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Priority Actions in the Youth Field
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Introduction

: Furthcr to:thc. Europcan Commission's Mcmorandum "Young Pcoplc in the Europcan Community”

, and rcéognisinz, the nced:for further cooperation in the field of youth the Ministers responsible
: l'or youth matters in the Members States of the Europcan Community adopted a Rcsolutlon on-
Priority Actions in.thc Youth Flcld2 on 26 Junc 1991 .

Thc Resolution was dc__signcd lo.pmvidc ncw scope for Communily actien in the youth scctor, and
sct out four arcas of priority action : ’

Action 1: Intensification of Coopcrauon belween Structures responsible for Youth Work in the
Member States; '
Action TE: Information for Young Pcoplc;

Action MI: Youth Pilot Projects - Stimulating the Initiative and the Crcamlly of Young Pcople;
Action IV: Cooperation in the Training of Youth Workers,' particularly with rcgard to the
Europcan Dimension:

For 1993, thc. Europcan Parliament renewed the endowment of the specific budget line (B3-1012)
it had created for the Priority Actions in the Youth Field for 1992, increasing the amount to 5.5
MECU, which cnabled thc European Union to accord financial support to activities within the
framcwork of thc Resolution. In endowing the budgct line for the Resolution on Priority Actxons
thec Europcan- Parhamcnt commentcd that the sum would also serve to support:

- Exchangcs of Young Pcoplc for Cultural Purposcs in the Europcan Union;
- Support for Initiatives of Community Intcrest developed by Youth Organisations;
- Exchangcs with Central and Eastern Europcan Countrics;
- Exchanges with Latin American Countrigs;
- Exchanges with Mcditerrancan Countrics.

This rcport reflcets the most significant results of the sccond ycar of operation of the Resolution
on Priority Actions in the Youth Ficld, which concerned activitics taking place between the 1
April 1993 and March 1994, In 1993, thc Europcan Commission received some 915 applications
and accorded financial support to 419 activitics. The increased disscmination of information about
the Priority Actions in thc Youth Field was reflccted in the numbcer of applications reccived in
1993 and thc number of participants bencfitting as compared to the previous year, illustrating a
steady growth in interest in the Priority Actions. The total number of participants involved
amountcd to somc 12,500 young peoplc, youth workers, traincrs and other multipliers in the youth
ficld. Tables 1-4 (in -anncx) ‘provide an indication of thc number of projects reccived and
accepled by Action and by Member State, the grants allocated by Action and by Member Statc,
the percentage breakdown by Member Statc of the total grant allocation for cach Action, and the
number of participants by Action and by country. -
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1. - General objectives, of the Resolution

7 : ,"' . - e

Acln'mcs supportcd b} the (ommlssnon \nlhm the framcwork of thc Rcsolutlon on Pnomy

Acuons in the Youth Ficld aim to mlcnmf) coopcration betwcen Mcmber States'in the ficld '
of youth, outsidc formal cducatlon ‘and training, taking into account the respective structurcs
"~ inthe youth’ sector across thc Umon and rcﬂcctmg the dlvcr51ty of traditions and expcrlcncc, ’
’ In llus field. - S

hn

-

S 6 _, Acuvmcs supponcd wnthm the framcwork of the Resolutlon on Pnorlt) Achons in thc Youth

Ficld providc a range of measurcs ‘which cnsurc complcmcnlanty and- coherence with other -

- _cexisting Europcan Union programmes. and mcasires, ic. thc Youth for Europc Programmc, the
“TEM PUS. Schcmc and-the Youth [nitiative Pl‘O_]CClS wnhm the PETRA Programmc

7 Aclmucs arc dcsu:,ncd in thc mcdlum- and Iong, lcrm t0. glvc risc fo thc dcvclopmcnt of a
Europcan dimcnsion in youth: work across the Member States. In this context, activitics not

~only mvolvc young people, but also mulllpllcrs in the Member Statcs. \\ho arc cither pcrsons‘ o

rcspon51blc for youth at [ocal and rcglonal level, or who work dircetly w ‘ith young people, at” -
local rcglonal and natlona] level, ou151dc -the context of-school or vocatxonal trammg

N B ‘ . . - ; .

Il - - Opcrational infrastructure

8 - In accordancc thh the Coundil Rcsolutlon acuvmcs are lmplementcd by the Commnssxon of
the Europcan Communitics. The Ad-hoc Working Group on Youth meeting w:thm thc Council .
follows dcvclopments rcgardmg thc |mplcmcntauon of. thc Resolutxon ‘

9. . The Europcan Commlssmn is assnslcd in the 1mplcmcntal10n of lhc Rcsoluuon on- Pnonly‘

Actions in the Youlh FlCld by an cxtcmal tcchnlcal assnstance umt the Petra Youlh Burcau

V. o AP/mg> ress and results of activities supported by th(. European Commission in 1993

10. The second year of dctivity of .thc Pnorlty Actlons in the Youth Field continued to offer a
framework for the cxchange of information and -good practlce between Member States
accentuating the transnational approach and with a new focus- placed on pamcular arcas of
. youth provision i.¢. youth pamclpatlon civic éducation, social exclusion, integration of young
pcople and the training of youth workers. This transnational dlmensmn has al$o-been extended
> to include not.only. national but also regional and local structures, with a noted trend’ bemg '
- the establishment of new transnatlonal partnerships between Northern and ‘Southémn Mcmber-
. Statés and new links formcd bctwccn regions whlch had no prev1ous tradltlon or e\penencc,‘

3 in Europcan youth coopcrauon ~ - -

s '
‘.

N l - In line w1th thc gcncra] ochctncs of the Youth for Europc Programmc the Pnonty Acuons .
"In thc Youth Ficld also sct out'in 1993 to tncreasc the opportunitics available to dlsad\ vantaged

" young pcople. This was reflected ‘in the number of ncw projects specifically targ,ctcd at'this = =

. group which rcprcscntcd somc 25% of all pro;ccts nolably young pcop]e who werc socio- i
cconomically_ deprived, d:sablcd from gco;:,raphlcally isolated . rcgnons ‘or mcmbcrs of
lmnngranl or travcllmg communmcs ’ : -
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The Priority Actions in the Youth Ficld also provided the stimulus and the structure for young

peoplc-and youth workers to explorc ncw and more cffective ways of combatting racism and
‘xenophpbia at all levels from the local to the transnational. The cmphasis was not on ad-hoc

cmergency solutlons but rathér on long term preventive measures in which young pcoplc
themsclves werce ablc to plav a key rolc. »

It was noted that duc to the multilateral component of activitics with the third countrics, the
Priority Actions provided an opcrational framcwork which facilitated all Member Statcs'
access to youth coopcration with third countrics. A number of Mcmber States werce abic 10
develop their traditional bilateral coopcration into multilateral activitics with ccrtain cligiblc.
third counirics, whilst. other Mcmber States: set up first timc coopceration and activitics in the
youth sccter with new geographical arcas which had not previously been explored.

‘Action I : Intensification of Coopcratlon between Stmctun:s responsible for Youth Work in

the Member StatL

Under Actlon 1 of thec Resolution, the Ministers call upon the Commission to promote
activities which aim to intensify cooperation between structures responsible for youth work
in the Member States, whlle taking accounl of existing European Umon programmes in this
field.

