattoreiksi on kirjattu kausityöntekijöitä 
ja yritysten sisällä siirtyviä henkilöitä koskevien direktiiviehdotusten antaminen sekä 
maahanmuuttoportaalin lanseeraus. 
 
– Liikkuvuuden helpottamista käsittelevässä osuudessa yhdeksi keskeiseksi indikaattoriksi on valittu 
uusien liikkuvuuskumppanuuksien perustaminen. Suomi korostaa, että kumppanuuksien määrän 
lisäämisen ei tulisi olla itseisarvo, vaan olisi huolellisesti arvioitava saadut kokemukset ja 
kumppanuuksien perustamisessa edettävä johdonmukaisesti. Liikkuvuuskumppanuuksien tulee olla 
kehityspolitiikan tavoitteiden, periaatteiden ja sitoumusten mukaisia. 
 
– Gender balance -tavoitteen osalta pyritään vain "edistämään" tasapainoa EU:n  politiikoissa ja 
ohjelmissa. Indikaattoriksi on valittu "onnistunut valtavirtaistaminen". Tavoitteen toteutumista on 
vaikea mitata. 
  
Suomi ei monien muiden jäsenmaiden tavoin näe tarvetta aloittaa keskusteluja siirtotyöläisten oikeuksia 
koskevan YK:n yleissopimuksen ratifioimattomuudesta. Asiaa on käsitelty komission ja jäsenmaiden 
kesken. Komissio kuitenkin nostaa kysymyksen esille työohjelmassaan. 
 
Suomi tukee terveydenhuoltohenkilöstön kansainvälisen rekrytoinnin indikaattorien kehittämistä.  
 
Turvallisuus  
   
Vuoden 2007 ja nyt käsiteltävänä olevan työohjelman välillä on tapahtunut merkittäviä edistysaskelia 
turvallisuuden ja kehityksen kysymysten tiimoilta. Vuoden 2007 työohjelma kirjasi selkeästi 
turvallisuuden ja kehityksen yhteydet ja loi pohjaa kokonaisvaltaiselle tarkastelulle hauraiden valtioiden 
kysymysten sekä kriisinhallinnan tematiikan aloilla. Kyseiseltä työohjelmalta kuitenkin puuttui selkeät 
operatiivisen tason tavoitteet ja indikaattorit, joiden kautta olisi voitu seurata sekä todentaa poliittisen 
tason periaatteita. 
 
 Uusi työohjelma syventää tarkastelua jaottelemalla turvallisuuden ja kehityksen kysymykset viiteen 
alakohtaan, jotka kattavat strategisen suunnittelun kehittämisen siten, että 1) kehityskysymykset tulevat 
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selkeämmin osaksi rauhanturvaoperaatioiden suunnittelua ja toteuttamista; 2) konfliktisensitiivisyyttä 
kehityssuunnitelmissa vahvistetaan ja EU:n kykyä vastata hauraiden tilanteiden tarpeisiin parannetaan; 
3) pienasekysymysten alalla tehtävää työtä syvennetään; 4) turvallisuussektorin reformin omistajuutta 
painotetaan sekä 5) luonnonvarojen hallintaa osana turvallisuuden ja kehityksen agendaa edistetään. 
Kukin alakohta sisältää selkeät tavoitteet ja konkreettiset kvantifioitavissa olevat indikaattorit. Mikäli 
valtaosa näistä tavoitteista saavutetaan työohjelman kaudella 2010–2013 voidaan aikanaan perustellusti 
todeta, että komissio on kyennyt merkittävällä tavalla edistämään ja lisäämään yhteiskunnallisten olojen 
vakautta ja rauhanrakentamista kohdevaltioissa tukemiensa ohjelmien ja instrumenttien kautta.  
 
On hyvä huomata, että komissio näkee Euroopan ulkosuhdehallinnon korkean edustajan nimittämisen 
samalla komission varapresidentiksi mahdollisuudeksi parantaa ja tiivistää Euroopan unionin 
turvallisuuspolitiikan ja kehityspolitiikan toimintojen koordinaatiota. EU:n tulee varmistaa, että YTPP:n 
alaiset missiot ja kehitysstrategiat ovat koordinoituja niin suunnittelu- kuin toteutusvaiheen aikana, tämä 
takaa myös sen, että saadaan parhain hyöty eri instrumenttien (sotilaallinen, siviili, poliisi, kehitys) 
käytöstä.  
 
Strategisessa suunnittelussa kehitysnäkökulmien sisällyttämiseksi on kehitelty myös indikaattoreita, 
joilla asiaa voidaan seurata. Samanlaisia indikaattoreita voitaisiin käyttää myös oikeus- ja sisäasioiden 
alueiden osallisuudesta strategisessa suunnittelussa. Kehityspolittisessa johdonmukaisuudessa 
pysytellään kapeasti ”turvallisuuden” kontekstissa avaamatta siviilikriisinhallintaa eri toimijoiden 
kesken (poliisi, oikeusvaltio).  
 
Strategisessa suunnittelussa tulisi operaatioiden lisäksi olla mukana varsinkin siviilipuolen 
voimavaratyöskentely (Civilian Headline Goal) sekä erilaiset konseptit, jolloin voitaisiin varmistua 
tulevaisuudessa kehityspolitiikan sisällyttäminen turva llisuuteen.    
 
On erittäin tervetullutta, että konfliktien estämisen yhteyteen on luotu indikaattoreita seurantaa. 
Nykyisellään konfliktieneston dokumentit ovat kuitenkin vain listaus kaikesta mahdollisesta, mitä EU 
on tehnyt vailla minkäänlaista analysointia. 
 
SSR (Security Sector Reform) on EU:n yksi uusimmista alueista, jota kehitetään. SSR-toiminnat 
nähdään YTPP:n puolella hyvinkin paljon ainoastaan sotilaallisen ja poliisivoimien uudistamisena, 
mutta ilman 'siviilipuolen' uudistamista ei ole mahdollisuuksia kokonaismuutoksille. Kehitysohjelmat/-
projektit täydentävät liian yksipuolisesti pelkästään turvallisuuteen liittyviä uudistuksia. Indikaattoreissa 
on myös huomioitu tasa-arvoperspektiivi, mikä on erittäin tervetullut ja tarpeellinen.   
 
Kriisinhallinnan alueella on EU:n ja Afrikan unionin (AU) välistä yhteistyötä toteutettu jo pitkään. EU 
on pyrkinyt parantamaan ja lisäämään AU:n kykyjä kriisinhallinnassa - sekä sotilaallisessa että 
siviilikriisinhallinnassa. Kehitysyhteistyöulottuvuuden ulottaminen kriisinhallintaan vahvistaa 
alueellista yhteistyötä. 
 
Koska monet turvallisuuskysymykset sisältävät sekä lyhyen aikavälin turvallisuusulottuvuuden että 
pitkän aikavälin kehitystavoitteen, niitä voidaan lähestyä sekä yhteisen turvallisuus- ja 
puolustuspolitiikan työkaluilla sekä kehityspolitiikan- ja yhteistyön välineillä. On tärkeää varmistaa 
johdonmukaisuus kaikkien käytettävissä EU:n instrumenttien välillä ja pyrkiä edistämään niitä synergiaetuja, jotka johtavat 
yleiseen väkivallan vähenemiseen ja luovat edellytyksiä kehitykselle. On voitava entistä paremmin edistää 
johdonmukaisuut ta eri rahoitusvälineiden välillä sekä integroida kehitysnäkökulma myös 
turvallisuusoperaatioihin, joita rahoitetaan muulla kuin kehitysrahoituksella. Varsinkin Afrikassa 
kokonaisva ltaisuuden huomioiminen ja erilaisten EU-toimien koordinointi tehostaa toimia ja lisää 
vaikuttavuutta. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The European Consensus for Development1 states: "It is important that non-development 
policies assist developing countries' efforts in achieving the MDGs."  

The Policy Coherence for Development (PCD) work programme translates this political 
principle into an operational framework involving concrete steps to enhance the coherence of 
EU policies with development objectives. Building on the PCD Council Conclusions of 
November 20092, this work programme outlines how the EU will address, through relevant 
policies, processes and financial means, five global challenges in a development-friendly 
manner:  

• trade and finance, 

• climate change, 

• global food security, 

• migration and  

• security.  

The work programme does not provide a comprehensive list of all the initiatives that might be 
relevant for development but rather focuses on those initiatives and processes planned that 
stand out for their catalytic potential to promote PCD3. In setting concrete targets and 
indicators it establishes a scoreboard to track progress towards the identified PCD objectives. 

The PCD work programme is conceived as a tool for all EU institutions and Member States, 
to guide their reflection and decision-making across the broad range of decisions that affect 
developing countries' opportunities, including development cooperation but going beyond it. 
The Commission, for its part, will focus its PCD work on the initiatives identified in the work 
programme. Through interservice consultations and impact assessments (including trade 
sustainability assessments) it will ensure that development objectives are taken into account 
and reconciled with other EU objectives. 

The PCD work programme also represents an important step towards strengthened dialogue 
with developing countries on PCD issues. On the basis of the programme, developing 
countries might identify relevant initiatives on which to engage in a dialogue with the EU. 

