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The Reasons for the Rise the Evaluation Strategies and the Enlightenment of

Youth-friendly Cities in Developed Countries
Zhu Feng Zhang Jiaqi Yi Yini

Abstract: The construction of youthHriendly cities in developed countries is ascribed to the urgent
need of the city government to attract the youth population as a well-educated and talented human resource
to enhance urban competitiveness and achieve sustainable urban development. It is also deeply influenced
by the development direction of international youth policy promoted by the United Nations and other inter—
national organizations as well as the post-modern orientation of urban planning thinking. The construction
of youthfriendly cities in developed countries pays attention to the priorities of young people in economic
and social development and builds a cross—sector and holistic youth-friendly urban policy and coordina—
tion mechanism at the city level. In the process it pays attention to the role of social enterprises NGOs
think tanks business circles and other social sectors in the construction of youthriendly cities. It focuses
on empowering young people giving play to youth subjectivity and their participation in the construction of
youthriendly cities. It focuses on the use of think tanks to construct a monitoring indicator system which
monitors and evaluates the “cities-youth” interaction in order to encourage more cities to carry out youth—
friendly urban policy innovation and competition. During the formation of the youth development planning
system at all levels in China and the preparation of a new round urban planning the above also can help
make the current youth~friendly urban policy a more holistic systematic and cohesive one as well as con—
struct the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay Area which China is vigorously promoting.
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