Action 1 aims {o cnablc thosc working in the youth sector in the Member States to identify
partners, to sharc.their cxpericnces, to become more familiar with the work: situation and
structures in other Member Stales, to beccome acquainted with the realitics and mechanisms

_operating in thc Europcan Union, to cxplore possibilitics of cooperation in their particular

arcas of work and 1o better undcrstand the framework prdvidcd by the Europcan Union in the
{icld. of youth. To this end, funding is available to support study-expcncnccs seminars and
workshops. '

Through Action 1, the Commission has sought to involye multiplicrs working in as many
diverse contexts as possible.in the Mcmber States. Action I concerns : officials working in the
youth™ scctor at national, regional or local level, ie. civil servants working in the youth
departments of national, regional or local authorities; councillors for youth matters at local and
regional level; youth association officers and youth workers working in a full-time, part- -time
or voluntary basis, at Europcan, national, rcgional or local level, who arc able to demonstrate

. a certain practlcal cxpcnence in youth work.

In 1993, the European Commaission reccived some 102 applications for funding under Action

"1 and. accorded grants to 56 of thesc. The majority of project applications werc submitied by -

French youth work structures, followed by structures from the Netherlands and Germany and
European non-governmental organisations. French applicants saw the largest number of
projects supported, along with nbn-govcmmcntal»orga,nisations and. structurcs from the
Netherlands. Benceficiarics were mainly regional authoritics, followed by non-governmental -
organisations, rcgional and local level youth organisations and national authoritics. The United

,ngdom hosted the largcs( numbcr of activitics (35%), particularty in the- Grcatcr London

area, followed by Belgium, ltaly, Germany, Spam Greece and France.
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Action II : lnfomi‘aﬁoh for Young vl»’coplc

With regard to the number of partncrpanls mvolvcd some 775 pcrsons took pan in Action |
activitics i 1993, rcﬂcclmg, the vast range of profiles cxistingin youth work structures across

the Europcan Union : multiplicrs worl\mg, in rcgional youth work scttings, youth orgamsatnons ’
community centres. youth clubs, youth inforniation ccnlrcs drop-in ceatres; and- mulllphcrs :

“involved in-artistic~and mulucultura] youlh work. - . . ¢

Oflhc 56 pr0|ccls which rcccwcd Comm unlty fundm;,, 43 were: study-C\pcncnccs The slud\ -
C\pcncnocq prov ided an opportunity for youth workers and other multiplicrs (o gain an nsight
into géncral youth work provisioni in-thc Member States and forms of youth work aimed at
spéeific target groups in thc wider youth population. For thc most part, the study-cxpericnces

g concentratcd. on . ? gcncral prachcc of youth work at rc;,lonal fevel;- youth information

structurcs; youth work mcthods and support services for the intcgration of socio-cconomically

. disadvantaged- young pcople;’ yonth work provisions for “young pcople with no . formal -
"_cducatlonal qualifications; préventative” youth work combatting aggression and violence

amongst'young people (particularly xenophobic behaviour); youth work with ethnic mlnonues >

' and’ mlgrants youth work wnh disabled: young people; and cultural youth work.

Of the 56 prOJects which reccrvcd Commumty funding; 13 were semmars whlch consmuted '

" platforms for examining youth policies relating to the general Situation’ of young people in the

Member States. The main thematic trends were : local youth .policies and youth ‘work
provision; methods for working with young people at risk;. multicultural youth work; anti-
raC|st youth work: artrsuc cxpression as a youth work mcthod with urban ‘youth; voluntary

* scrvice activitics; and cnv1ronmental youth work ‘ ) : ST

Ovecrall, the activitics granted rcﬂoctcd a widc spcclru-m',of cxemplary youth work “and

“provided an insight into how youlh'work-oan be carricd out with different farget groups

particularly in mctropolitan arcas of thc European ‘Union. The projects sought to establish
forms of long-tcrm inter-regional coopcration, aiming to develop and formulate contcnt for

‘youth coopcrallon and to cncouragc lhc moblhty of full-time youth workcrs

, Thc operational - fr‘amcwork'providcd by the Priority Actions in thc Youth Field under Action
' 1 has~led to-the implementation of activities between Mcmber States and regions of the

Europcan Union where no tradition for cooperation in the ficld of youth previously existed.

"This is due to a move on the part of rcgronal youth work structurces towards extending their ~
- regtonal youth work to a wxder Europcan pcrspcctlvc and cxammmg thc transferablhty of
~youth work models. : : . ‘

Asa result of the proccés of defining transparcnt and cffcctive modes of opcration to avoid .

-overlap.and to incrcasc the complementarity of Action Il of the. Priority Actions in the Youth .
. Ficld and th¢ Commission's Youth Information Action Plan, it.was possiblc toaccord funding .

to 22 projocls in 1993 under Action Il. These varicd somcwhat in content and objcctives
(including confcrences and seminars, information campaigns, the sctting up of a youth -
information databasc) and in terms of thc scopc of the activitics, which rangcd from
local/rcgnonal to European lcvcl -
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The Youth for. E uropc Nalaonal Agcncics were allm.alcd funding undcr lhls budget hcading
towards activitics involving- thc provision of information on Priority Actions in the Youth

-Ficld in the respective Member States.

Action 1 : Youth Pilot Projects - Sﬁmnlaﬁﬁg the Initiative and Creativity of Young People

‘Under Action 11l of the Resolution on Priority- Actions in the Youth Field, the Ministers call -

upon thc Commission to support. at European ‘level innovatory projects which involve:
intcresting mcthods, are managed by young pcople themselves and-arc of importance to young

people in other Mcmbcr States.

- To this cnd, Action. [l aims 1o stimulatc the initiative and creativity of young pcoplc in the

Europcan Union by providing funding for Youth Pilot Projects.sct up by young pecoplc-for -
young people; ‘outside formal cducation and training, which reflect the social, cultural or
cconomic situation of their local community. Youth Pilot Projects arc aimed at all young:
people, aged 15-25 years, without exception and priority is accorded to projects’ Wthh mirror
the cultural/religious/linguistic diversity of the given local community. :

In 1993, Action 11l continued to attract a largb number of applications from groups of youﬁg

. people in their local communities across the Europcan Union. The European Commission -

reccived some 363 applications for funding and accorded grants to 156 of these. Although in
comparison with thc previous year, therc were fewer applications ovcrall, the proportion :of
successful applications was sxgmﬁcantlv higher, with over 4()% rcsultmg in grants being
awarded.

.The largesl number of applications came from the United Kingdom, followed by Germany
-(where one third ‘of the projects supported were in the New Lander), Spain and France.