The five global challenges at the heart of this programme are all very closely linked to the 
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). Food security and trade are explicitly mentioned in 
the MDG agenda. The combat against climate change as well as policies on migration and 

                                                 
1 December 2005 (OJ C 46, 24.2.2006, p. 1), Joint Statement by the Council and the representatives of 

the governments of the Member Sates meeting within the Council, the European Parliament and the 
European Commission – 'The European Consensus on Development'. 

2 Council Conclusions on Policy Coherence for Development (PCD),18 November 2009, No 16079/09. 
3 Commission Work Programme 2010 - COM(2010) 135, 31.3.2010. 
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security all have clear implications for progress towards the MDGs4. Thus, the work 
programme sets out ways for the EU to support developing countries achieving the MDGs 
through its wider policy agenda. 

As the global policy context is not defined by the EU alone but also by other influential states, 
the PCD Work Programme makes the case for an international development agenda that goes 
beyond development cooperation and extends to key policies with a global impact.  

This is a rolling work programme, to be regularly updated. Progresses will be reported in 
2011 in the EU Report on Policy Coherence for Development. 

                                                 
4 The 2009 EU Report on Policy Coherence for Development (SEC(2009) 1137) provides concrete 

evidence for this. 
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2. TRADE AND FINANCE  

2.1. Trade negotiations 

The conclusion of the ongoing multilateral and bilateral trade negotiations is a priority which 
has also been underlined in the Communication on Europe 20205. These negotiations will be 
particularly important for promoting growth in developing countries. A successful outcome of 
the ongoing Doha Development Agenda (DDA) negotiations would mean better market 
access for goods and services, including those of interest to developing countries, and in the 
rules-based framework for international trade. Further key development deliverables under the 
DDA include a reduction in developed countries' trade-distorting domestic support by 
developed countries including on products exported by developing countries and the eventual 
elimination of export subsidies, subject to the parallel discipline on other export supporting 
measures by other developed countries.  

Bilateral trade agreements6 complement multilateral negotiations, for instance by providing 
for further liberalisation and rule-making. This includes promoting regulatory convergence to 
reduce transaction costs and non-tariff barriers even further, as well as monitoring 
mechanisms to evaluate implementation and results. Inevitably, unilateral reductions of MFN 
tariffs, multilateral reduction of tariffs as discussed under the DDA as well as new free trade 
agreements erode existing preferences for beneficiary countries. While some research 
indicates that the vast majority of developing countries have more to gain from multilateral 
liberalisation than they lose from preference erosion7, there is a need to carefully assess on a 
case by case basis the impact of unilateral measures or of new free trade agreements on 
developing countries.  

Alongside its support for developing countries, helping them to reap benefits of new trade 
deals, including through Aid for Trade, EU trade policy also promotes regional integration of 
developing country markets, encouraging other developed countries to match the openness of 
the EU, promoting South-South trade (in particular the opening up of emerging markets to 
imports from the poorest economies) and improving the WTO framework in areas such as 
trade facilitation. 

                                                 
5 COM(2010) 2020. 
6 At this stage, ongoing negotiations include Central America, Andean countries, India and ASEAN 

countries. 
7 For example: Lippoldt D. and Kowalski P. (2005), Trade preference erosion – Potential economic 

impacts. OECD Trade policy Working Paper 17. 
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Trade negotiations 

Targets 

• Conclusion of the negotiations of the WTO - Doha Development Agenda. 

• Conclusion of WTO-compatible and development-oriented Economic Partnership 
Agreements (EPAs) with all regions in Africa and the Pacific. 

• To take into account the impact of new Free Trade Agreements or other bilateral 
agreements on developing countries. 

Indicators  

• The outcome of the WTO-DDA round is ambitious, comprehensive and balanced. 

• Number of regional/bilateral Economic Partnership Agreements concluded. 

• Developing countries are consulted on Free Trade or other bilateral agreements being 
negotiated by the EU and which have potential side impact on their own development 
(ACP countries are consulted under Article 12 of the Cotonou Agreement). 

• Analysis undertaken by sustainability impact assessments (SIAs) of trade negotiations and 
agreements. 

2.2. Market access 

Developing countries often find it difficult to make use of the opportunities offered by 
international trade and to adjust smoothly to them. In addition to multilateral and bilateral 
negotiations, the EU also undertakes unilaterally measures which can have an impact in terms 
of market access for developing countries. These measures relate for example to unilateral 
trade preferences under the General System of Preferences (GSP) as well as standards and 
regulations applying to the EU internal market. 

The GSP, GSP+ and Everything but Arms (EBA) schemes provide additional tariff 
preferences to developing countries, based on their level of development, and in some cases 
adherence to international conventions. The current regulation expires at the end of 2011, 
providing scope for a discussion on how to best adapt it to differentiated needs of various 
developing countries8.  
Standards on the EU market serve to prevent deceptive practices and protect human health or 
animal safety. Furthermore, the establishment of technical regulations and standards are 
legitimate under WTO rules subject to certain conditions. The Technical Barriers to Trade 
(TBT) and Sanitary and Phyto Sanitary (SPS) agreements under WTO contain important 
mechanisms which ensure that legal measures decided by WTO members do not 
unnecessarily and unjustifiably impose non-tariff barriers, taking development objectives and 

                                                 
8 The Commission intends to proceed in two steps: first, to propose a time limited extension of the 

present GSP regime beyond 2011; second to propose in early 2011 a new GSP regulation. 
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the interests of developing countries into account. For the period 2010-2013, a number of 
initiatives are envisaged by the Commission, in particular in the area of Plant and Animal 
Health. A careful assessment of the impact on developing countries, notably on LDCs, will be 
part of the decision-making process in line with the Commission's guidelines for Impact 
Assessment.  

Through its Aid for Trade Strategy (AfT), the EU is committed to provide developing 
countries with technical assistance to anticipate and reduce any negative impacts of new trade 
rules or other measures affecting trade, and, more generally, to build capacity and address 
constraints that prevent developing countries from exporting effectively. However, in order to 
ensure that AfT fulfils this purpose, developing partners must integrate trade in their national 
development strategies. A special report is issued annually on EU progress in implementing 
the EU AfT strategy9. 

The Commission also recognises the potential contribution of fair trade and other private 
trade-related sustainability assurance schemes to sustainable development and intends to 
remain committed to continued support of these schemes10. 

Market access  

Targets 

• To ensure maintenance of preferential access to EU market by developing countries under 
GSP. 

• Helping developing countries' to adjust to SPS measures, technical regulations and 
standards or other market regulation. 

• To implement effectively Aid for Trade. 

Indicators 

• Time-limited extension of present GSP regulation and preparation by the Commission of a 
proposal for a new regulation on GSP scheme (2011), on the base of an analysis of the 
effectiveness of the current scheme in achieving its objectives and an impact assessment. 

• The impact assessments of technical regulations and standards, including SPS, initiatives 
planned for 2010-2013, as for example on Plant or Animal health cover impact on 
developing countries. 

• Volumes by categories of countries of assistance requested and provided under the AfT 
scheme. 

                                                 
9 See "EU Aid for Trade Monitoring Report 2010", Commission Staff Working Document SEC(2010) 

419. 
10 Communication COM(2009) 215: "Contributing to sustainable development: the role of fair trade and 

non-governmental trade-related sustainability assurance schemes". 
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2.3. Core International Labour Organisation (ILO) labour standards, decent work 
agenda and environmental standards 

In an analysis of the interaction between globalisation and the labour market, a recent joint 
WTO-ILO study noted that increased trade had contributed to global growth and job creation. 
However, for many people strong growth in the global economy has not led to a 
corresponding improvement in working conditions and living standards. The adherence to and 
effective implementation of ILO core labour standards, including in the maritime sector, as 
well support for the broader decent work agenda more generally need to be addressed in the 
context of these countries' overall economic and social development strategy. This also 
applies to aligning environmental standards on key multilateral conventions (including in the 
maritime area). Hence, the most important instrument available to the EU for supporting this 
objective in line with the principles of the European Consensus for Development is 
development cooperation. Nevertheless, other policy instruments, including trade policy 
instruments, should contribute as well. This includes sustainability impact assessments, 
inclusion of sustainability development provisions and monitoring of their implementation. 
The overall objective is to commit partner countries to a framework for the promotion of 
employment/labour and environmental policies, while recognising the right of developing 
countries to use their comparative advantage for economic development and fighting poverty. 
Moreover, the GSP+ scheme gives vulnerable developing countries incentives for adhering to 
and implementing core human and labour rights UN/ILO conventions and conventions related 
to the environment and to governance principles.  

Employment/labour and environmental standards 

Targets 

• Continue to provide incentives for developing countries notably through the GSP+ scheme 
to adopt and effectively implement ILO core labour standards and environmental standards 
included in key multilateral conventions. 

• Continue to use EU regional and bilateral trade agreements to support improvements in 
environmental and social standards.  

Indicators 

• GSP+ countries effectively implement the conventions concerned by the scheme 
• Inclusion of provision on environmental and employment/labour standards in trade 

agreements; partner countries adopt and implement national frameworks for promoting 
employment/labour and environmental standards. 

