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Uptake of SCOs

• Results of 2017 Study: Use and intended use of SCOs
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Types of SCO used

SCOs currently used by 
RDPs (2017)

Payments to beneficiaries 
per SCO type (2017)



Use of SCOs per measure 
(2017)

LEADER local development

(measure 19) 

67%                    40%                40%                    47%



Reasons for taking up, 
or not taking up SCO

Key reasons for 
not using SCO

Key reasons for
using SCO



Deconstructing some 
“fears” on SCOs

▪ Projects using SCOs are less error-prone than 
reimbursements of actual costs

▪ No audit of actual costs or underlying financial 
documents. Correct implementation of 
methodology

▪ Guidance on SCOs, new options, workshops…
▪ There is no “one size fits all” approach

▪ Reluctance to invest in SCOs. No
assurance on their methodology

▪ It is more risky to sue SCOs – More
financial corrections

▪ Lack of Guidance/support
▪ SCOs are administratively burdensome

to design



Controls of SCOs

Two-stage verification required: 

• assessment of the calculation method for establishing the 
simplified cost 

• verification of the correct application of the established method 

• No verification of invoices for reimbursement of costs

• No verification of reasonableness of costs
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Also post 2020!

More 
opportunities 
to use SCOs

Other ideas?

Any barriers?

Exchange your 
experiences/practices

Adapt your 
rules

… but 
always keep 

it simple!

Simplification?
Up to you!



SCOs in CAP post 2020

• More flexibility
• Learn from 

experience
• Adapt it to 

needs/national 
context





For more information on SCOs…

marina.hadjiyanni@ec.europa.eu