Reasons for wide range in the numbers of applications by country may be attributed to several -
factors : the cxtent to which -information was successfully disscminated, long-standmg
traditions, or-not, of local youth-managed initiatives or the existence of funding, or nol at
natioffal and rcglonal level for young' peoplc’s.projects and actlvmcs

Applications werc mainly submitted by local youth groups, social and cultural associations,
church-based youth clubs or associations, local and rcgional youth scrvices, and local and
rcgional branchcs of national and international associations. For the most part; projccts werc
sct up by cxisting groups, though in somc cascs non-organised young pcople camc togclhcr
to sct up Youth Pnlol Pro_|ccts :

With rcgard to thc number of participants involved in Youth Pilot Projécts in- 1993, the ﬁglur>c

~of 3,441 young pcople can only be considered a conscrvative cstimatc, representing the young

peoplc dircctly involved in managing the projccts. ‘In reality, Youth Pilot Projccts play an
important multiplying rolc, rcachmg many other local young people than those forming the.
immediatc ‘core group of the project.
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In ling with lhc Youth for. Europc Prog,rammc ‘Action Il aims to cncourage the participation -
“of disadvantaged young pcople (\\hclher their disadvantage be for socio-cconomic; rcglonal
or personal reasons) by providing up to 75% funding for pr0|ccts mvolvm{, this targct group.-
In 1993, almost two _thirds of thosc Youlh Pilot- Prolcels supporlcd by lhc (‘ommlss:on
mvolvcd \oun&, pcoplc n tlns ealcl,orv - :
. Activitics supponcd under Acuon I in"1993 rcl'lccl the nceds, interests and ‘concerns ol'
young pcople in their local communitics, across the Europcan Union: Although project themes’
werc varicd, certain trends cmerged, onc 1mportanl onc being, for cxample, the concern of
-young Europcans with rcgard to the .incrcasc in _racist and xenophobic actmty'm many

Mcmber States.. Peer cducation and. information pI’O_]CClS werce also. popular, with youth 1o
Youth information being recogniscd as the most cffective way of gelting a message across (0
young pcoplcin dlfﬁcull)" whether this concerns dru[, or alcohol usc and abusc sexual hcalth

youlh rights, cmploymcnl or cnv1ronmcnlal ISSUCS. :

By providing a diréct link between the Europecan Commission and young people in their
communilties, Action [11 has introduced a new Community dimension to local youth-initiated

projects, bringing Europe into the local community. In this context, over 20% of the projccts

supported camc from relatively isolated rural arcas of the Europcan Union. .In addition, a
“number of Youth Pilot Projects supported 1n 1993 chosc Europc as a central lhemc reflecting .
. upon. their local community as an mlc,g,ral .part 'of the Europcan Union as a wholc and
concentrating on dcvelopmg projects likcly to have a meaningful oulcome for young peoplc
in othcr Mecmber States also A 3

Acuon v Coopcmuon in thc Tmmm;_, of Youth Workcn, pamcularly wnth mgard to thc
Eumpcan Dlmcnqlon ’ ) -

Undecr Acllon v, the Rcsolutlon calls upon the (ommlssmn to support mmatlvcs in the
Member States which permit an exchange of cxpericnce and information between thosc. -
responsible for training youth workers in the different Member States; and/or which make it
easier for youth workers to use their qualifications in other Member States; or which lead to”
the sctting-up -and development of transnational and Europecan links between institutions and
orgamsauons mvolvcd in thc mlual or l'urthcr lramlng of youlh workers ‘

Aclion lV is aimed at aulho'ritics of a Mcmbcr State, organisalions/bddics active in the ficld -

cof lmllal and/or further training for youth workers at local, regional national and Europecan

lcvcls and youth organlsauons with C\pcncncc n youlh worker lrammg at European levcl

Actlvmcs supportcd under Acuon IV include : study vnsus for youlh worker tramers desngncd
“to cnable participants to discover, the typical activitics involved in training youth workers in
olhcr Member States and to launch concrete forms of coopcrallon scminars and studics to’
collect information on the status of youth workers and their {rainifg in other Mcmbcr States;
thc developmcnt and ‘implementation of training modules for youth workers, the specific
content of. which should serve to illustrate the £ ropean dimension and to incorporatc it_as an
“added value into the initial or l'urthcr training programmes for youth workers at national level. -
Activitics supportcd under Action 1V arc distinct from other types of youth worker training -
activitics, as forcscen in the context of the Youth for Europe Prog,rammc for cxample, the
laticr being linked to. the preparation, |mplcmcntauon and cvaluation of youth exchanges.

6
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In.1993, the Europcan Commission reccived some 37 applications for funding undcr’ Action.
IV and accorded granis to 47 of these. Beneficiarics were mainly: regional youth authorities.
and public or semi-public training institutions_linked 1o national, rcgional and local bodics.
Of the 17 projects which reccived Community funding, 7 were study-visits for persons
responsible for vouth work training, 4 were cooperation projects to develop and/or implement
initial and furlhcr training modu!cs and 3 werc scmmars Anolhcr 3 projccts were Lraining .
courses.

The study-visits for youth worker traincrs were perceived to be -an important measurc,
facilitating : thc familiarisation with and comparison. of training systems and profcssional
qualifications in-thc Member States; the examination of youth work training inthe context of
the integration of disablcd. young people; the identification, of cxisting modules of good
practice for youth work with dlsadvanlagcd young pcoplc and thc cxamination of youth
worker training 1molvmg rural youth. :

--The projcits concerning the development of initial and further training modules concentrated.

on the development of : a Europcan ‘curriculum- for the further training of youth workers.
including modulcs on mobility, intercultural learning, creativity against exclusion, and identity
and citizenship; an inventory (o assist youth work trainers and youth workers in working with
young pcoplc with aggressive xenophobic and racist behaviour; modules to facilitate the
understanding of Europcan integration and mobility; a modulc on intcrcultural lcaming.

The scminars granted constituted important, multilateral fora,. the thematic trends being -
conditions for intercultural Icaming and its impact on Europcan socicty, comparison and
development of youth work training for deaf young people; and environmental educauon in
a socio-cultural context.

Action IV activitics supported in 1993, served to create concrete forms of cooperation between

training institutions in the different Member States. Whereas cooperation between the bigger
Member States tended to dominate as concerned the study-visits, new forms of cooperation

. emerged between the Northern and Southern Member States in the development of training

modules and in scminars.- This has rcsulted in the creation of ncw transnational links and
action programmecs.for traincrs, the disscmination of different pedagogical working mcthods
and tlic intcgration of a Europcan dimension as an added valuc into the futurc training of*
youth workers.

Exchanges of Young Pcoplc for Cultun:il Purposes in the European Union

Under this action, support is available for tri- or multllalcral exchange projects,. with . a
duration of betwcen threc days and four weeks, involving young pcoplc aged between 15 and
25 ycars, which arc organiscd at the initiative of the participants themsclves. Such projects arc
requnred to havc a cohcrent cducational structurc and, through thc means of artistic expression,
to provide thosc inv olvcd mth a culturally cnnchmg European expericnce.