2.4. Corporate social responsibility 

Developing countries aim at attracting foreign investors to support their development. In order 
to achieve this, they may provide various incentives. However, where they exist, national 
social and environmental standards may be low and developing countries may face weak 
institutions and limited administrative resources to enforce them. In such a context, socially 
and environmentally responsible behaviour by foreign (and national) enterprises is 
particularly important, not only to ensure the sustainability of their own business activities 
over the longer term, but as a demonstration of good practice to host governments and local 
business. The Commission encourages European companies to adhere on a voluntary basis to 
internationally recognised guidelines for corporate social responsibility (CSR), for their 
business operations both within and outside the EU. The OECD Guidelines for Multinational 



 

EN 10   EN 

Enterprises are a particularly relevant instrument in this regard. In 2010, they are expected to 
undergo a substantial update, providing an opportunity for the EU to seek to reinforce both 
their content and their practical application. In trade agreements, the EU also requires its 
trading partners not to lower or reduce the enforcement of social and environmental standards 
in order to attract investment.  

The Commission is developing activities aimed at enhancing CSR, in particular in developing 
countries, while taking into account the voluntary character of the efforts made towards 
greater Corporate Social Responsibility. This includes addressing this issue at meetings of the 
High Level Group of Member States representatives and working on an EU contribution to 
strengthen the OECD guidelines for Multinational Enterprises.  

2.5. Intellectual Property rights (IPR) 

A number of features and flexibilities have been built into the trade related intellectual 
property rights (TRIPS) agreement to ensure that the IPR national legislations of WTO 
members support development-related objectives, in particular related to medicines. Under 
the TRIPS Agreement, LDCs benefit from a transition period up to 2013. Concerning patents 
related to pharmaceuticals11, this transition period is even extended until 2016. Moreover, an 
amendment to TRIPS was adopted in 2005 with a view to facilitating access to generics for 
countries without pharmaceutical production capacities. While this amendment still needs to 
be ratified by several WTO members, it has already been incorporated into EU legislation 
(Regulation (EC) 816/2006 on compulsory licensing of patents relating to the manufacture of 
pharmaceutical products for export to countries with public health problems). IPRs provisions 
are also included in the bilateral and regional trade agreements negotiated (see 2.1 above). In 
the area of intellectual property, EU activities which may be relevant for PCD relate mainly to 
three goals beside provisions being included in the EPAs and other pluri-lateral or bilateral 
agreements: 

(a) Enhancing the IPR regime inside the Union, notably with the adoption of a 
unitary European Union patent and of an European patent jurisdiction. This 
will substantially reduce patent costs and uncertainties for EU and foreign 
applicants. At least one provision will directly relate to a development goal: the 
one on implementing the objectives of the Doha Declaration and the 
Regulation 816/2006.  

(b) Negotiating improvements of the international regime at WTO and WIPO, 
notably on the protection of geographical indications and of genetic resources 
and traditional knowledge, with a link to the negotiation of the International 
Regime for Access and Benefit Sharing under the UN Convention on 
biological diversity. 

(c) Assisting developing countries in adopting and enforcing IPR regime in line 
with their international obligations and taking into account development level 
and needs, including awareness raising and capacity building. 

                                                 
11 http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/trips_e/factsheet_pharm01_e.htm  

http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/trips_e/factsheet_pharm01_e.htm
http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/trips_e/factsheet_pharm01_e.htm
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Intellectual property rights 

Target 

• To make better use of IPRs for development, for example to promote investment and 
innovation and to facilitate IPR protection in the EU of export products from developing 
countries. 

• Ensure that balanced IPR provisions (e.g. in bilateral agreements) help developing 
countries to leverage the value of their intellectual creations and to promote technological 
progress, innovation and support domestic and foreign investment. 

• Preserve access to affordable medicine in line with the principles of the Doha declaration 
and subsequent WTO agreements and EU legislation. 

Indicators 

• Progress in negotiating at WTO and WIPO the protection of genetic resources and 
traditional knowledge, in liaison with negotiations under the Convention for Biological 
Diversity. 

• Inclusion in EPAs and in other bilateral agreements of IPR provisions taking into account 
development needs and administrative capacities of partners. 

• Ensure that any EU legislation on IPR enforcement does not affect the principles of the 
Doha Declaration on access to medicine. 

• Adoption of the report due in 2010 on the implementation of Regulation 816/2006.  

2.6. Good tax governance and finance 

Developing countries face considerable difficulties in funding their public policies. Better 
mobilisation of public revenues calls for more effective of EU support for fiscal revenue 
systems on the one hand12, and for the promotion of a transparent and cooperative tax 
environment on the other, including the principles of good tax governance. Success will also 
depend on enhanced international cooperation and improved transparency of transnational 
enterprises. Particularly important is the implementation of transparency rules in the 
extractive sector, more particularly those rules established within the Extractive Industries 
Transparency Initiative (EITI) covering payments made by mining companies to 
governments13. 

                                                 
12 Analysis of it and related proposals are included in Cooperating with developing countries on 

promoting good governance in tax matters - COM (2010) xxx. 
13 ibidem 
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Even with improved fiscal governance, developing countries will still need external 
assistance, including to face Climate Change challenges. Substantial efforts by developed 
countries will be necessary to fulfil ODA commitments and deliver the aid to developing 
countries agreed in the Copenhagen Climate Change Accord of December 2009. In this 
context, several schemes for multilateral innovative financing are being discussed14. 

Tax governance and finance 

Targets 

• To encourage closer cooperation between relevant OECD and UN bodies when developing 
international tax cooperation standards, taking into account the specific needs and 
capacities of developing countries. 

• To support the implementation of principles of good governance in the tax area, e.g. 
transparency, exchange of information and fair tax competition. 

• To support the adoption and implementation of the OECD transfer pricing guidelines in 
developing countries. 

• To support ongoing research on a country-by-country reporting requirement as part of a 
reporting standard for multinational corporations, such as in the extractive sector. 

• To enhance support for the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative in order to 
enhance revenue transparency, domestic accountability and good governance in resource-
rich settings. 

Indicators 

• Agreement at the OECD and the UN on compatible international standards of tax 
cooperation. 

• Number of countries having committed to the good governance principles in the tax area. 
• Number of countries adhering to OECD transfer pricing guidelines associated with 

assessment of effective implementation.  
• Assessment of progress in identifying obstacles to the adoption of country-by-country 

reporting for multinational corporations, such as in the extractive sector. 
• Assessment of progress in the global EITI implementation, notably by taking into account 

the number of EITI compliant countries in resource-rich developing countries. 

 

                                                 
14 Staff Working Document on "Innovative Financing at a Global Level" - SEC(2010) 409, 1.4.2010. 
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3. CLIMATE CHANGE 

3.1. Strengthening the comprehensive approach to climate change 

Combating climate change requires a comprehensive approach, which combines a number 
of policies ranging from research humanitarian assistance, and development to economic and 
agriculture policies and must address interlinked environmental concerns such as loss of 
biodiversity, degradation of ecosystems, and desertification as well as their social and human 
impact. 

The Communication on a post-2010 biodiversity policy framework for the EU15 stresses 
the role that terrestrial and marine ecosystems play in the combat against climate change by 
absorbing around half of anthropogenic CO2 emissions and by providing cost-effective 
protection against some of the threats that result from climate change such as storms and 
flooding. Acknowledging that most of the world’s biodiversity is found outside the EU it calls 
for stepping up EU action to address the global biodiversity crisis. This may entail measures 
aimed at further reducing the impact of EU consumption patterns on biodiversity elsewhere in 
the world and enhancing efforts to protect biodiversity in other countries (on the importance 
of biodiversity for food security and related targets and indicators see 4.4). 

Through its Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade (FLEGT) initiative, the EU 
contributes to reducing emissions from tropical deforestation and forest degradation which 
represent around 20% of the total global greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. This was 
recognised as a key priority in the Copenhagen Accord. FLEGT combats illegal logging and 
promotes sustainable forest management by improving the governance of the forestry sector 
through the negotiation of FLEGT Voluntary Partnership Agreements (VPA).16 In 2010, the 
EU will continue negotiations with Central African Republic, Gabon, Indonesia, Liberia, and 
Malaysia. Work on FLEGT is planned with Democratic Republic of Congo, Equatorial 
Guinea, Guyana, Ivory Coast, and Sierra Leone. 

To complement FLEGT and to minimise the risk of illegal timber being placed on the EU 
market, in October 2009 the Commission proposed legislation on Obligations of Operators 
who place Timber and Timber Products on the Market17. In ongoing discussions, both the 
EP and Council, have accepted the basic principle put forward by the Commission, whereby 
operators placing timber and timber products on the EU market for the first time (including 
importers and domestic producers) should exercise 'due diligence' to minimise the risk of 
illegal timber entering the supply chain. In principle, timber products supplied to the EU 
under FLEGT VPAs will be considered to meet the requirements of the legislation, thus 
providing favourable market conditions for countries with FLEGT VPAs.  

Another important initiative in this areas is the comprehensive study that the Commission has 
launched to assess the impact of EU production, consumption and trade in both food and 
non-food commodities on deforestation and forest degradation. The objective of this study 
is to identify the policy reforms needed at EU and national level. 

