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Suomi kannattaa EU:n alueellisten suojeluohjelmien kehittämistä osana kansainvälisen 
suojelujärjestelmän kehittämistä . Erityisesti on pyrittävä vahvistamaan suojelujärjestelmiä 
maissa, joista pakolaiset ensin hakevat kansainvälistä suojelua. Näin voitaisiin yhtäältä 



vähentää turvapaikanhakijoiden liikkumista turvallisesta turvapaikkamaasta toiseen ja 
toisaalta vastuunjaon periaatteen mukaisesti tukea niitä lähtöalueiden valtioita, jotka ovat 
vastuussa suurista pakolaismääristä. Samalla on kuitenkin varmistuttava siitä, ettei vastuuta 
siirretä kohtuuttomasti lähtöalue ille ilman asianmukaista tukea. 
 
Suojelujärjestelmien kehittämisen rinnalla on työskenneltävä pakolaisuuden syiden 
poistamiseksi ottaen huomioon sekä kehitysyhteistyölinjaukset että kokonaisvaltainen 
sosiaalinen, taloudellinen ja ihmisoikeuskehitys. Alueellisten suojeluohjelmien 
yhteensopivuus humanitaaristen, kehitysyhteistyö- ja muiden hankkeiden kanssa on 
keskeinen kysymys. 
 
Kansainvälistä suojelujärjestelmää kehitettäessä on otettava huomioon kansainvälisten 
sopimusten mukaiset velvoitteet, eikä pakolaisen oikeusasemaa koskevan Geneven 
yleissopimuksen täysimääräinen soveltaminen jäsenvaltioissa saa vaarantua. Panostamisen 
alueellisiin suojeluohjelmiin tulee olla nykyistä turvapaikkajärjestelmää täydentävää 
toimintaa.  
 
Suomi korostaa UNHCR:n tärkeää osaa, kun alueellisia suojeluohjelmia kehitetään ja 
pilottihankkeita toteutetaan ja arvioidaan. Tärkeää on myös se, että valtiot, joiden kanssa 
alueellisten suojeluohjelmien mukaiseen yhteistyöhön ryhdytään, ovat aktiivisesti 
hankkeissa mukana ja sitoutuvat yhteisiin tavoitteisiin. 
 
Suomi tukee EU:n toimia kauttakulkumaiden kehittämisessä turvallisiksi turvapaikkamaiksi. 
Komission tiedonannon mukaisesti painopisteen ei tule olla vain laittoman maahantulon 
torjumisessa vaan myös ihmisoikeuksien kunnioittamisen ja kansainvälisen suojelun 
vahvistamisessa ja tähän liittyvän hallinnon kehittämisessä. 
 
Suomi kannattaa komission esitystä neuvottelujen aloittamiseksi Afrikan valtioiden, 
erityisesti Tansanian, viranomaisten kanssa mahdollisen alueellisen suojeluohjelman 
pilottihankkeen aloittamiseksi.  
 
Suomi korostaa uudelleensijoittamisen tärkeyttä alueellisten suojeluohjelmien 
keinovalikoimassa. Uudelleensijoittamistarpeiden muuttuessa Suomi joutunee jatkossa 
pohtimaan pakolaiskiintiön kohdentamista perinteisten ratkaisujen sijasta ainakin osittain 
myös uusille alueille. Suomi pitää mahdollisena harkita osallistumista 
uudelleensijoittamistoimin EU:n alueellisiin suojeluohjelmiin. 

 
Pääasiallinen sisältö: 

 
Alueelliset suojeluohjelmat ovat ensimmäinen askel kansainvälisen suojelujärjestelmän 
kehittämisessä. Niiden tuottama lisäarvo on vastuunjaossa, joka toteutuu 
uudelleensijoittamisessa sekä sitoutumisessa sellaisten toimien lisäämiseen, joilla 
pakolaistilanteita voidaan helpottaa. 
 
Komissio koordinoi jäsenvaltioiden sekä lähtö-, kauttakulku- ja ensimmäisten 
turvapaikkama iden välistä yhteistyötä alueellisten suojeluohjelmien toimeenpanossa ja 
monitoroinnissa ja toimii yhteistyössä UNHCR:n kanssa. 
 
