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Guidance on the context of sexual and reproductive rights  
 
As regards to the special attention devoted to the aspect of sexual and reproductive health and rights, 
the work of the experts identified a reference frame of guidance beyond the general framework of the 
TFEU, the EU Financial Regulation and the grant agreements themselves.  
 
This includes the European Parliament resolution of 24 June 2021 on the situation of sexual and 
reproductive health and rights in the EU, in the frame of women’s health (2020/2215(INI)) (2022/C 
81/04)). This includes access to: 

I. scientifically accurate, evidence-based, age-appropriate, non-judgemental and 
comprehensive sexuality education (Article 26) 

II. universal access to a range of high-quality and accessible modern contraceptive methods 
and supplies (Article 30) 

III. access to safe and legal abortion, recognising that a total ban on abortion care or denial of 
abortion care is a form of gender-based violence (Article 35) 

On the principle of non-discrimination, the Charter of Fundamental Rights of The European Union 
(2000/C 364/01) Article 21 states that:  

IV. “Any discrimination based on any ground such as sex, race, colour, ethnic or social origin, 
genetic features, language, religion or belief, political or any other opinion, membership of a 
national minority, property, birth, disability, age or sexual orientation shall be prohibited.” 

Under European Parliament resolution of 24 June 2021 on the situation of sexual and reproductive 
health and rights in the EU, in the frame of women’s health (2020/2215(INI)) (2022/C 81/04)), Member 
States must also ‘combat the spread of discriminatory and unsafe misinformation on SRHR, as it 
endangers all persons, especially women, LGBTIQ+ persons and young people’ (article 29); and 
‘provide evidence-based, accurate information about contraception and to establish strategies to 
tackle and dispel barriers, myths, stigma and misconceptions’ (Article 32). 

On HIV/AIDS, the European Parliament resolution of 20 May 2021 on Accelerating progress and 
tackling inequalities towards ending AIDS as a public health threat by 2030 (2021/2604(RSP)). This 
document explicitly mentions combating stigma and discrimination and supporting key populations. 

The European Parliament resolution of 14 September 2021 on LGBTIQ+ rights in the EU 

(2021/2679(RSP)), among other things: 

➢ ‘Expressed deep concern regarding the discrimination suffered by rainbow families and their 
children in the EU and the fact that they are deprived of their rights on grounds of sexual 
orientation or gender identity, or sex characteristics of the parents or partners. The 
Commission and the Member States are called on to overcome this discrimination and to 
remove the obstacles they face when exercising the fundamental right to freedom of 
movement within the EU’; 

➢ ‘Underlined the need to work towards the full enjoyment of fundamental rights by LGBTIQ+ 
persons in all EU Member States. Parliament insisted that the EU needs to take a common 
approach to the recognition of same-sex marriages and partnerships’ 
 

REGULATION (EU) 2021/817 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL of 20 
May 2021 establishing Erasmus+: the Union Programme for education and training, youth and 
sport and repealing Regulation (EU) No 1288/2013 

Para 64 states that: ‘This Regulation respects the fundamental rights and observes the principles 
recognised in particular by the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union (the ‘Charter’). 
In particular, this Regulation seeks to ensure full respect for the right to equality between women and 
men and the right to non-discrimination based on sex, racial or ethnic origin, religion or belief, 
disability, age or sexual orientation, and to promote the application of Articles 21 and 23 of the 
Charter. 
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The WYA White Papers https://wya.net/white-papers/ contain statements which are one-sided 
and at odds with established EU positions. For example: 

➢ On Gender, it rejects the claim that gender can contradict biological sex. The EU 
LGBTIQ+ Equality Strategy 2020-2025 and 2026-2030 separates and protects both 
sex and gender.  

➢ On HIV/AIDs, it downplays the effectiveness of condom use, argues against the 
UNAIDS/WHO approach to prevention in favour of behavioural change (‘stopping 
risky behaviors’ and ‘cultivating a culture of personal responsibility’). There is a 
potential risk to young people's health as a result of the lack of explanation about the 
protection condoms provide against HIV transmission. The EU Commission and the 
European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control include condoms as a key 
component of HIV prevention. 

➢ On sexuality education, claims that there is no right to comprehensive sexuality 
education. While the EU consistently endorse comprehensive sexuality education (ie. 
Roadmap for woman’s Rights – Commission Communication, March 2025; European 
parliament Resolution on the situation of sexual and reproductive health and right in 
the EU in the frame of women’s health – June 2021). EU LGBTIQ+ Strategy states 
that inclusive sexual education should address LGBTIQ+ issues to combat prejudice.  

There is a discrepancy between the project, which claims to be in line with EU values, and the 
wider activities with which this organisation is associated.  