                                                 
15 Options for an EU vision and target for biodiversity beyond 2010 - COM(2010) 4. 19.1.2010. 
16 The Commission already concluded the negotiation of FLEGT VPA with Ghana, Congo and Cameroun. 
17 COM(2008) 644 - 2008/0198/COD. 
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The 7th EU Framework Programme for research and technological development (2007 - 
2013), provides a framework for international collaborative research and covers the area of 
climate change. The programme facilitates collaboration with researchers from developing 
countries, who participate directly in a range of EU projects starting from understanding the 
phenomenon and its impacts up to the development of response options and new technologies. 
The Annual Work Programme for research and technological development gives a high 
priority to developing countries in the field of climate change. For example, the 2010 Work 
Programme for the Environment Theme (including climate change) includes topics with a 
focus on developing countries such as climate policy scenarios for developing countries and 
the development of a methodological framework for assessing the overall risks and benefits of 
alternative GHG emission reduction policies for health and well-being in urban areas. A 
number of other topics dealing with climate change issues have been included in the call for 
Africa, which is targeted as a priority region in 2010. The specific topics addressed within the 
2010 call deal with the effects of environmental change on the occurrence and distribution of 
water-related, vector-borne diseases in Africa, with early warning and forecasting systems to 
predict climate-related drought vulnerability and risks as well as with water management in 
Africa.  

Monitoring climate change is a priority of the Global Monitoring for Environment and 
Security programme (GMES), with Earth Observation providing unique tools to assess 
change and account for adaptation in early planning (budget FP7-Space). Adaptation planning 
in Africa is indeed difficult as in-situ monitoring networks do not exist for many variables. 
The initiative GMES and Africa is being pursued under the 8th partnership of the Joint 
Africa-EU strategy and duly accounts for initiatives on climate change and adaptation. 
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In an effort to improve synergies between research programmes at the level of Member States, 
the European Commission is accompanying their efforts with the development of Joint 
Programming Initiatives, e.g. on 'Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change'18. 

Strengthening the comprehensive approach to climate change 

Targets:  

• Reduce trends regarding the loss of biodiversity, degradation, of ecosystems and 
desertification. 

• Reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation. 

• Contribute to the understanding of the climate system and the implications for mitigation 
and adaptation in developing countries. 

Indicators:  

• Number of FLEGT processes implemented and launched in 2010. 

• Tropical deforestation rates have reduced since 2009. 

• Within the annual work programme on research, the number of climate change topics 
specifically targeting developing countries. 

• Number of EU-funded-climate-change research projects targeting / involving developing 
countries. 

3.2. Seeking synergies between climate, energy, and development policies 

The main challenge of climate change policy, also from a PCD perspective, is the further 
reduction of GHG emissions. At EU level the adoption of the EU Climate and Energy 
Package in April 2009 was a landmark, highlighting the interactions between energy and 
climate issues. With this package the EU has not only committed itself to a unilateral 20% 
GHG reduction by 2020, but has also set out a strategy for achieving this objective, including 
the necessary changes in consumption and production patterns. Following up the 
Copenhagen Accord, the EU is discussing further measures for its transition to a low carbon 
economy, including an analysis of what practical policies would be required to implement a 
30% reduction target by 2020. 

The 2009 Climate and Energy Package is also important for developing countries because it is 
likely to increase imports of biofuels. As part of the Climate and Energy package, the 
Renewable Energy Directive 19 , aims at ensuring the EU's energy supply and at reducing 
GHG emissions. It sets binding targets of a 20% overall share of renewable energy in 2020, 
and a 10% share of renewable energy in transport. Moreover, the 2009 revision of the Fuel 
Quality Directive requires a reduction in the greenhouse gas intensity of transport fuels by 

                                                 
18 idem 
19 Directive 2009/28/EC. 
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2020. It is expected that these Directives will increase imports of biofuels from developing 
countries.20 

To limit the social and environmental risks associated with the increased production of 
biofuels the Renewable Energy Directive requires all EU Member States to apply a common 
sustainability scheme. For the first time this scheme obliges economic operators to ensure that 
all the biofuel used to meet EU targets – whether of EU origin or imported - has been 
produced in compliance with clear environmental criteria, and to report on a number of 
additional effects, including possibly social conditions in third countries. In 2010 the 
Commission is going to issue a Communication to assist Member States, economic operators, 
third countries and non-governmental organisations in the various aspects of the 
implementation of the sustainability scheme. 

A second important step is the establishment of a sound monitoring system for the impacts 
of EU biofuels policy in the EU and third countries. To this end the Commission launched 
a study in November 2009: 'Support activities for the development of baseline data and 
methodology for reporting requirements for biofuels'. This study as well as the statistical data 
on biofuels collected by the Commission systematically already will be the main inputs for 
the biannual reports of the Commission on the impact of the promotion of biofuels, including 
in developing countries and will inform the decision of the Commission's decision on possible 
corrective action. The first reporting exercise by the Commission is due to be carried out in 
2012. On the specific issue of indirect land-use change (land-use change as a result of 
displacement) the Commission will issue a report in 2010 assessing the impact and identifing 
ways to address and minimise possible negative effects. 

Seeking synergies between climate, energy, and development policies 

Target:  

• Identify the impacts of the Renewable energy directive's biofuels provisions on developing 
countries exporting biofuels to the EU. 

Indicators: 

• A set of baseline data is established describing the situation in 2008, so that the impact of 
biofuels production can be measured from that date onwards. 

• A methodology is established for regular monitoring and reporting on the impacts from 
increased consumption of biofuels in the EU and the main third countries of supply from 
2008 onwards. 

• The report on indirect land use assesses the impact of the promotion of biofuels and 
identifies ways to address any negative effects. 

                                                 
20 For a more detailed exploration the positive and negative impacts of biofuels on developing countries as 

well as a discussion of policy options see the Commission Staff Working Paper 'the EU – a global 
partner for development. Speeding up progress towards the Millennium Development Goals. Policy 
Coherence for Development Climate Change/Energy/Biofules, Migration and Research (SEC(2008) 
434. 
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3.3. Facilitating access of developing countries to low-carbon and climate-resilient 
technologies  

In the framework of the Post-Copenhagen negotiations and as part of its bilateral 
cooperation activities the EU and the Member States will continue to promote improved 
access to green technology for developing countries. The EU is already active in that regard 
through its trade and research policy and development cooperation. 

The current round of world trade talks under the WTO, the Doha Development Agenda, 
includes negotiations on trade liberalisation for environmental goods and services, with a 
view to reducing and eliminating tariffs and non-tariff barriers on goods and services that can 
deliver environmental benefits. The reduction of tariffs on low-carbon technologies will 
promote the growth of markets inside and outside Europe and increase the take-up of low-
carbon technology, making it easier for developing countries to embark on low-carbon 
development plans. 

Through FP7-financed research on climate change issues and low-carbon technologies 
the EU contributes to the broadening of the science and technology knowledge base needed 
for a greener economy. The FP7 Specific energy research programme may include 
activities which promote science and technology cooperation with developing countries and 
research to support capacity building in developing countries.  

Today the FP7 energy theme is used to support the development of the EU Strategic Energy 
Technology Plan (SET-Plan)21. The SET-Plan is the technology pillar of the EU's energy and 
climate change policy which aims at a 20% reduction in greenhouse gases by 2020. In the 
context of the SET-Plan, cooperation with developing and emerging countries will duly be 
taken into consideration where relevant. 

Development cooperation in many areas contributes to technology transfer. The Global 
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Fund (GEEREF), which is managed by the 
European Investment Fund(EIF), facilitates participation in small-scale private ventures that 
introduce new technology in the area of renewable energy. 

                                                 
21 COM 2009) 519. 
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Facilitating access of developing countries to low-carbon and climate resilient 
technologies 

Targets:  

• Liberalise trade in environmental goods and services at international level. 

• Broaden the knowledge base in developing countries with respect to low-carbon and 
climate-resilient technologies. 

• Support technology transfer through GEEREF. 

Indicators: 

• Tariffs and non-tariff barriers worldwide on environmental goods and services.  

• Prices and availability of environmental goods and services, including for developing 
countries. 

• Value of international exchanges in environmental goods and services. 

• Deliverables produced within EU funded research projects contributing to the above 
mentioned target in 2010. 

• Number of EIF funded private ventures introducing new green technology in 2010. 

 

3.4. Support for developing countries taking climate change measures including 
through their participation in the international carbon market  

Climate change will have significant impact on developing countries, and be an additional 
burden on, in particular, the poorest and the most vulnerable countries. The combat against 
climate change, including disaster risk reduction strategies, should therefore be an integral 
part of development strategies. However, climate financing should not undermine or 
jeopardise the eradication of poverty and continued progress towards the Millennium 
Development Goals. Support for mitigation and adaptation in developing countries will 
therefore require additional finance to be mobilised from a wide range of sources.  

In the Copenhagen Accord, developed countries committed to a goal of mobilizing jointly 
$100 billion a year by 2020 to address the needs of developing countries. This funding 
should come from a variety of sources: public and private, bilateral and multilateral, including 
alternative sources of finance. In the short term, a collective commitment was made to 
provide new and additional resources approaching $ 30 billion for the period 2010-2012. 

In this context, the EU announced it was prepared to contribute fast- start funding of €2.4 
billion annually for the years 2010 to 2012. This EU funding should come from Member 
States and the EU. The following key thematic areas will be covered: adaptation of 
developing countries to the adverse impacts of climate change; mitigation focusing on 
capacity building; and technology cooperation. The EU will build on existing initiatives and 
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channels, ensuring that funding remains as close as possible to beneficiaries' needs and linked 
to country development programmes. For adaptation, the priority focus will be on the most 
vulnerable countries such as LDCs, SIDS and African countries. 