Alueellisten suojeluohjelmien sisältö 
 
Alueellisten suojeluohjelmien tarkoituksena on vahvistaa suojelujärjestelmiä kolmansissa 
maissa. Ohjelmien tulisi olla joustavia, perustua kuhunkin tilanteeseen liittyviin 
erityistarpeisiin ja olla yhteensopivia yhteisön humanitaarisen ja kehitysyhteistyöpolitiikan 
kanssa.  
 
Alueellisia suojeluohjelmia koskevat ydinhankkeet käsittelisivät: 



• yleisen suojelun tason parantamista, 
• tehokkaan turvapaikkajärjestelmän luomista, 
• vastaanotto-olosuhteiden parantamista, 
• laajojen ympäristövaikutusten huomioon ottamista pakolaisia vastaanottaneissa 

maissa, 
• pakolaisasioita koskevan koulutuksen järjestämistä, 
• pakolaisten ja vastaavassa asemassa olevien henkilöiden rekisteröintiä ja 
• uudelleensijoittamista. 

 
Uudelleensijoittaminen on tärkeä osa alueellisia suojeluohjelmia. Arvioituaan myöhemmin 
alueellisia suojeluohjelmia koskevien pilottihankkeiden onnistumisen komissio tutkii 
mahdollisuutta kehittää edelleen EU:n uudelleensijoittamistoimintaa. 
 
Alueellisten suojeluohjelmien pilottihankkeiden kohdentaminen 
 
Hankkeiden kohdealueiden valintaan ovat vaikuttaneet etenkin pitkittyneiden 
pakolaistilanteiden identifioin ti, missä on käytetty UNHCR:n asiantuntemusta, yhteisön 
rahoitusmahdollisuudet sekä yhteisön jo olemassa olevat yhteistyösuhteet eri maiden ja 
alueiden kanssa. Koska kyseessä on pilottihanke, kohde on haluttu rajata tarkasti ja jo 
aiemmin hankittua kokemusta on haluttu käyttää hyväksi. On lisäksi pidetty tärkeänä, että 
kohteina ovat niin kauttakulku- kuin lähtöalueet. 
 
Ukrainaa, Moldovaa ja Valko-Venäjää koskeva alueellinen suojeluohjelma  
 
Komissio pitää tärkeänä, että alueellisilla suojeluohjelmilla saavutetaan nopeasti mitattavissa 
olevia tuloksia . Komissio esittääkin ensimmäisenä aloittavansa valmistelut pilottihankkeen 
kehittämiseksi kauttakulkualueella , ns. läntisten vasta itsenäistyneiden valtioiden (ns. 
läntiset NIS-valtiot: Ukraina, Moldova ja Valko-Venäjä) kanssa. 
 
Alueella on jo vahva erityisasema yhteisön ulkosuhteissa. Lisäksi yhteisö ja eräät 
jäsenvaltiot jo rahoittavat kansainväliseen suojeluun liittyvää toimintaa alueella. Myös 
UNHCR on vuosien ajan osallistunut kyseisten maiden turvapaikkalainsäädäntöjen ja 
 -järjestelmien kehittämiseen.  
 
Hankkeiden päätarkoituksena on alueella jo annettavan suojelun vahvistaminen. Siihen 
kuuluisi mm. toissijaisen suojelun, kotouttamisen, rekisteröinnin, turvapaikkapäätöksenteon 
ja vastaanoton edistäminen. Hankkeiden rahoittaminen tapahtuisi etupäässä AENEAS ja 
TACIS –rahastojen, mutta myös muiden mahdollisten rahoitusvälineiden avulla. 
 
Muut pilottihankkeet 
 
Lähtöalueita koskevalla pilottihankkeella pyrittäisiin vahvistamaan Afrikassa suurten järvien 
alueella olevien pakolaisten suojelua. Uudelleensijoittamisella ja sen strategisella käytöllä on 
keskeinen merkitys juuri tällä alueella. Toiminta olisi yhdenmukaista myös UNHCR:n ns. 
Convention Plus-aloitteen kanssa. 
 