In 1993, thc Europcan Commission rcccived some 77 applications for - funding under
Exchanges of Young Pcople for Cultural Purposcs and accorded grants to 18 of thesc. A
considcrable numbcer of projcct applications camc from autonomous vouth groups and youth
clubs, followcd by youth organisations and Europcan non-governmental organisations. )
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Somc ‘)l() young pcople bcncﬁtlcd in 1993 from activitics grantcd under E\changcs of Young
Peoplc for Cultural’ Purposcs, thus cnablmg, them to gain undcrslandmg of the cultural
dlvcrslly of the Iumpc.m Union, to dcal with current social and cultural phénomena with.

regard to young peoplc's cveryday. realitics in the Member Stalcs. and to-usc artistic cxprcssxon‘
‘asa means of mlcrcullural commumcallon ‘ ’

The pro;ccts mcludcd a cultural awarcncss pl‘OjCCl using music to facilitate the cxchang,c ofr '

idcas on cultural identity, valucs, -conflicts and: tolerance; ‘an cxhibition on Europcan popular
tradition; a youth mcdia project involving thc production of a film on multi-cthnic socictics

_in the Europcan Union;'a musical on global awarcncss and limits of growth in European
. socicty; a strect music and theatre project on- -xcnophobia and racism as cultural phenomena

in Europe; and musical cxpression pI'O_]CClS with scverely disabled young pcoplc in the context .

- of "Antwcrpcn 93" cultural capital of. Europc

-

Artistic cxprcssmn provcd 1o ‘be a youth-fricndly workmg mcthod succcssful in facnlltatmg

communication between young pcople during the cxchange projects. The' exchanges

-constituted idcal platforms for young peoplc to bccomc acquainted with the cultural dwcrsxty
of Europc, to maximisc their own crcauwty, to promotc undcrstandmg and respect. in multl-A
"~ cthnic and mulu cullural Europcan socxctlcs - :

Su[—)»pon for lniiiativés of Community Intcrest dévc'lopcd by'Ydﬁth Orgahisaﬁbns P

This. action is dcsngncd to provide youth organlsallons with thc pOSSlblllly of mtcnsxfymg
.. cooperation at Europcan lcvel and to maintain appropriatc contacts through the creation. of -
" infrastructurcs.. Financial support is thus available for two types of initiative-: concrete

‘ ".coopcratlon between organisations at local, rcglonal or national levcl, to develop a specific

project of Community interest; and the creation of an mfrastructurc involving organisations
in at lcast six Mcmber States, for the dcvclopmcnl of mmatlvcs by thosc orgamsahons and
cxtcnsxon of .the mfrastructurc to ncw partncrs :

action and accorded. grants to 18 ‘of these. Most of the applxcauons in 1993 were submitted

by organisations working at Europcan regional and local level and concerned the development .
of their infrastructurc in rclation to’ the™ youth work alrcady bcmg carricd out and the

. identification and dcvclopment of nctworks with ncw partncrs. Applicants ‘were mainly
" . Europcan non-governmental organisations (working in the cnvironmental, disability, “cultural

and " voluntary . scctors), -regional youth councils, Iocal youth organisations and . youth
information qcnlrcs: . :

" The activitics . supponcd were, for a large part infrastructurc pl'OjCCtS concentratmg on
‘1mprov1ng mfomlallon prov151ons to the vanous pamcs mvolvcd '

~

The considcrablc dcmand for I'undmg, undcr this acuon in 1993 can.bc partly cxplamcd by the
- fact that very few ' msmutlonal" grants arc availablc, cither at national or at Europcan lcvcl

for infrastructurc or for the sciting up- of coopcration projccts. This prcvents new

" otganisations, of groups of organisations, .from mceting the incrcasing demand for the sctting-
“up of appropriate mfrastrucllu'cs 1o deal with new partncrs and for cslabllshmg coopcrallon
.projccts \ulh partncrs in the Europcan Union and bcyond . S

- In 1993, thc Europcan Commlssxon rcccxvcd some 49 apphcatxons for fundmg under this f
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Exchanges with Central and Easterm European Countries

With a view to intensifying cooperation in the ficld of the exchange and mobility of young

pcople- from the Eurppcan Union and cligible Central and Eastern European countrics nol

covcred -under the TEMPUS Schemc, Community funding was made available in 1993 for -
certain activitics in the youth ['cld with Armenia, Belorussia, Georgia. Moldavia, Russia and.’
the Ukrainc.

" In prcparalion and -consolidation. for futurc activitics in the youth ficld with Central and

Eastern Europcan countrics, financial support was sct. asidc for preparatory study visits and
training courscs involving youth workers and youth exchanges for groups of young pcople
from the European Union and the cligible countrics. -

Among the cxchanges with third countrics supported in 1993, the Exchanges with Central and
Eastern  Europcan Countrics drew the greatest interest, and this was reflected in the number
of grant applications. Indocd, the Europcan Commission reccived some 149 applications for
funding for activitics with Central and Eastern European countriés and accorded grants to 77

-of these. The majority of project applications werc submitted by German organisations,
‘followed by Europcan non-governmental organisations, organisations from the United

Kingdom and from Belgium. Organisations from the United Kingdom saw the largest number
of projects supporicd, along with-Europcan non-govemmental organisations and organisations
from Germany and France.

" Benceficiarics were mainly organisations involved in voluntary servicc and workcamp

activities; coordination bodics of youth clubs; local youth councils; regional vouth -
departments; regional bodics and associations involved in youth rescarch, civic cducation,
training and youth exchange; Europcan non-govcmmcntal orgamsahons and organisations
working with thc disabled. '

With regard to the number of participants, some 4357 young pcople and youth workers took
part in activitics under the Exchanges with Central and Eastern Europcan Countries in 1993,
As concemns the breakdown. of participants by Mcmber State; those from Germany -dominated,
followed by the United Kingdom and France. Among the Central and Eastcml European
countries, the largest number of pammpants were from Russia, followcd by ‘Belorussia and
the Ukraine . :

As for the countries hosting projects, the Central and Eastern European countnes were in the
forcfront, hcaded by Russia, where the largest number of projects took place. followed by
Bcelorussia and the Ukraine. Among the Europcan Union countrics, Belgium hosted thc largest
numbcr of activitics, followed by Francc and the Unltcd Kingdom.

Of the 77 projects which rcccncd Community funding, 23 were prcparatory study nsnts 9
were training courses and 45 were yvouth cxchanges.

The preparatory study visits arc aimed at youth workers, and arc designed to cnable them to -
makc contacts for the organisation of futurc youth exchanges between the European Union
and ‘the cligible Central and Eastern Europcan countrics, and to familiarisc themsclves with
thc situation of young pcoplc and thc youth structurcs in the Member States and/or in the
chglblc Ccntral and Eastern Europcan countrics.

9
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lhg majority of the 23 preparatory stud\ VISIs g,rantcd prondcd opportunmcq for vouth
workers from the Europcan Union to visit the cligible Central and Eastcrn- Europcan countrics. ©

- For the most part, preparatory stud\ nsnts concentrated on :local youth work provision; urban

vouth; environmental youth work; young pcoplc at risk; voluntary youth organisations;
voluntar\ scrvice: aclmtlcs vouth worker training; youth cxchanges. The visits proved to be

. cxploratory activitics, which focused on identifying the rcalities and-nceds in thc respective '
" countrics, coming to an undcrstanding of the concept of youth work and exammmg the -
_potential for futurc youth coopcration between .Mcember States and Central and Eastcm-

Europcan youth or;,amsatmns In general, the activitics resulted in : the formulation of
concretc youth cxchangc activitics; and thc cstablishing or intensification of contacls for wider
youth coopcratlon between structurcs, mchgdm;, mfrastructural and trammg programmcs.