From 2013 onwards, the revised European Emissions Trading System (ETS)22 will 
generate revenues through the auctioning of emission allowances, estimated at nearly €26 
billion per year by 2020. While Member States will decide on the use of the revenues, they 
have agreed to allocate at least 50% to climate-change related activities, including in 
developing countries.23 

At this stage, the main way for developing countries to participate in the International Carbon 
Market is via the Clean Development Mechanism (CDM). The CDM is an innovative 
instrument of the Kyoto Protocol. It aims to help industrialised countries/companies meet 
their emission targets by investing in projects that reduce emissions in developing countries. 
Over the past few years, it resulted in a sizeable new flow of resources to developing 
countries of around €5 billion per year. However, the geographical balance needs to be 
improved as well as the governance and environmental integrity of CDM. At present, the 
geographical distribution is highly skewed towards China and other emerging countries. Least 
Developed Countries (LDC), particularly countries in sub-Saharan Africa, have so far 
attracted very few CDM investments. To promote their participation in the CDM, the EU 
supports CDM capacity building within the 9th EDF intra-ACP programme for the 
Multilateral Environmental Agreements. One option from which LDCs could benefit would 
be to extend the types of project that are permitted through the CDM in the EU's Emission 
Trading Scheme to include aforestation and reforestation as well as low-emission agricultural 
practices. The Commission also favours the gradual introduction of a sectoral mechanism to 
overcome the limitations of the current project mechanism. 

                                                 
22 Directive 2003/87/EC as amended by Directive 2009/29/EC of 23 April 2009. 
23 Council conclusions on energy and climate change, no 17215, 12.12.2008. 
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Innovative sources of financing can also play a role in increasing financial flows to help 
developing countries implement ambitious adaptation and mitigation strategies while ensuring 
predictable development cooperation flows. The EU supports efforts made at internal and 
international levels to explore the potential of innovative financing from international aviation 
and maritime transport for example, to raise revenue for global challenges. 

Support to developing countries taking climate change measures including through their 
participation in the international carbon market 

Targets:  

• Annually provide €2.4 billion for the period 2010-2012, combining different financial 
instruments, in a coordinated way at EU level and meeting developing countries 
expectations and needs. 

• Integrate fast-start financing into development strategies. 

• Adapt the CDM to facilitate the offsetting of emission reductions also in LDC. 

• Continue to explore new sources of financing climate change adaptation and mitigation 
measures. 

Indicators:  

• Amount of funding available to developing countries for adaptation and mitigation 
measures in 2010: EU reporting on fast-track funding. 

• Appropriate channels are used for effective spending of fast-start funding. 

• Number of Country Strategy Papers including climate change in 2010. 

• Level of ODA in 2010. 

• CDM finances in 2010. 

• Share of CDM investment going to LDCs in 2010. 

• Policy papers issued on innovative financing at EU level. 

4. FOOD SECURITY 

4.1. Agriculture policy 

A fundamental challenge the world faces today is to ensure that 1 billion people living in 
poverty and hunger have access to enough food to maintain a healthy life. Substantial efforts 
to sustain an agricultural policy which optimises food production and augments farmers' 
incomes are necessary in many developing countries. At the same time, a well designed and 



 

EN 21   EN 

coordinated food humanitarian assistance is still needed24. On its part the EU's common 
agricultural policy (CAP) has undergone fundamental reforms over time, responding to 
changing economic conditions as well as societal expectations and demands25. In the future, 
the EU would need to produce more food using less land, water and energy. An important 
initiative in EU agricultural policy expected to be taken in 2010 will be the Communication 
on the post-2013 CAP. At the operational level, there are several ongoing initiatives to 
improve the functioning of the food supply chain which have a potential impact on 
developing countries. They include initiatives aimed at simplifying or rationalising marketing 
standards, geographical indication schemes, labelling requirements. This is an opportunity to 
enhance the Commission's capacity to assess, on a case by case basis, the impact of legislation 
of this nature on development objectives. 

Agricultural Policy 

Targets 

• To prepare a post-2013 CAP reform taking into account food security and development 
objectives in a balanced manner. 

• To propose EU initiatives in the field of agricultural product quality policy taking into 
account development objectives.  

Indicators 

• Communication on post-2013 CAP reform considers impact on development objectives. 

• Development objectives are taken into account in preparing impact assessment for 
agricultural product quality policy initiatives. 

4.2. Trade 

Trade can provide a major contribution to food security. With the intended conclusion of the 
WTO DDA as well as the Economic Partnerships Agreements, there will be new 
opportunities and challenges for developing countries as a result of improved market access 
for exports in the EU. In the context of the Doha Round and the current draft modalities on 
agriculture the EU would reduce its border protection, with a minimum average cut of 54%, 
reduce trade distorting subsidies by 80% and to eliminate all export subsidies by 2013, 
provided that similar disciplines are agreed upon for equivalent measures. As regards bilateral 
agreements, developing countries can use build-in flexibility and transition periods to 
reinforce the resilience of their agricultural sector and production chains. Furthermore, EPAs 
include a special food security safeguard clause allowing ACP countries to take measures to 
protect their markets when their food security is threatened26.  

                                                 
24 Aspects of food security related to development cooperation are more particularly addressed in the 

communication "An EU policy framework to assist developing countries in addressing food security 
challenges" - COM(2010) 127, 31.3.2010 - and those related to humanitarian assistance in the 
communication 'Humanitarian Food Assistance' - COM(2010) 126, 31.3.2010.  

25 See also the updated prospective study "Scenar 2020" on trends affecting the rural economy and the 
agricultural sector: http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/analysis/external/scenar2020ii/report_en.pdf. 

26 For trade related targets and indicators, see the Trade and Finance Chapter of this document  

http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/analysis/external/scenar2020ii/report_en.pdf
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4.3. Research and Development and innovation  

Innovation can have clear benefits for smallholder farmers, in terms of improving their 
livelihoods, including incomes and nutrition, and strengthening resilience to the impacts of 
climate change27. Several activities are being developed by the European Commission to steer 
research towards development needs, for example under the so called 'Africa call'. In 2010 
and 2011, research issues include sustainable water resource management and soil fertility 
conservation for food production in Africa, as well as identification of research needs on 
malnutrition in Africa28. Furthermore, the European Commission is accompanying the efforts 
of various MS in the development of the Joint Programming Initiative on 'Agriculture, Food 
Security and Climate Change'.  

Research and Development 

Targets 

• To strengthen research efforts targeted on malnutrition and agricultural production 

• To strengthen research into agricultural production 

Indicators 

• Identify and share with the Research community in Africa research needs on malnutrition. 

• Number and value of research projects launched under the Framework Program 7 on 
agricultural production 

4.4. Biodiversity 

Biodiversity and ecosystems deliver a range of vital services to people, such as productive 
soils and improved water services, which are essential elements for food production and, 
therefore for global food security. As such, biodiversity loss and ecosystem degradation 
caused by overexploitation, pollution, invasive species and habitat change will have 
increasingly significant implications for food security, human health and wellbeing. 

Specific attention will be paid to the linkages and interactions between biodiversity, 
development and poverty. It will aim at maintaining ecosystem services, avoiding the loss of 
biodiversity, preserving agro-biodiversity, and will thus contribute to food security. The 
Commission will also fund a study on the impact of EU consumption on deforestation in 
developing countries, which relates to both food security and climate change (see also 3.1 of 
this document). 

                                                 
27 See COM(2010) 127: 'An EU policy framework to assist developing countries in addressing food 

security challenges', 31.3.2010. 
28 The FP 7 is also supporting coordination actions related to Food Security, for instance the ERA Net on 

Agricultural Research for Development (second phase 2 approved, starting in 2010). 
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Biodiversity 

Target 

• Step up the EU contribution to averting global biodiversity loss (in accordance with the 
2020 EU biodiversity target) 

Indicators 

• Terrestrial and marine protected areas have increased since 2009 (MDG indicator). 

• Improvement in the state of the World's plant and animal genetic resources for food and 
agriculture. 

• Increase in fish stocks within safe biological limits since 2009. 

 

4.5. Land access and use and impact of bio energy production 

To secure access to land as well as land tenure29, effective national land policies and laws are 
required, as well as internationally approved principles to guide investors, host countries and 
other stakeholders, towards investments in agriculture that respect (human) rights, livelihoods 
and resources. The EU and its Member States will support the development of principles for 
responsible investments in agricultural land, building upon the EU Land Policy Guidelines30. 
Thus, governments in partner countries, farmer organisations and other stakeholders will be 
assisted in making informed choices that ensure the sustainability of large-scale foreign 
investments in agricultural land so as to maximise social, economic and environmental 
benefits for the country. 

Under The Renewable Energy Directive31 the Commission has a specific obligation to 
monitor and report to the Parliament and the Council by 2012 on economic, environmental 
and social impacts in main third countries of supply. 

Land access and use 

Target 

• To progress towards greater security of access to land and of land tenure to protect 
vulnerable groups. 

                                                 
29 See communication: Towards an EU policy framework to assist developing countries addressing 

agriculture and food security challenges - COM (2010) 127 
30 EU Land Policy Guidelines: Guidelines for support to land policy design and land policy reform 

processes in developing countries:  
http://ec.europa.eu/development/policies/9interventionareas/ruraldev/rural/landpolicy_en.cfm 

31 Directive 2009/28/EC. 
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Indicator 

• Agreement at EU level on principles for responsible investments in agricultural land 
(2010). 