Suurten järvien alueen pakolaisongelma on laaja ja hankkeen kohteen täsmentäminen on 
välttämätöntä. Komissio esittää mahdolliseksi kohteeksi Tansanian, jossa on tällä hetkellä 
Afrikan suurimmat pakolaisjoukot. Pakolaisia on tullut maahan etenkin Burundista ja 
Kongon Demokraattisesta tasavallasta. Hankkeen alueellinen luonne siis säilyisi, koska 
tavoitteena olisi eri puolilta suurten järvien aluetta kotoisin olevien pakolaisten suojelun 
vahvistaminen. 
 
Komissio pitää mahdollisena neuvottelujen aloittamista Tansania viranomaisten kanssa 
alueellisen suojeluohjelman kehittämisestä. Näiden keskustelujen jälkeen olisi mahdollista 
toteuttaa hankkeita AENEAS-rahoituksella siten, että pysyvien ratkaisujen löytämiseksi 



Saharan eteläpuolisen Afrikan pakolaisongelmaan on varattu 4 miljoonaa euroa, minkä 
lisäksi muuttovirtojen hallintaan liittyvään toimintaan € 5 miljoonaa euroa. 
 
Muita komission tutkimia alueita pilottihankkeiden kohteiksi ovat olleet Pohjois-Afrikka, 
Afganistanin alue ja Afrikan sarvi. Näitä ja muita mahdollisia kohdealueita harkittaessa 
tärkeä tekijä on UNHCR:n arvio uudelleensijoittamistarpeista ko. alueilla. 
 
Ohjelmien arvioinnista 
 
Komissio esittää, että vuoteen 2007 mennessä riippumaton, ulkopuolinen toimija arvioisi 
pilottihankkeiden tulokset ja vaikutukset. Tämän arvion pohjalta komissio tekis i oman 
arvioraporttinsa suojeluohjelman vaikuttavuudesta ja tutkisi, onko alueellisiin 
suojeluohjelmiin tarvetta kehittää entistä järjestelmällisempi lähestymistapa. 

 
 

Kansallinen käsittely: 
 
Tiedonantoa on käsitelty EU-jaosto 6 –kokouksessa 26.9.2005.  
 

Eduskuntakäsittely: 
 
 

Kansallinen lainsäädäntö: 
 
Tiedonannolla ei ole vaikutuksia lainsäädäntöön. 
 

Taloudelliset vaikutukset: 
 
 

Muut mahdolliset asiaan vaikuttavat tekijät: 
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL  
AND THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 

ON REGIONAL PROTECTION PROGRAMMES 

1. INTRODUCTION 

1. The Commission Communication of 14 June 2004 “Improving Access to Durable 
Solutions” (COM(2004) 410) (the June 2004 Communication) made proposals for a 
new EU approach to the international protection regime. Regional Protection 
Programmes should be brought forward with the intention of enhancing the 
protection capacity of the regions involved and better protecting the refugee 
population there by providing Durable Solutions (the three Durable Solutions being 
repatriation, local integration or resettlement in a third country if the first two 
Durable Solutions are not possible1. The Communication also made proposals for the 
setting up of an EU-wide Resettlement scheme as a means of delivering protection to 
a greater number of refugees and ensuring a more orderly and managed entry in the 
EU. 

2. In the Hague Programme of 4-5 November 2004, the European Council 
acknowledged the need for the EU to contribute, in a spirit of shared responsibility to 
a more accessible, equitable and effective international protection system in 
partnership with third countries and to provide access to protection and durable 
solutions at the earliest possible stage. A distinction was drawn between the differing 
needs of countries in regions of transit and countries in regions of origin. Countries 
in regions of origin and transit will be encouraged in their efforts to strengthen their 
capacity for the protection of refugees. On countries and regions of origin, the 
European Council further invited the Commission to develop EU Regional 
Protection Programmes in partnership with the third countries concerned and in close 
consultation and cooperation with UNHCR. These programmes should build on 
experience gained in pilot protection programmes to be launched before the end of 
2005. These programmes will incorporate a variety of relevant instruments, primarily 
focused on capacity building, and include a joint resettlement programme for those 
Member States which may be ready to participate in such a programme on a 
voluntary basis. With regard to countries of transit, the European Council 