The tralmng, courses arc aimed at youth v»orl\crs to cnable them to become acquainted with
lcadcrshlpltcchmqucs for youth work in-genceral and, .morc spccnfcally, \Mth lcadcrslnp ’
tcchnlqucs apphcablc to bi-, tri- or-multilatcral exchanges. ‘

‘The 9 ‘training ‘courscs wcre scen 1o constitutc "csscntial platforms for contributing to the
. quality of futurc East- West youth cxchangc activitics and in cnsurmg the better qualification - -

of youth. workers for practical youth work. at local level. The training courses did.not sct out
to crcate' opportunities for cncouraging’ youth workers in the. chglb]e countrics to adopt

_Wcstem Europcan’ training modules with a view to facilitating futurc exchangcs and youth

cooperation, but rather offered frameworks which could be adapted to the training nceds of

- the partlc1patmg youth workers. S g

In g‘cncral, the training'courscs provided participants with : a notion of youth cxchanges as

¢ jointly understood; ~leadership techniques applicablc and tailored to, the necds and
’,partlculantlcs of both Europcan Union. and. Céntral and Eastern Europcan youth workers;

acquaintancc with- the situation-and rolc of youth workcrs acquisition of organisational and
animation’ tcchmqucs for youth projects with young pcople.in their local cnvironment and in
a mobility context; familiarization with youth structurcs; a platform to facilitate the transfer

"~ and comparison of woi'ki_ng modcls in the youth scctor, tcchniques for running youth

64.

05.

associations; tcchniques for implemcnting youth projects with specific target groups (cg. rural -

. youth, disadvantagcd youth) and for asscssing thc impact, of s'uch,‘projccts’.

. Thc aims of the youth cxchanges. which concermn groups of young pcoplc aged bctwccn 15

and 25 ycars, arc : to cnable thosc taking part to gain an. undcrstanding™ of the cconomlc‘
social and cultural lifc of thc Member State or cligible Central and Eastern European country

- hosting’ thc cxchange; to facilitate” the C\changc of ldcas and- identification of common

mtcrcsts and to cncourage the devclopment of pcnnancnt links bct“ccn the young pcoplc

The )outh C\chang,cs supportcd included a large numbcr of dlsadvantagcd young pcoplc and

concentrated mainly on : cnvnronmcntal cducation prOJccts peer cducation projccts; civic
cducation projccts: community dcvclopmcntpropcts socxal cxclusnon prolccts media pro;ccts
artlstlc exprcssnon prOJects :

Thé 45 youth cxcha_ngc activitics granicd within the framcwork of Exchanges with Central and
Eastern Europcan Countrics, reflected the widc range of intcrests and prioritics of 'young

‘people in both East and West, As much as the themes of the exchanges varied, they were

nonctheless relevant. both -in a cross-fronticr Europcan context and with rcgard to voung

- peoplc's interests and cveryday realitics. In general, cxchange projects, were the result of -
" contacts cstablished-over a period of years between organisations in the Union and the “old”

'
\
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structures: recent initiatives wishing to manifest solidarity with the cligible Central and Eastern
Europcan countrics; or contacts cstablishcd within town-twinning (ramcworks. Activitics -
tended to be cither-youth cxchanges with very gencral aims, or projects linked lo some form
of labour (cg. workcamps). ' :

The 77 projects which reccived Community- funding under Exchanges with Central and

. Eastern Europcan Countrics in 1993 were cssentially a dircct responsc foissucs relating to

young pcople in the light of the political and social changes in Europe. They reflected: the

-organisations’ dctermination to cxaminc.youth work in a wider intra-contincntal Europcan
- reality, rather than in term's of scparated Western or Eastern Europcan contexts.

: Exchangc; with Latin American Countries

With a view to intensifying cooperation in' the ficld of the exchange and mobility of young

 people from the Europcan Union and Latin American countrics, Community funding was

made availablc, in 1993, for certain activitics in the youth ficld with the following cligible
Latin American countrics : Argentina (AR), Bolivia (BO), Brazil (BR), Chile (CL), Colombia
(CO), Costa Rica (CR), Ecuador (EC), El Salvador (SV), Guatemala (GT), Honduras (HN),

Mecxico (MX), Nicaragua (NIC), Panama (PA), Paraguay (PY), Peru (PE) ‘Uruguay (UY) and

Vcncmcln (VE).

In preparation for futurc activitics in the vouth ficld, financial support was rescerved for
conferences/seminars, preparatory study visils and training courscs for persons working in the

- youth sector in thc Mcmbcr Statcs and in the cllglble Latin American countries, and for pilot -

youth exchangcs.

In 1993, the.Europcan Commission reccived some 73 applications for funding for activitics
with Latin American countrics and accordcd grants to 35 of these. The largest number of
applications werc.submitted by Spanish organisations, which, along with European non-
governmental organisations, also saw the largest number of projects supported. ‘

Bencficiaries were mainly organisations sccking to promote intergovernmental cooperation in

the fiéld of youth within the framework of the European Union's wider policy of development

cooperation with Latin American countrics, organisations dcveloping cooperation and training

programmes with Latin America; national youth institutions; organisations working with thc -
disabled; youth information centres, regional youth departments, voluntary youth organisations

working with young pcoplc at risk; youth dcvclopment programmes and cultural; cultural
associations; and Europcan non-govcrnmcnlal organisalions.

With rcgard to the number of panmpanlc somc 1903 young peoplc, youth workers and other
multiplicrs benefitted from Exchanges with Latin American Countrics in 1993, As concerns
participants from thc Member States, thosc from Spain dominated, followed by Germany and
Francc. Among the Latin American countrics, participants from Brazil dominated, followed
by Argentina and Uruguay. ‘

As for thc countrics hosting projects, the Latin American countrics were in the forefront,

“hosting twice as many- projects as thc Europcan Union countries. The largest number of

projccts took placc in Brazil, followed by Argcntinz_x.'Among the European Union countrics,
Spain hosted the largest number of activitics.
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o " the Europcan Union to visit the eligible Latin American countries. Preparatory study visits
! "concentrated mainly on : local youth work provision; young people at risk; rural youth; youth -

78.
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80.

“Of the 35 multilatcral  projects  which  reccived  Community  funding, 5. were

confcrcnccs/scmmars 9.wcre preparatory study visits, 12 werce training courscs, and 9 wcre
pilot youth cxchangces. Priority was given to projects of an exploratory nature, which offcred
ncw platforms to mmatc or intensify Eurc-Latin Amecrican cooperation in. the youlh ficld -

" The confcrcnccs/scminars wcere aimcd at persons working' in thc youth scctor, to crete

partncrships with a view to future cooperation in the youth ficld and to become acquainted
with the situation of young pcople and the mcchanlsms for youth work in the European Union

Membcr Statcs or in thc cligible Latin American countncs

. \ . . : . i’ L
" The 5 confcrences/scminars granted constrtutcd platforms for cxamining the prerequisites for

cstablishing youth policics rclating to the gencral situation of young pcoplc in the partrcrpatmg

“countrics, the youth participation and youth structurcs. For thc most part they fell into onc of

the following thcmatic catcgorics : youth Icgislation; active cm/cnslup local dcvclopmcnt

}«socral cxclusion of young pcople; and poverty and homcless young people.