4.6. Common fisheries policy (CFP) 

The intended post- 2013 reform of the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), especially its external 
dimension (Fisheries Partnership Agreements) is an important initiative which is expected to 
have an impact on developing countries, especially with regard to the sustainability aspect of 
the exploitation of sea resources. 
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Fisheries policy reform 

Target 

• To adopt a reform of the post-2013 CFP which takes into account development objectives. 

Indicator 

• Proposals for post-2013 Common Fishery Policy are based on an Impact Assessment, 
including an assessment of the impact on developing countries. 
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5. MIGRATION 

5.1. Facilitation of legal migration, mobility and circular migration  

The Stockholm Programme, unanimously adopted by EU Member States in December 200932, 
defines the priorities of the European migration agenda for the next five years. Reaffirming 
the relevance of the EU Global Approach to Migration the European Council invites the 
Commission and the Council to continue to implement the 2005 Policy Plan33 on legal 
migration and to strive towards improved skills recognition and labour matching between the 
European Union and third countries.  

The 'EU Blue Card directive', adopted in May 200934, facilitates the entry and residence of 
highly qualified migrants and represents a first step in the implementation of the 2005 Policy 
Plan on legal migration. It aims at establishing common conditions and a fast-track procedure 
for the admission of highly-qualified workers from third countries and grants a number of 
socio-economic rights on the basis of equal treatment with EU nationals as well as favourable 
conditions for family reunification. It aims for intra-EU mobility of such workers and circular 
migration with the countries of origin. In 2010, the European Commission also intends to 
present, in 2010, proposals for directives on seasonal workers (generally low skilled migrants) 
and intra-corporate transferees, which will potentially have a positive impact on the 
development of countries of origin by providing more transparent conditions to work in the 
EU and ensuring a secured legal status to the workers.  

The launch of the EU immigration portal (scheduled for 2010) will also contribute to 
providing more transparent information on the conditions of entry and residence in each of the 
27 Member States. 

Facilitation of legal migration35 

Target: 

• To organise legal immigration and mobility options for nationals of developing countries 
who seek learning opportunities and legal employment in the EU, while taking into 
account the priorities, labour market situations and reception capacities of Member States, 
respecting Member States’ national competences and the principle of Community 
preference. 

Indicators:  

• Proposals for directives on seasonal workers and intra-corporate transferees to be presented 
in 2010 by the European Commission.  

• Launch of the EU immigration portal in 2010. 

                                                 
32 Doc. 17024/09. http://ec.europa.eu/justice_home/news/intro/doc/stockholm_program_en.pdf 
33 COM(2009) 669. 
34 Directive 2009/50/EC of 25 May 2009 (OJ L 155, p. 17). 
35 In this box and all other of the chapter on Migration, the targets reflect specific conclusions drawn by 

the Council on the coherence of migration policies for development (December 2009). 

http://ec.europa.eu/justice_home/news/intro/doc/stockholm_program_en.pdf


 

EN 27   EN 

 

Model of good PCD practice 

The Mobility Partnership with the Republic of Moldova 

Mobility Partnerships appear to be an interesting framework to address migration and 
mobility issues in a more coordinated fashion at EU level. In the framework of the Mobility 
Partnership with the Republic of Moldova, thirteen EU Member States took part in an 
initiative funded by the European Community to strengthen the capacities of the National 
Employment Agency of the Republic of Moldova to provide viable options in the Republic of 
Moldova for migrants willing to return. Some Member States additionally offered to change 
their legislation to facilitate circular migration of Moldovan citizens, by revising the 
conditions governing loss of residence rights. EU assistance is provided to the Moldovan 
authorities to negotiate and implement bilateral labour migration agreements as well bilateral 
agreements on social protection between the Republic of Moldova and interested Member 
States. 

Mobility partnerships36 and cooperation platforms continue to be important instruments of the 
Global Approach to Migration, according to the Stockholm Programme. There is one formal 
cooperation platform in Ethiopia, but the various EU political dialogue missions on migration 
(since 2006) have established a regular political dialogue on migration issues gathering 
stakeholders from the EU and third countries (including Nigeria, South Africa, Tanzania and 
the Black Sea). Efforts to consolidate political dialogue on migration issues will be pursued. 

Mobility Partnerships 

Target 

• To continue to strengthen the implementation of the migration and development agenda of 
the Global Approach to Migration, such as promoting the positive synergies between 
migration and development within the frameworks of the Mobility Partnership and 
cooperation platform instruments. 

Indicators 

• Launch of new mobility partnerships, based on a preliminary political dialogue with third 
countries to outline respective expectations and agree on priorities accordingly. 

• Structured dialogue mechanisms, including cooperation platforms, on migration 
established with more countries.  

It is often argued that circular migration can contribute with "triple win" outcomes: the 
country of destination can meet the needs of its labour market; it can provide a job to the 
migrant who will bring expertise, knowledge and funding back home; and such recurrent 
return flows can benefit the country of origin. Circular migration can be facilitated through: 
support to circular migration management programmes. It can also be facilitated by legal 

                                                 
36 Mobility Partnerships have for the moment been concluded with Cape Verde, Moldova and Georgia. 

See SEC(2009) 1240 for more details. 
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frameworks that provide opportunities to return to countries of origin for longer periods of 
time without losing residence rights in the host countries, and by guaranteeing the portability 
of social rights. As mentioned in the Stockholm Programme, the European Union will further 
explore the concept of circular migration, taking place within or outside the framework of 
specific projects or programmes, including a wide-ranging study, to be completed before 2012, on 
how relevant policy areas may contribute to and affect the preconditions for increased temporary 
and circular mobility. 

Facilitation of circular migration 

Target 

• To further examine issues which may have the potential to facilitate circular migration and 
voluntary return, such as portability of social rights, migrants’ opportunities to return to 
their countries of origin for longer periods of time without losing their right to residence in 
countries of destination as well as the promotion of viable livelihood options in countries 
of origin. 

Indicators  

• Launch of a study on circular migration during 2010, based on data and best practice from 
Member States. 

• Explore mobility options in the framework of mobility partnerships drawing on the 
Moldovan example. 

• Explore possibilities of cooperation between employment agencies as in the ANAPEC 
example. 

5.2. Promotion of the Migration and Development agenda  

Whenever possible, the EU promotes cheaper, safer, faster and more secure flows of 
remittances through its regulatory framework for payments. This has been extended by 14 
Member States in order to cover money transfers from the EU to third countries carried out in 
currencies other than those of the Member States. The Commission is actively monitoring this 
process and investigating whether migration regulations in the EU could negatively affect 
remittance sending costs.  

The EU will continue to support programmes implemented in partner countries with the aim 
of developing the financial sector, improving financial literacy and supporting the creation of 
a more favourable business environment. 

The EU will also continue to meet its commitments within the framework of the Monterrey 
process: 

• Implementation of the General Principles for International Remittances Services agreed by 
the Committee on Payments and Settlements Systems (CPSS),  

• Implementation of solutions to overcome barriers to financial services access for migrants 
to reinforce the impact of remittances on economic and social development for migrants 
and their families.  



 

EN 29   EN 

• Availability of robust and reliable data concerning the amounts and destination of 
remittances from your country37 

                                                 
37 See the 2010 Monterrey report for a complete overview. Reference to be added. 
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Migrants' remittances 

Target 

• To promote cheaper, faster and more secure flows of remittances to migrants’ countries of 
origin, and to ensure that relevant legislation does not contain provisions hampering the 
effective use of legal remittances channels. 

Indicators 

• Implement the commitments taken in the framework of the Monterrey process 

• Monitor migration regulations in the EU to make sure they do not contain provisions which 
could negatively impact on the globally agreed objective of reducing remittances costs, 
either directly or through measures of equivalent effect. 

• Support actions aiming to lower remittances costs and to develop the capacities of third 
countries to better channel those financial flows towards productive investments 

PCD challenges related to brain drain were further explored in 2008 by the Commission in a 
Staff Working Document38. This Document indicates that definition and implementation of 
country specific policies are to be undertaken, focussing on training, retention, ethical 
recruitment, return and integration. The European Commission will continue to support third 
countries on the basis of these principles.  

The programme for EU action to tackle the critical shortage of health workers in developing 
countries (2007-2013)39 is a good example of the EU effort to ensure that policies in the EU 
are coherent with external action and that internal EU policies do not have an adverse impact 
on the situation in developing countries. The EU has made a commitment to develop a Code 
of Conduct for the ethical recruitment of health workers from non-EU countries and to take 
other steps to minimise the negative (and maximise the positive) impacts on developing 
countries resulting from the immigration of health workers to the EU. The need to deliver on 
these commitments is reiterated in the Progress Report on the implementation of the PfA 
Programme for Action adopted in September 2008. 

The Directive to facilitate the entry and residence of High Skilled Workers contains 
safeguards to prevent brain drain. The Directive on intra-corporate transferees to be presented 
in 2010 does not raise such concerns due to the temporary nature of migration in its context. 
Lessons can also be drawn from the Mobility Partnership with the Republic of Moldova and 
Cape Verde on how to favour circular migration and temporary or permanent return, thus 
favouring 'brain circulation', for example in the project on migration of Moldovan health 
workers, as well as from the Marie Curie Fellowship scheme of the EU's 7th Framework 
Programme for Research and Development, where 'Incoming fellowships' not only provide 
the possibility for researchers to come to Europe to work for a couple of years, but include a 
dedicated return mechanism for researchers from developing countries. 