                                                 
1 Repatriation is the return of a person to their home country. In the context of Durable Solutions this 

return is effected in safety and dignity. 
 Local integration is the integration of a refugee into the community of a host country with prospects for 

legal residence and personal autonomy. 
 Resettlement involves the selection and transfer of refugees from a State in which they have sought 

protection to a third State where they enjoy guarantees of protection including residence and prospects 
for integration and autonomy. Resettlement can be used in situations where refugees cannot return to 
their country of origin nor can they be integrated into their country of first asylum. The "Study on the 
Feasibility of Setting Up Resettlement Schemes in EU Member States or at EU Level, Against the 
Background of the Common European Asylum System and the Goal of a Common Asylum Procedure" 
(published by the Commission in May 2004) gives a fuller examination of resettlement possibilities in 
an EU context.  
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emphasised the need for intensified cooperation and capacity building, both on the 
southern and eastern borders of the EU to enable those countries better to manage 
migration and to provide adequate protection for refugees. 

3. This Communication is the Commission’s response to the Council Conclusions of 2-
3 November 2004 which invited the Commission to present an action plan for one or 
more pilot Regional Protection Programmes by July 2005 at the latest. The Council 
said that a pilot Regional Protection Programme should be situation specific and 
protection oriented. It should draw on a range of measures, such as assistance to third 
countries to comply with international obligations under the Geneva Convention and 
other relevant international instruments, to enhance protection capacity, better access 
to registration and local integration and assistance for improving the local 
infrastructure and migration management. The development and the implementation 
of these programmes should be taken forward in close cooperation with UNHCR 
and, where relevant, other international organisations. Possible EU and other funding 
sources should be indicated. Coherence with the Community approach towards the 
region and third countries concerned should be assured. 

4. Regional Protection Programmes will be rooted in actions already existing, notably 
in the AENEAS and TACIS financial programmes, and will not be based on a new 
financing framework. This Communication outlines the general framework in which 
the pilot Regional Protection Programmes should operate, makes recommendations 
for geographic application and content and sets out a way forward for the inclusion 
of the Regional Protection Programme approach across the Community’s 
relationship with the region and countries involved. The first section gives the wider 
policy background to the Communication; the second focuses on the possible content 
of the pilot Regional Protection Programmes; the third examines the selection of 
geographic areas for the application of the pilot Regional Protection Programmes and 
how this approach can be embedded in Community policy towards the countries and 
regions concerned; the fourth and fifth sections deal with the specific regions to 
which the first two pilot Regional Protection Programmes could apply; the last 
sections address how the pilot Regional Protection Programmes should be evaluated 
and sustainability assured and the steps to be taken next. 

5. Regional Protection Programmes should enhance the capacity of areas close to 
regions of origin to protect refugees. The aim should be to create the conditions for 
one of the three Durable Solutions to take place – repatriation, local integration or 
resettlement. The development of Regional Protection Programmes, in cooperation 
with UNHCR, in line with the Memorandum of Understanding between the 
Commission and UNHCR of 15 February 2005, and third countries in regions of 
origin, will necessitate the coordination of EU, refugee, humanitarian and 
development policies to address the full range of protection needs as well as the 
impacts of refugee populations on local communities to ensure that benefits are 
maximised for all. However, humanitarian aid operations in favour of refugees will 
not be as such part of the Regional Protection Programmes. Decisions to undertake 
humanitarian operations will continue to be made on the basis of needs assessments 
and operations will be implemented in full respect of the humanitarian principles. 
Maximising the impact of RPPs can be done by assessing where potential protection 
gaps may exist and ensuring that additional measures complement and add value to 
activities (in particular, humanitarian and development activities) which are already 
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taking place. In practical terms this will require coordination of policies and with 
actors concerned to deliver enhanced protection for refugees. 

2. CONTENT OF REGIONAL PROTECTION PROGRAMMES 

6. Regional Protection Programmes should be flexible and situation specific and ensure 
consistency with Community humanitarian and development policies and other 
relevant activities. The objective of RPPs is to enhance the protection capacity of 
third countries. Regional Protection Programmes should consist of practical actions 
that deliver real benefits both in terms of protection offered to refugees and in their 
support of existing arrangements with the relevant third country. They should also 
aim at bringing benefits to the host country. On the basis of these considerations, 
core constituent activities for a Regional Protection Programme should include: 

(1) Projects aimed at improving the general protection situation in the host 
country. 