The preparatory study visits arc aimed at youth worl\crs to cnable thcm to make contacts for -
the organisation of futurc youth cxchangces between the Europcan Union and the chgible Latm ,
American countrics and to familiarise themsclves with the situation of young people and the
youth structures in the Mémbcr States and/or in thc cligible Latin Amcrican-countrics.

Most of the' 9 preparatory study visits granted prov1dcd opportumtres for youth workers from ‘

work with young women; artistic cxpression; multilatcral youth exchanges. The visits proved

" to be awareness-raising activitics, concerning the realities and needs of young people in the
" Member Statcs and in the'Latin Amecrican countrics.within the framework of the wider North-

South dialogue. In gencral, the activitics resulted : in the planning of .concrete youth
exchanges with spccific target groups, such as young pecople at risk, rural youth, young
women; and, in-thc cstablishing or intensification of contacts for wider youth cooperation '

- between multrplrcrs including lrammg and dcvclopmcnt pro;ccts

* The training courscs arc aimed at youth workers, to cnablc them fo beécome acquainted with

Icadcrship techniques for youth work in gencral, and lcadcrshrp tcchniques- applrcablc to

_ international cxchanges in partrcular

* Somc of the 12 training courses grantcd'rcsultcd from carlicr preparafory study visits or
- conferences within the framework of Exchanges with Latin American countrics. The training
- activities proved fo bc platforms in which socio- -cultural animation, pcace and dcvelopment

education were dealt with as kcy clements in facilitating young people's active panlclpatlonr
in their local cnvironment and in multrlatcral exchanges. ‘

In general;'.the training courscs ‘providcd partic@pants with : a notion of youth exchanges as -
understood on both continents; Icadership techniques applicable and tailored.to the needs and

. particularitics of both Europcan and Latin-American youth workers: acquaintance with the
* situation and role of youth workers; acquisition of organisational and animation tcchniques for

youth projccts with young pcoplc in their local cnvironment and in a mobility context;
familiarization with youth structures; methods to cncourage the participation of young people
in devclopment projects; youth work as an instrument in the social integration of young
people: acquaintance with the social and political cnvironment of young people, the
democratic participation of)oun;__, people in socrcty local youth work as an mtcg,ral part of
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ctvic education: a platform to facibitate the transfer and. comparison of working modcls in the
youth scclor. tcchniques for running youth associations:; and, techniques for implementing
vouth projects with specific target groups (cg. rural youth, strect-children) and for asscssing
the impact of such projects.

The aims of the multilateral youth cxchanges, which involve groups of young pecoplc aged
between 15 and 25 ycars, arc : to cnablc thosc taking part to gain an undcrstanding of the
economic, social and cultural lifc of thc Mcmber Statc or cligible Latin American country
hosting the cxchange; to facilitatc thc cxchange of idcas and identification of common
intercsis and to cncourage the development of permanent links between the young people.

Most of the 9 pilot youth ecxchanges granted, were the result of contacts and coopceration
cstablished over a period of scveral ycars between European and Latin American structurcs.
Pilot youth cxchanges supported concentrated mainly on : community development projccts;
peer cducation projccts; rural youth projccts; cultural projccts. The intercontinental pilot youth
cxchanges were important solidarity projects, which aimed to develop the concept of active
citizcnship among thosc involved.

The Community funding sct asidc for Exchanges with Latin American countries in cffect
consolidated the opening up of a new geographical arca to cooperation and activities in the
youth sector. The 35 projects which received Community funding in 1993 were both
exploratory projects, secking to identify potential Latin American partners and to determine
forms of cooperation, and projects aiming to devclop and to formulate content for youth
coopcration and youth participation at local and intemational cxchange level. The transfer of
knowledge and practical skills was shown to bc a two-way transfer between the Europcan
Union and the Latin American countries, underlining the determination of organisations to find
new common denominators, to the benefit of both groups of countries (i.c. youth participation,
crcativity in youth work).

Exchanges with Mediterrancan Countries

With a view to intensifying coopcration in the ficld of the cxchange and mobility of young
pcopl¢ from thc'Europcan Union and Mcditcrrancan countrics, Community funding was madc
availablc, in 1993, for certain activitics in the youth ficld with Algeria, Morocco and Tunisia.

Given the experimental nature of activitics in the youth ficld with Mediterrancan countrics,
financial support was aimed at activitics of a fac!-finding nature, such as conferences/seminars,
preparatory study visits and pilot youth exchange projects, which provided an opportunity for
somc initial groundwork, in terms of cxploring the possibilities for future cooperation in the
youth sector in general, and more specifically regarding youth cxchange activitics.

In 1993, thc Europcan Commission reccived some 43 applications for funding for activitics
with Mediterrancan countrics and accorded grants to 20 of these. The largest number of
applications were submitted by French organisations, followed by Europcan non-governmental
organisations. French organisations also saw the largest number of projects supported.

Beneficiarics were mainly : organisations sccking to promote pan-Mecditerrancan youth
coopcration within the framework of the-Europcan Union's Mcediterrancan policy; associations
aiming {o improvc the social integration of immigrants (in particular from the Maghreb) in the
Europcan Union countrics; nctworks mainly gearcd towards thc prevention of urban

13
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’ dclmquch\ tradc umons furopcan NGOs; cnnronmcnlal vouth or;,anmatlons and, national

voluntary vouith org,amsallons

-With }cgard to the number of participants involved, somc 960 young pcoplc and youth

workers took part in activitics under Exchanges with Mediterrancan Countrics in 1993,

~ As for the countrics hosting projects, the Meditcrranean countrics were in the forefront,

hcaded by Tunisia, where the largest number of projccts took place, and followed by Algcria
and Morocco. Among, thc Europcan Union countries, Francc and ltaly hostcd the largcst
number of activitics. -

Of the 20 multlateral  projects wlm,h “ reecived  Community lundm;,, 8 were
confcrences/seminars, another 9 were preparatory study wisits and 3 were pilot youth
cxchangcs

The confcrcnccs/scminars ‘were aimed at persons working in the youth sector, cnabling them

“to creatc ‘partnerships with a view to futurc cooperation in the youth ficid and to become
acquainicd with the situation of young pcople and the mcchanisms for youth work in the

Europcan Union or in the cligible Mediterrancan countries.
The prédoniinant (hcmcs of the 8 conferences/seminars granted were : cooperation in the
youth field within the gencral framework of the Euro-Arab dialogue; local development;

~ Mediterranean identity of young pcople social cxclusnon of young people; and, leisurc-time

agenda of young people. By

The confcrcnces/scmmars proved valuablc n provndmg an insight into thc political ‘'systems
and the youth situation in the: respective countrics and constituted a platform for bcécoming
acquainted with the youth work mechanisms, focusmg on youth from a social standpoint. The
activitics brought togcther multiplicrs working dircétly or mdlrcctly with the same target

- ~ groups (cg. urban youth, mar;,mallscd youth, rural youth..), which led to the identification of

partncrs and the launching of concrete coopcration in the socxa]/youth ficld, in accordance
with lhc nccds of the organlsauons involved.