                                                 
38 Commission Staff Working Document Policy Coherence for Development. Climate 

change/Energy/Biofuels, Migration and Research - SEC(2008) 434/2. 
39 COM(2006) 870, 21.12.2006. 
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Brain Drain 

Target 

• To combat brain drain by applying relevant codes of conduct on ethical recruitment, by 
assisting developing countries with the development of human resource strategies and the 
promotion of a safe and attractive work environment, by facilitating the temporary and 
permanent return of migrants as well as their reintegration and by supporting cooperation 
in areas such as local employment, education and vocational training. 

Indicators 

• Establishing at EU level a set of principles for the recruitment of health workers from 
developing countries, that should be reflected in a global Ethical recruitment code of health 
workers, the elaboration and implementation of which the EU will support and contribute 
to and introducing methods for monitoring. 

• Extend the good practices on 'brain circulation' from the Moldova Mobility Partnership in 
particular to other Mobility Partnerships. 

• Through the Erasmus Mundus and Nyerere higher education mobility programmes,provide 
conditions for and facilitate the retention of highly educated Africans. 

Diaspora organisations are generally recognised to be significant players in the development 
of their countries of origin both because of the financial and social remittances they send 
home. However, limited institutional capacities restrain their involvement in mainstream 
development cooperation. The European Commission funds a number of projects supporting 
the involvement of Diaspora organisations in the development of their countries of origin, 
such as the EC-UN Joint Initiative on Migration and Development. It will continue to fund 
such initiatives and will also seek to engage in a more structured dialogue with Diaspora 
organisations by supporting the establishment of an African Diaspora platform in Europe. 

Dialog with Diaspora 

Target 

• To strengthen dialogue and cooperation with Diaspora groups and migrant organisations, 
to encourage contacts between migrants and their countries of origin, and to support 
migrant networks at the European level. 

Indicators 

• Promote the contribution of the diaspora to act in Africa as a development actor through 
the establishment of an African diaspora Platform for development in Europe. 

• Provide tailor-made support to diaspora's involvement in the development of their 
countries of origin through EC financial instruments. 
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5.3. Enhancing migrants' rights and gender balance  

Migrants' rights are recurrently raised in the EU's dialogue with third countries. The EU has 
extensive legislation and a number of legal instruments regarding the protection of migrants' 
rights, which were extended with the ratification of the Lisbon treaty and the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights. However, the non-ratification by EU Member States of the 1990 UN 
Convention on migrants' workers and their families is a controversial issue and remains a 
challenge to be recognised, also acknowledged by the Universal Periodic Review of the UN 
Human Rights Council. As the Convention largely repeats obligations contained in other 
international conventions already ratified by the Member States, the Commission will open a 
discussion with the Member States concerning this issue. 

The Stockholm Programme confirms that the key to maximising the benefits of immigration 
remains the successful integration of legally residing third-country nationals. Amore robust 
integration policy should aim at granting legal migrants rights and obligations comparable to 
those of EU citizens, and this should remain an objective of a common immigration policy, 
implemented as soon as possible, no later than 2014. The Lisbon Treaty now offers an explicit 
legal basis in the area of integration, also with regard to the definition of the rights of third-
country nationals residing legally in a Member States and including the conditions governing 
freedom of movement and of residence in other Member States.  

The Commission presented a proposal for a Directive on a single application procedure for a 
single permit for third-country nationals to reside and work in the territory of a Member State 
and on a common set of rights for third-country workers legally residing in a Member State 
(single permit directive)40. The proposal aims at granting equal treatment in a number of 
socio-economic areas to all legally residing third country nationals, whatever the reason for 
entry and residence in the Member State. 

Migrants' rights in the European Union 

Target 

• To seek further progress in the definition and implementation of a common approach to 
migrants’ rights, so as to strengthen coherence of European migration policy with 
employment, integration, development, social, human rights and other policies that 
influence the development outcome of migration. 

Indicators  

• Adoption of the single permit directive 

In the implementation of all its policies, the European Union is aware of the need to ensure 
gender equity. Special attention is for example paid to the protection of women as well as 
other vulnerable groups in the framework of anti-trafficking policies, and the protection of 
victims of trafficking in human beings in particular.  

                                                 
40 COM(2007) 638.  
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Gender balance 

Target 

• To promote gender balance in EU migration policies and programmes. 

Indicator 

• Successful mainstreaming of gender in migration related programmes  

6. SECURITY 

6.1. Improving strategic planning: integrating development objectives in the 
planning and implementation of peace operations 

The Treaties on European Union and the Functioning of the European Union should facilitate 
better coordination between those involved in EU development and security policies. The 
creation of the post of High Representative of the European Union for Foreign Affairs and 
Security Policy/Vice President of the Commission and the establishment of a European 
External Action Service are important steps in this direction. 

With Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) crisis management missions being one 
of the main instruments of European Union security policy, the EU must ensure that they are 
also informed by, and coordinated with development strategies in order to take account of 
development concerns and improve the integration of the civil, police and military 
components. To that end development actors will be fully involved during the planning and 
implementation stages. 

Improving strategic planning: integrating development objectives in the planning and 
implementation of peace operations 

Target:  

• To adapt the institutional framework to ensure that security and development policies 
complement each other.  

Indicators: 

• Extent to which development actors are involved in the planning and implementation 
stages of crisis management missions in 2010. 

• Number of joint (Commission - EEAS and EU wide) assessments, joint planning and joint 
programming conducted in 2010. 

• Number of joint EU wide political strategies that are in place for partner countries in 
fragile, conflict or post-conflict situations in 2010. 

• Extent to which crisis management missions take account of development objectives in 
2010. 
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6.2. Promoting conflict-sensitive development plans and improving the EU response 
to situations of fragility and conflict  

The EU engages in conflict prevention and response through a variety of instruments and 
processes. The two general policy frameworks guiding this engagement are the EU 
Programme for the Prevention of Violent Conflicts, and the forthcoming EU Action Plan for 
situations of fragility and conflict. The EU Programme for the Prevention of Violent 
Conflicts41 presents an integrated approach to conflict prevention and the overall framework 
for the promotion of conflict-sensitive development plans. The European Commission’s 
support for conflict prevention (including crisis resolution) and peace building (including 
demobilisation, disarmament and reintegration) is currently being evaluated. The outcomes of 
this evaluation will inform a new policy document to be adopted in 2011. Following up from 
the 2007 Council Conclusions on Security and Development and on Fragile Situations, the 
EU will adopt an EU Action Plan for situations of fragility and conflict.  

Promoting conflict sensitive development plans and improving the EU response to 
situations of fragility and conflict 

Targets:  

• To evaluate the EU's conflict prevention programme and the contribution it has made to 
development. 

• To issue an action plan to improve the EU's response to conflict and fragility. 

Indicators: 

• The evaluation assesses how EU support for conflict prevention has promoted cooperation 
amongst all those involved, the coordination of the instruments, and the reconciliation of 
development and security objectives. 

• The evaluation looks at the different situations of men and women and their role in 
promoting peace and development. 

• Number of development strategies integrating conflict prevention objectives in 2010. 

• The Action Plan includes the following points:  

Agree on joint EU strategies for a more coherent use of the various instruments. 

Focus on the building of peaceful, legitimate and inclusive states. 

Address challenges related to aid effectiveness in fragile environments. 

                                                 
41 Presidency Conclusions, Göteborg European Council, 15 and 16 June 2001, endorsing this programme  



 

EN 35   EN 

6.3. Better control the proliferation of small arms and light weapons and address the 
issue of anti-personal land mines 

The proliferation, trafficking and destabilising use of small arms and light weapons 
(SALW) continue to pose a serious threat to human security, to state stability and to the 
normal functioning of societies. In line with the guidelines of the 2005 EU SALW strategy, 
the European Union addresses both the supply and the demand side of SALW with the aim of 
diminishing the opportunities for arms proliferation and trafficking while reducing – and if 
possible eliminating – the need people feel for possessing SALW and making them aware of 
the threat they represent to their well-being. The objective is to impact on the drivers and the 
effects of armed violence in order to break the cycle of violence and promote a culture of 
peace. To this end, the EU uses all its available instruments, both from a development and a 
security perspective, to support a wide array of measures such as legislative assistance, 
capacity-building, making and tracing of arms, stockpile management, violence prevention, 
public awareness campaigns and victim assistance42. The EU will take an active role in the 
Fourth Biennial Meeting of States Parties on the implementation of the UN Programme of 
Action on Small Arms, in June 2010 to promote a comprehensive approach to SALW.  

At multilateral level, the EU is fully engaged in negotiating an Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) to 
establish common international standards for the import, export and transfer of conventional 
arms. The objective is to have a comprehensive and legally binding instrument to prevent the 
diversion of the conventional arms trade and its destabilising effects for peace and security. 
Next, the EU will contribute to the preparatory meetings in 2010 and 2011 to prepare a 
successful UN Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty in 2012.  