(2) Projects which aim at the establishment of an effective Refugee Status 
Determination procedure which can help host countries better manage the 
migration implications of refugee situations thereby allowing them to better 
focus resources on the core refugee population. 

(3) Projects which give direct benefits to refugees in the refugee situation, by 
improving their reception conditions. 

(4) Projects which benefit the local community hosting the refugees, for example 
by addressing wider environmental concerns which affect both refugees and 
the host community and by disseminating information on the positive impact 
of refugees. 

(5) Projects aimed at providing training in protection issues for those dealing 
with refugees and migrants. 

(6) A registration component, building on UNHCR’s Project Profile for persons 
of concern to UNHCR in the area, which could assist in measuring the impact 
of Regional Protection Programmes. 

(7) A resettlement commitment, whereby EU Member States undertake, on a 
voluntary basis, to provide durable solutions for refugees by offering 
resettlement places in their countries. 

7. The resettlement of refugees from countries in regions of origin to EU Member 
States will be an important factor in demonstrating the partnership element of 
Regional Protection Programmes to third countries. The Commission notes that since 
the June 2004 Communication several Member States are considering setting up their 
own national resettlement schemes. The Commission expects that this change in 
approach will contribute to the wider success of Regional Protection Programmes, by 
adding substantially to the existing resettlement effort rather than simply re-
packaging current schemes in the context of Regional Protection Programmes. 
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8. After the evaluation of the pilot Regional Protection Programmes, the Commission 
will examine the opportunity to bring forward a proposal for a more structured 
approach to resettlement activities. Such a proposal will have to take account of the 
operational and logistic needs of managing resettlement on an EU scale. However, in 
the short term and in line with the mandate of the Hague Programme, the 
Commission will come forward with a proposal to amend the Council Decision 
establishing the European Refugee Fund so that resettlement under Regional 
Protection Programmes can be substantially financed by the Community. 

3. THE REGIONS FOR THE FIRST REGIONAL PROTECTION PROGRAMMES 

9. The selection of the appropriate geographic regions for the pilot Regional Protection 
Programmes relies on a number of important factors, principally; the assessment of 
particular refugee situations in third countries; the financial opportunities available 
under existing Community funds; existing relationships and frameworks for 
cooperation between the Community and particular countries or regions. In 2003 
UNHCR identified 38 refugee situations which could be considered protracted, in 
each case where 25,000 or more refugees had been living in exile for more than five 
years. There are also other refugee situations which could benefit from the concerted 
effort which Regional Protection Programmes could deliver. However, for the 
purposes of the pilot Regional Protection Programmes, it is important to focus on a 
clearly delimited area, building on already existing experience acquired on the basis 
of actions financed by other external relations and development instruments and 
taking account of the necessity to assure added value and the possibility for an 
evaluation mechanism in the measures taken. 

10. There are also political considerations which need to be examined such as the need to 
recognise that while transit regions and regions of origin are different in nature and 
require different approaches, it is important for the EU to address both types of 
region. In respect of transit regions, the Western Newly Independent States 
featured strongly in Member States’ considerations. Action in sub Saharan Africa 
(Great Lakes/East Africa) was also regarded as an important priority particularly in 
view of the possibilities for resettlement from that region and in terms of beginning a 
dialogue with a country or countries in a region of origin. 

11. In order to obtain the necessary political support at EU level for action taken 
however, and gain the confidence of the third countries involved, it is important to 
select a region which will allow for rapid and measurable results. Given the above, 
the Commission envisages first making the necessary arrangements to assist the 
authorities of the Western Newly Independent States (Ukraine/Moldova/Belarus) 
to develop a pilot Regional Protection Programme2 in a region of transit. 