According to Article II.1.1 of the Erasmus+ grant agreement, funded activities must uphold ethical 
principles, promote scientific accuracy, and align with core EU values, including human dignity, 
inclusion, diversity, equality, and respect for fundamental rights.  

Those listed statements restrict scientific accuracy and information and do not foster inclusion and 
diversity as described in the Erasmus+ Inclusion and Diversity Strategy. In fact, they constitute 
discriminations linked to gender identity and gender expression. 

Expected impacts achieved 

Overall, the activities and deliverables set out in the Proposal and specified in the Grant Agreement 
have been completed or largely completed. However, certain issues have been identified: 

➢ There is a lack of detail on how the activities were carried out, their content, and the 
selection process and participation of young people, particularly in the design of 
certain activities.  

➢ The relationship between young people and decision-makers has not been explained. 

➢ The organisers do not take a critical view of the activities, particularly with regard to 
the difficulties encountered during the discussions, the participants' reception of the 
presentations on various topics, and the possibility that some people may have asked 
questions on topics not covered in the activities. 

➢ Deliverable D3 seems out of context for young people aged 18 to 30. No explanation 
is provided as to why it was chosen for much younger children. 

Social media 

World Youth Alliance Southeast Europe’s social media posts mainly involve links to events, like the 
recent Summer School in Bioethics and the ‘Youth Empowerment Forum’, and to their ‘Dignity 
Defenders Campaign’, and their internship program.  

Information about activities has been posted on various social media platforms. They also publish 
‘motivational quotes’. 

 

Detailed analysis of deliverables 

 

Deliverable number 
 

Deliverable name Comments 

                              
D1 

Policy paper on 
women’s mental and 
reproductive health   

The ethical principles highlighted are human dignity, 
solidarity and subsidiarity. Several 
recommendations relate to mental health, informed 
consent, people who have experienced violence, 
etc. 
 
Most of this is neutral, and unobjectionable – such 
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as advocating for comprehensive mental health 
education and promoting efforts to destigmatise 
mental health issues. 
 
Under the heading, ‘Ensure Access to Quality 
Healthcare’, in the context of reproductive health 
care, there is no reference to access to 
contraception and abortion. It just mentions ‘Ensure 
availability of quality reproductive health services, 
including prenatal care, fertility treatments, and 
support for managing hormonal health conditions.’ 
 
It would have been desirable for the very brief 
examples from different European countries 
presented in the section on ‘Best practices in 
women's mental and reproductive health’ to have 
been explained further. Fuller explanations would 
have provided a better understanding of the various 
means of achieving the objectives set by the ‘Best 
Practices’. 
 

D2 Policy paper on the topic of how 
to ensure youth safe 
understanding of the digital 
transformations in today’s world 

This four-page paper sets out the use of AI among 
young people, potential threats to young people ‘in 
the digital world’, including data privacy, 
misinformation, mental health, cyberbullying, 
harassment and inequalities, and makes 
recommendations to ‘ensure youth dignity’, and 
some specific recommendations for the EU, such as 
establishing an EU Framework for Youth Digital 
Safety. 
 
The recommendations are relevant. However, 
concrete proposals for implementing them would 
have been useful. 
 

D3 E-book on the topic of 
psychological resilience of 
children and youth in 
challenging times 

This 38 page e-book is aimed at young children, 
and it addresses feelings and emotions. It teaches 
children to identify them in themselves and others, 
explains their possible causes and how to manage 
and talk about them.  
The language is clear and accompanied by 
illustrations and diagrams suitable for young 
children 
It advocates practising the ‘virtue’ of gratitude and 
developing empathy. 
 
D3 is clear and appropriate for young children, but 
in the Proposal, D3 is presented as an ‘E-book on 
the topic of psychological resilience of children and 
youth in challenging times’.  This e-book is not 
suitable for ‘youth’. Resilience is not mentioned, 
apart from in the title. 
 
The names of the individuals or WYA branch 
responsible for producing this document are not 
mentioned. 

D4 10 web articles All in Croatian.  
They were analysed with the use of translation 

tools. One was about Croatian support for its 

diaspora in Vojvodina. 

Another was about a WYA roundtable discussion on  
‘Modern Trends in family dynamics and their impact 
on youth’ which took place at the Croatian Catholic 
University on November 12-2024. One speaker 
attributed the delay in parenthood among youth to ‘a 
reluctance to take responsibility’. 

D5 6 newsletters These newsletters cover activities that took place in 
year 2024. 
 
The November-December 2024 newsletter 
announces a discussion on palliative care in relation 
to euthanasia. The presentation of the activity takes 
a clear stance against euthanasia: ‘They discussed 
how palliative care is a positive alternative to 