The Guidelines on European Community Mine Action 2008-201343 steer the work of desk 
officers and programmers at European Union headquarters and in the delegations. They 
ensure the integration of mine action projects in the overall cooperation framework with mine 
and cluster munitions-affected countries. The implementation of these guidelines will 
strengthen the security-development nexus. 

Better control the proliferation of SALW and address the issue of anti-personal land 
mines 

Targets: 

• To support developing countries in addressing the proliferation of SALW.  

• To increase support for an ATT at global level. 

• To promote the implementation of the mine guidelines.  

Indicators:  

• Number of developing countries with effective small arms control and coherent arms trade 
systems in place in 2010. 

• Funding allocated to SALW projects in 2010, number of SALW projects supported. 

                                                 
42 2005 EU SALW strategy. 
43 Guidelines on European Community Mine Action 2008-2013 - SEC(2008) 2913, 24.11.2008. 
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• Ambitious and agreeable proposals identified for governing the trade of arms in 2010. 

• Number of mine action projects supported and integrated within the overall cooperation 
framework; funding allocated to these projects in 2010. 

6.4. Supporting and promoting increased ownership of Security Sector Reform 
processes 

In fragile or conflict-prone countries the state typically does not fulfil even its core function of 
protecting its people from violence, often due to problems in the security sector. Security 
Sector Reform (SSR) has therefore been identified as an important link between security and 
development policy as well as a significant element in statebuilding.44 The 'Guiding 
Framework for EU SSR Assessments' provides a practical tool for the correct identification 
of possible EU SSR support actions, either in the framework of CSFP or under EU external 
assistance programmes with a view to ensuring consistency in the overall long-term approach 
and creating synergies between the different policies and instruments. The implementation of 
this guiding framework is critical, because ultimately SSR processes will only succeed if they 
are perceived as legitimate, owned and led by the partner countries. SSR strategies should 
therefore be coherent with – or better integrated into – national development strategies. 

Support to and the promotion of increased ownership of SSR processes 

Target: 

• EU SSR support actions under CSDP or EU external assistance programmes take 
development policy objectives into account and are linked to development strategies.  

Indicators:  

• Number of EU-supported SSR aligned with the partner countries' development strategies in 
2010. 

• EU-supported SSR include specific actions for women in 2010. 

6.5. Improving natural resource management  

Natural resources can be both a source of conflict and a source of prosperity depending on 
how they are managed. To ensure that they fuel development rather than conflict, the EU is 
involved in a number of processes. It works with the OECD on the promotion of responsible 
investment through enhanced due diligence. As one of the follow-up actions to the EU Raw 
Materials Initiative, it is setting up a multi-stakeholder working group to agree on a set of 
actions to improve raw material governance in Africa. The EU actively contributes to the 
Kimberley Process (KP) and chairs its Monitoring Working Group (MWG). The KP has as 
its objective to ensure that the rough diamonds trade serves sustainable development rather 
than conflict, and to implement certain UN resolutions providing for sanctions against 
‘conflict resources’. As MWG Chair the EU is promoting initiatives aimed at making the KP 

                                                 
44 ((1) 2007 CC on security and development and joint paper, (2)outstanding issues 2009 EU PCD report, 

(3) 2009 CC on PCD, (4) CC on (GAERC 17/11)). 



 

EN 37   EN 

more effective, for example, by funding the use of satellite imagery and statistical analysis to 
detect illicit production and trade in crises situations, e.g. in Cote d'Ivoire. It provides 
technical assistance in countries where diamond production emerges as a major challenge for 
development e.g. in Liberia and acts as a mediator e.g. with Zimbabwe. In addition, the EU 
has embarked on a review of its own certification system and internal controls to prevent 
the illicit infiltration of conflict diamonds into the internal market. 
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Earth Observation is an important tool on resources management. The GMES programme can 
also help monitoring natural resources, in particular through the GMES and Africa initiative. 

Improving natural resource management 

Target: 

• To enhance the effectiveness of the Kimberley Process.  

Indicators: 

• Number of KP agreements and decisions on crisis situations in 2010. 

• Satellite imagery and statistical analysis is available to detect illicit production. 

• Funding for technical assistance to countries to control trade in diamonds in 2010. 

• Proposal made for the strengthening of EU controls on diamonds in 2010. 

6.6. Strengthening partnerships with international, regional and subregional 
organisations 

The EU has a clear commitment to partnerships with international, regional and subregional 
organisations. Strategic partnerships with the UN, NATO and the AU allow for deeper 
cooperation and are the pre-conditions for an effective common foreign, security and defence 
policy.  

The partnership on peace and security of the Joint Africa-EU Strategy has been 
particularly vibrant and productive and has played an important role in promoting PCD 
through intensified political dialogue, the strengthening of capacities for peacekeeping 
operations and support for the operationalisation of the Continental Early Warning System. 
The forthcoming communication on the Joint Strategy will make proposals for the Joint 
Africa-EU Strategy beyond 2010 and will outline how Africa-EU cooperation in the security 
area can better contribute to development.  

The EU also strives to improve the security and development link through the United Nations. 
It plays an important role in the work of the UN Peacebuilding Commission (PBC), which 
has overseen the development of integrated peacebuilding strategies in Guinea-Bissau, 
Burundi, the Central African Republic and Sierra Leone. In 2010 the UN will hold a formal 
review of the work of the PBC. The review presents an opportunity for the EU to improve 
further the PBC's role in supporting societies recover from protracted conflict through more 
flexible, coordinated and efficient mechanisms. 
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Strengthening partnerships with international, regional and subregional organisations 

Targets:  

• To improve Africa-EU cooperation in the security area in order to facilitate development. 

• PBC mechanisms are more flexible, visible, coordinated and efficient.  

• Improved focus of PBC peacebuilding efforts and stronger leverage and advocacy role. 

• Increased coordination between peacekeeping and peacebuilding efforts. 

Indicators: 

• Further operationalisation of the African Peace and Security Architecture (APSA): Pooling 
of the sub-regional and continental peace and security agenda into a comprehensive and 
coherent APSA Roadmap. 

• African peace-keeping missions take better account of development objectives.  

• Percentage of conflicts in Africa that were the subject of a political dialogue between the 
EU and the AU in 2010. 

• Greater PBC-UN Security Council coordination and with regional organisations and 
financial institutions. 

• Field-based PBC work reinforced. 

6.7. Enhancing synergies between development objectives and financial instruments 
addressing security issues 

Ensuring PCD in the security sector is not just a matter of reconciling different policy 
objectives and cooperating amongst different institutions. It is also a question of coordinating 
different financial instruments. Some of the EU's financial instruments addressing security 
issues, such as the EDF45 and the DCI46 are mainly geared towards development objectives, 
while others, such as the Stability instrument or the Security theme of the 7th Framework 
programme for research, development and demonstration (FP7 Security) are used mainly for 
conflict prevention, peacebuilding and security purposes. They are administered by different 
institutions and while some instruments such as the DCI, are part of the EU budget, others, 

                                                 
45 The European Development Fund (EDF) is the financial instrument of the Cotonou Agreement, the 

Partnership Agreement between the Members of the African, Caribbean and Pacific Group of States of 
the one part (ACP countries), and the European Community and its Member States of the other part, 
providing development aid in the ACP countries. 

46 The Development Cooperation Instrument (DCI) covers mainly geographic programmes supporting 
cooperation with 47 developing countries in Latin America, Asia and Central Asia, the Gulf region 
(Iran, Iraq and Yemen) and South Africa and thematic programmes benefiting all developing countries. 

http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/where/latin-america/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/where/asia/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/where/gulf-region/index_en.htm
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namely the EDF or ATHENA47, are outside and Member States contribute to them according 
to specific keys.  

Since many security issues contain a short-term security dimension and a long-term 
development purpose, they can be addressed both by Common Security and Defence Policy 
tools as well as by development and cooperation instruments, depending on the main 
objective of each project. In this context, it is of utmost importance to ensure coherence 
between all available EU instruments, as well as to foster possible synergies leading to the 
overall reduction of violence and the establishment of the right conditions for development. 
With the establishment of the EEAS and the preparations for the next Multiannual 
Financial Framework 2014-2019 the appropriate structure will be put in place to better 
facilitate synergies between the different financial instruments and to integrate development 
perspectives into the security operations financed by non-development instruments. 

Enhancing the synergies of financial instruments addressing security issues with 
development objectives 

Target:  

• All EU security spending takes development objectives into account.  

Indicators: 

• The coordination mechanisms for the different financial instruments are adapted to the new 
institutional framework in 2010. 

• Number of security operations financed in 2010 with non-development funding 
instruments which include a development perspective. 

• Preparations for the next Multiannual Financial Framework in 2014-2019 take account of 
the security development nexus. 

 

                                                 
47 Operations with military implications or defence operations cannot be financed from Community funds. 

For the common costs of such operations the Council of the EU has established a special mechanism 
called ATHENA. ATHENA is managed under the authority of a Special Committee. 
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Korostetaan sosiaalisen ja terveysulottuvuuden merkitystä yhtenä laajan turvallisuuden elementtinä ja 
horisontaalisen kestävän kehityksen politiikan kulmakivenä. Turvallisuus edellyttää köyhyyden 
poistamista, joka puolestaan edellyttää kestävää toimeentuloa ja sosiaalisten oikeuksien turvaamista. 
 
Kansallinen käsittely: 
 
Eduskuntakäsittely:  
 
 