                                                 
2 Actions in Belarus will focus on building protection capacity through NGOs’ and contacts with 

government authorities will be limited to what it is strictly necessary to the efficient implementation of 
the projects. However, state authorities may benefit from the programme if they agree to cooperate on 
refugee related human rights aspects such as subsidiary protection, legal and medical services, 
development of refugee integration programmes etc. 
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4. REGIONAL PROTECTION PROGRAMME FOR THE WESTERN NIS COUNTRIES 

12. The Western Newly Independent States (Ukraine, Moldova, Belarus) emerged as a 
clear priority in discussions with Member States. This region already constitutes a 
strong priority across Community external relations policy and financial assistance 
which includes ongoing work on protection issues financed by the Community and 
individual Member States. Since the early 1990s, UNHCR has worked with 
governments and other relevant parties to help them develop asylum legislation and 
infrastructure, which will require further work and support, as well as new measures 
in the reception, integration and resettlement fields. 

13. A pilot Regional Protection Programme for this region would seek to build on and 
complement the work already begun with the cooperation of the authorities in the 
Western NIS countries. The main focus of action should be on strengthening already 
existing protection capacity. This could include the reinforcement of subsidiary 
protection, integration and registration as well as core protection activities relating to 
case consideration and reception. Proposals for activities in these areas should be 
brought forward in the AENEAS Call for Proposals 2005 and TACIS 2006 Regional 
Action Programmes and other available financial opportunities. Existing structures 
should be modified to support the additionality offered by the pilot Regional 
Protection Programme. AENEAS allocates an indicative € 2 million for asylum and 
international protection in this region. 

5. FURTHER REGIONAL PROTECTION PROGRAMMES 

14. In respect of developing a pilot Regional Protection Programme with a country or 
countries in a region of origin, the prospect of taking further action to better protect 
refugees from the Great Lakes region presents an opportunity that can correspond to 
the programming of the available financial instruments, the centrality of resettlement 
as a possible durable solution and the political priorities expressed by Member 
States. The opportunity for the EU here lies in the possibility of developing well 
coordinated and strategic action on protection and resettlement with relevant third 
countries and in full respect of the principles of ownership3. This is in line with what 
is envisaged by UNHCR in their Convention Plus initiative4. 

15. Of course there are serious challenges in this region for a first, smaller scale Regional 
Protection Programme. Such is the scale of the refugee situations pertaining here that 

                                                 
3 The UK Presidency seminar on Resettlement which took place in London on 4 and 5 July 2005 

confirmed the importance of the strategic use of resettlement as a tool to enhance protection capacity in 
third countries. 

4 In Convention Plus, the UN High Commissioner for Refugees called for new agreements to supplement 
the Refugee Convention and help protect refugees and achieve durable solutions in regions of origin. 
The aim is to use understandings and commitments by States in multilateral agreements that address 
specific caseloads, including through comprehensive plans of action. UNHCR envisages that these new 
arrangements, in the form of multi-lateral “special arrangements” could consist of comprehensive plans 
of action to ensure more effective and predictable responses to large-scale refugee situations, including 
additional development assistance targeted to achieve more equitable burden sharing and to promote the 
self reliance of refugees and returnees in countries hosting large numbers of refugees; multilateral 
commitments for the resettlement of refugees; and the agreement of roles and responsibilities of 
countries of origin, transit and destination in irregular secondary movement situations. 
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it may be difficult to see how a Regional Protection Programme with the limited 
funds available under AENEAS would have any lasting impact. It would therefore be 
necessary therefore to select a focus for the pilot Regional Protection Programme 
that builds on the work already in hand, makes a difference to refugees on the ground 
and utilises the greater willingness of Member States to launch a resettlement effort 
from this region. This may mean selecting a particular and smaller geographic locus 
within the region as a whole, for the pilot Regional Protection Programme. Here, a 
series of targeted activities under AENEAS can be initiated and a greater impact 
achieved than if activities were spread around the region as a whole. Regionality 
would be assured because the refugees who could benefit from the application of the 
pilot Regional Protection Programme are from across the Great Lakes region. This 
smaller scale Regional Protection Programme could serve as a catalyst for further 
actions and a basis for a wider, more comprehensive Regional Protection Programme 
to follow. 