_The p’fcparalory study visits arc aimed at youth workers, to enable them to make contacts for

the organisation of futurc youth cxchanges between the European Union and the cligible
Mediterrancan countries and to familiarisc themsclves with the situation of young people and-
youth structurcs in thc Membecr States and/or in the cligible Mediterrancan countrics.

Most of the 9 preparatory study visits granted provided opportunities for youth workers from
the Europcan Union to visit the eligible Mcditerrancan countries. The preparatory study visits |
supported concentrated mainly on : local vouth work provision; youth workers' nctworks:

" voluntary service activitics; multilatcral youth exchanges. The visits constituted an opportunity

for:cxﬁlogation and for determining fcasibility as regards the potential for future youth -
cooperation between Member States’ and Maglircb youth organisations. In general, the
activitics .resulted in : ‘the establishing of contacts for wider youth cooperation between
multiplicrs, without necessarily mcludmg, the sctting up of Euro-Mcditcrrancan youth cxchange
projccts; and, thc formulation of concretc youth cxchanges - ‘between voluntary youth

organisations. |

" The aims of thc multilateral youth cxchangcs, which involve groups of young pcople aged

between 15 and 25 ycars, arc : to enable thosc taking part to gain an. understanding of the

LI
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cconomic, social and cultural lifc of thc Member State or cligible Meditcrrancan country
hosting the cxchange; to facilitate the exchange of ideas and identification of common
interests; and to cncourage the development of permanent links between the young people.

Duc to the experimental nature of this action, onlyv 3 youth exchange activitics with the
cligible countrics were supported. Two of these involved socially disadvantaged young people
reflecting on their respective cultural and social situations, defining common cultural roots and
cxamining the history of multiculturalism 1n a Europcan Union/Maghreb context. The third
exchange, which took place in a rural community, involved young peoplec from rcgions

‘exposcd to the development of the tounst industry and the subsequent cffecls of destruction

on the environment.

The 20 projects which received Community funding in 1993 werc cssentially fact-finding
activities, which concentrated on cxploring the potential for cooperation and new partnerships
in the youth ficld, given the generally non-cxistent tradition in youth ¢xchange and mobility
between the Member States (with the exception of France) and the cligible Mediterranean
countries, and the facl that young people represent some 60% of .the total population in the
eligible Mediterranean countnies.

Future perspectives

Activitics granted in 1993 illustrate that the Prionity Actions in the Youth Ficld have continucd
to providc an opcrational framcwork which corresponds to a rcal cxisting nced for the further
intensification ol cooperation between youth work structures in the Member States.

|

As a result of the wider dissemination of information conccming:the Prionty Actions in the
Youth Field in all Mcmber States, a further increasce in the numbcr of applications is expected
in 1994 The Europcan Commission, having successfully launched the Prionity Actions in the
Youth Ficld in 1992-1993, will henceforth place increased lmportancc on the quality of the
projects granted, with particular regard to project innovation, to/new forms of cooperation
between youth work structures in the Member States and to the concept of active European
citizenship among young pecople at local and transnational level.

In the context of the Priority Actions in the Youth Field, access to increased cooperation with
third countries is facilitated for all Member States. In line with the Commission's proposal for
the third phasc of the Youth for Europe Programme, which will include exchanges with third
countrics as an intcgral part, spccial attention will be accorded to exchanges with thesc third
countrics in 1994, particularly to Exchanges with Central and Eastern Europcan: Countrics.
Furthcrmore, the Furopcan Commission will maximisc its cfforts to cnsurc that young pcople
arc given the opportunily “to_develop a scnsc of responsibility, initiative, solidarity and
Community awarencss, as in the Youth for Europe Programme. Joint ¢fforts with the Member
Statcs should be cnhanced if young people in the European Union arc not to be marginaliscd
as victims or offendcers, be it in' the context of xenophobic and racist behaviour, or duc to any
other form of disadvantage. The Priority Actions in the Youth Ficld will continue to provide
an opportunity for coopcration bctween the Europcan Commission and thc Member States
with a view lo countcracting such trends.

15
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N l'li 1994 "the l'rdmcwork‘prO\idcd by -the Europcan Union fof activitics under the Resolution
.on Priority Actions in the Youlh Ficld has been mainfaincd, the-European Patliament having

rchewed the budgct line with an endowment of 6 MECU. Member States will be increasingly
involved in the mutual ‘cxchange of information with the Europcan Commission conccrning
applications submmcd and p!‘OjCClS granlcd



PRIORITY ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH FIELD
1. PROJECTS RECEIVED/ACCEPTED BY ACTION AND BY MEMBER STATE IN 1993

All selectlons 1993

Annex | .

COUN

ACTION 1

ACTION 2

ACTION 3

ACTION 4

Il

MED

cov CULT.EX. CEC LAT

L" I Rec |Acc Rec JAcc Rec * JAcc Rec Acc Rec 1Acc [|Rec Acct JRec Acc  J|Rec Acc Rgc Acc - 1Ac
‘B 5 3 6| 6 38 | 17 1 2 11 8 2 18 | 6 2 1 4 2 38 .
DK § 5 | 2 2 2 32} 10 R E 1 ' 7 5 3 1 ' 20
D 101 6 1 1 53 | 23 1 9 12 15] 7 38 | 11 6 50
GR 6 5 9 5 5 2 1 1 1 : 13
~E |4 3 2 2 47 | 11 2 2 2 3 14 7 0121 11 3 1 37
F 27 11 1 1 42 15 14 5 9 |1 27 3 17 | 11 9 6 2 18 61
IRL 1 1 1 18 | 8 1 1| T : 3 2 2 2 |- . 14
1 s s 2 2 |18 12 2 |1 || 4 s |3 4 ]3| 6] 2 28
L 2 1 1 3 2 1 I 1 1 1 5
NL | 16 7 -1 1 7 4 3 11 1|1 7 3 3 17
P 4 3 1 1 33 | 10 2 4 1 : 2 1 b 2 1 17
UK 8 3 4 4 63 | 39 5 |2 3 01 5 ] 21 | 16 4 1 2 1 68
ONG || 9 8 : 7 4 19 | 11 6 2 16. | 12 16 8 6 6 .St

TOTAL }} 102 | 56 {22 | 22 | 363 | 156§ 37 | 17§ 49 |18 77 | 18 | 149 | 77 || 73 | 35 | 43 | 20 419

.vi ]7
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" PRIORITY ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH FIELD/

All Selécfions' .1 993 ..