16. Tanzania could represent such a geographic locus with large numbers of refugees 
from Burundi and Democratic Republic of Congo. The Country Strategy Paper and 
National Indicative Programme (CSP) for the period 2001 – 2007 between Tanzania 
and the Community recognises that Tanzania hosts the largest refugee populations in 
Africa and consequently benefits from one of ECHO’s largest programmes of 
emergency relief. The Community will continue to support the peace process in 
Burundi and in the Democratic Republic of Congo to create the conditions for a 
return of refugees. The Regional Strategy for the Region of Eastern and Southern 
Africa and Indian Ocean, which includes Tanzania, identifies institutional capacity 
building as of particular importance, notably to enable regional organisations to 
contribute to the promotion of good governance, human rights and dispute settlement 
among member countries. 

17. Within the framework of development cooperation with ACP countries, the 
Commission envisages embarking on a dialogue with the Tanzanian authorities to 
discuss the opportunities for and the appropriateness of a Regional Protection 
Programme in the country, addressing the refugees from the Great Lakes region. 
Subsequent to these discussions, an outline of possible project areas could be 
presented for information to the AENEAS Committee Activities could therefore be 
proposed as projects under AENEAS. The indicative budget for action towards 
durable solutions for refugees in sub Saharan Africa for 2005 is € 4 million. A 
further € 5 million is indicated for actions linked to migration management. 

18. Other possibilities to be explored, in terms of the further development of Regional 
Protection Programmes, notably include North Africa, Afghanistan region and 
Horn of Africa. These regions have been evoked in detail in discussions between 
Member States. The Afghanistan region has been the focus of much Community 
and individual Member State action, with actions emphasising the return of Afghan 
nationals to their country in safety. In the Horn of Africa, UNHCR is engaged in a 
preparatory project for a Comprehensive Plan of Action for Somali refugees. The 
results of these ongoing activities could prove essential for assessing the need for 
assisting the relevant third countries in devising a possible future Regional Protection 
Programme for this region. North Africa is also clearly a preoccupation of Member 
States and is already the focus of much Community sponsored action. However, the 
more complex nature of the migration situation from North Africa countries means a 
wider approach may be required. An important factor in the consideration of these 
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and other regions for Regional Protection Programmes will be the identification of 
possible resettlement caseloads by UNHCR. 

6. EVALUATION, SUSTAINABILITY AND TIMING 

19. Pilot Regional Protection Programmes will constitute an additional effort in our 
commitment to refugee protection and will require accurate monitoring and 
evaluation during the initial phase of this new approach. The Commission foresees 
an independent, external evaluation to be carried out by 2007 which will mainly 
focus on the effects and results of the programmes. 

20. On the basis of that assessment, the Commission will evaluate and report on the 
impact of pilot Regional Protection Programmes. The Commission will examine the 
need to provide a more systematic approach for Regional Protection Programmes, 
including the possibility for structured partnerships with the relevant international 
organisations charged with implementing the associated activities. On that basis the 
Commission will decide on the necessary initiatives to follow. 

21. In order to effectively monitor and evaluate Regional Protection Programmes the 
Commission will ensure that projects proposed under the AENEAS Call for 
Proposals, which will constitute the Regional Protection Programmes, are 
coordinated to deliver results in broadly the same time period so that through using 
interim reporting and frequent monitoring interventions, continuity can be assured 
between the initial programmes and the necessary follow-up work. 

7. CONCLUSION 

22. Regional Protection Programmes are a first step in a strengthened approach towards 
international protection. They also represent an opportunity for the EU to deliver a 
series of operational outcomes with the objective of better protecting refugees on the 
ground. Their added value lies in the responsibility sharing basis provided by 
resettlement and the commitment to deliver an additional complementary effort on 
changing refugee situations for the better. This initiative, even if limited in scale, 
should also push refugee and protection issues up the political agenda to the 
advantage of refugees, the third countries involved and EU Member States. 

23. The Commission will ensure proper coordination between the Member States and 
countries of origin, transit and first asylum concerned in the delivery and monitoring 
of the pilot Regional Protection mechanisms, in consultation with other relevant 
stakeholders including the UNHCR. 

24. The Commission invites the Council and the European Parliament to take note of the 
Commission’s strategy for Regional Protection Programmes in this Communication. 