2. GRANTS ALLOCATED BY ACTION AND BY MEMBER STATE IN 1993-(in ECU)

COUNTRY/ || ACTION 1 || ACTION2 ACTION3 ||. ACTION 4’ ICI CULT. EX.  CEC . '}AI MED
PAYS ’ o : o ~ ‘ ‘ S
B 52 000 87 952 123170 12,500 22 200 100 800] . 20 000 10 200
" DK 123 400 - 25 000 - 84 500 : A ' 43 300( 12970
D 33700 12 200|146 500 i 19500 122 500 138 300| -
GR 55 800 1 40400 : : : 39-800 7 25000 o
E- -f 24400 24000f 90900 ~ 18 000 : Lo 101 530) 335 100f~ 22000
F . 64900| - 12000 "~ 98752f - 20890 4000{ 42 700 140 600 - 150 500( - 118 500
. IRL ol - 10000f 597960 3000 1. 45 000f '.s1000f .
I 551000 47581 1117000 . . 10-500 68 500 79 7000 - 69 500
L s 8240 16 300 190 000 ' 8 000 ' o
NL || 96200 - 10 000 31 600 126 800 o 61000 '
P 7 17400 10 000| - 72 600 21 200 : 6600 o 25000 . -
UK 53 800 75 750 287 870 5.800 12 5001 6 200 179 200 - 20 000. 9300 |
'ONG 41 300 - Y 91'134f - 141 000{ 60 000 159.400 221 800 83 800
Meetings S ' o ' 4
TOTAL || 518.000f 322 723| 1164-252 276 824 - 200000~ 300 000 - 1045630f - 941070| 313 300

Annex 2 .

TOTAL

428 8221
. 1897170
. 472 700
161 000
615930
1652 842
~ 168 960
442 581

. 122 540
225 600.

- 152 800
650 420

. 798 434
415°830

5497 629




PRIORITY ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH FIELD
PERCENTAGE RECEIVED PER MEMBER STATE OF THE TOTAL GRANT ALLOCATION

FOR EACH ACTION IN 1993

ACTION 2

ICI

CULTEX

. CEC

LAT

COUNTRY ' || ACTION I ACTION 3 ACTION 4
B 10,04 % || 27,25 % 10,58 % - 6,25% 7,40 % 9,64 % 2,13% || 3,26 %
DK 4,52 % 7,75 % 7,26 % 4,14 % 1,38 %
D - " 650 % || 3,78 % 12,58 % 9,75 % || 40,83 % 13,23 % ' -
GR 10,77 % 3,47 % 13,27 % - 2,66 %
E 4,71 % 7,44 % 7.81 % 6,50 % ' 971 % | 3561 % 7,02 %
F 12,53 % 3,72 % 8,48 % 7,55 % 2,00% || 14,23 % 13,45 % 1599 % | 3782 %
IRL 3,10 % 515 % 1,08 % 430 % 542 %
I 10,64 % | 14,74 % 9,59 % 5,25% 6,55 % 8,47 % 22,18 %
L , 2,55 % 1,40 % { 32,51 % 0,77% ||
NL 18,57 % 3,10 % 2,71 % 9,68 % 5,83 %
P 3,36 % 3,10 % 6,24 % 7,66 % o 2,20 % ‘ 2,66 %
UK 10,39 % || 23,47 % 24,73 % 2,10 % 1 6,25% 2,07 % 17,14 % 2,13 % 2,97 %
ONG 7,97 % : 32,92 % 70,50% || 20,00 % 1524 % || 23,57 % 26,75 %

TOTAL

100,00 %

100,00 %

100,00 %

100,00 %

100,00 %

100,00 %

100,00 %

TOTAL

Annex 3

7,80 %
3,44 %
8,60 %
293 %
11,20 %
S 11,87 %
3,07 %
8,05 %

4,10 %
2,78 %
11,83 %
14,52 %
7.56 %

2,23 % |

100,00 %




“PRIORITY: ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH FIELD .

Anncex 4.1

NUMBER OF PARTIC[PANTS BY ACTION AND BY COUNTRY
(PROVISIONAL FIGURES) IN 1993

Total number of particjparfis - 12 500

COUNTRY - Action 1 | Action III" Action IV | Cult Ex._
Bel‘g_ique/.Belgie- 43 | -398 I o Al443 ~
Danmark 25 208 I 'S6
Deutschland - 102 417 13 196 - -
Ellas 63 113 . 3. 58.
Espafia S5 10 10 82
:France 96 285 24 76
‘Trelanid .21~ 658 7 16
Italia 71 200 5 79
Luxemboufg : 5 - - 25 3 3
Nederland mcol s e 75
Portugal 54 146 2 a4
United Kingdom 49 720 10 82
N ToraL. - “775 3 44 80 910
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' PRIORiW ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH FIELD

Annex 4.2 .

EXCHANGES WITH CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES

NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS BY ACTION "AND BY-COUNTRY
S (PROVISIONAL FIGURES) IN 1993 '

COUNTRY N
: PARTICIPANTS
Belgique/Belgié 251
Danmark 157 ARMENIA st
Deutschland 508 ' :
. ' BELORUSSIA 522
- Ellas 33 :
Espaiia - 204 GEORGIA 12
France 325 RUSSIA j
' ' o 1179
1 Ireland 99 UKRAINE .
e 7 a4
— MOLDAVIA
Luxembourg 23 : 15
' || Nederland. 89
Portugal 28
United Kingdom 404
A | | Total eligible countries 2133
TOTAL EU/UE 2198 . .
' . Total other countries 26
TOTAL PARTICIPANTS | 4 357
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PRIORITY ACTIONS IN. THE YOUTH FIELD

. EXCHANGES WITH LATIN AMERICAN COUNTRIES

Annex 43

~ NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS BY ACTION AND BY COUNTRY

(PROVISIONAL FIGURES) IN 1993,

° COUNTRY S
L ‘ PARTICIPANTS A, | o
Belgique/Belgis 74 ARGENTINA . 130
— ’ ) BOLIVIA ' 64 |-
Danmark . 24 BRAZIL . 132
Deutschland -~ - 109 CHILE =~ 58
- : — COLOMBIA - . ‘82
Ellas 17 COSTA RICA 42
- { EL SALVADOR, 37
‘France - 105 GUATEMALA 55
N HONDURAS 27.
freland - __ 2 'MEXICO . 48
Italia - - 82 - NICARAGUA 16- |-
— . PANAMA 40
Luxembourg 2 PARAGUAY .87
-Nederland - 71 PERU 32,
— URUGUAY 93
Portugal 83 VENEZUELA 21
United Kingdom ’ 59 | L
' - Total eligiBlé countries 989
TOTAL EU- 909 : ~ .
R ' | Total other countries 3
| TOTAL N° 1903
PARTICIPANTS
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PRIORITY: ACTIONS IN THE YOUTH -FIELD

"~ EXCHANGES WITH MEDITERRANEAN COUNTRIES

Annex 44

NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS BY. ACTION AND BY COUNTRY *

(PROVISIONAL FIGURES) IN 1993

- |~ COUNTRY/PAYS N
B , PARTICIPANTS
- . |} Belgique/Belgié 58
|| Danmark b -9 ' ‘ . ‘ - .
- I Deutschland - 19 ALGERIA S127
. fEfas - 28 MOROCCO 146
Espaia 87 ' -
S , ' - .TUNISIA © 132
France: 126 - ,
[reland . - 28
| 1talia ] 87
_ l:uxembpurg ' 2.
, 'Nederl‘ah‘d 13 :
|| Portugal 38
- ff United Kingdom 55 .
' ‘ | Total eligible countries - 405
TOTAL EU 550 -
- . Total other countries 5
TOTAL N° © 960
PARTICIPANTS
&
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