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Summary Report 

Community of Practice on Results-based Management 

3rd plenary meeting  

9-10 December 2021, Online 

 

The third plenary meeting of the Community of Practice (CoP) on Results-based 

Management (RBM) was dedicated to discussing the preparation of Simplified 
Cost Options (SCOs) and Financing Not Linked to Costs (FNLC) schemes for the 

2021-2027 period, sharing practical examples of SCO and FNLC proposals under 

art. 94 and art. 95 of the Common Provisions Regulation (CPR), presenting main 
conclusions of DG EMPL’s study on ‘EU Level SCO’, providing updates on the work 

carried out by the CoP subgroup on ‘Simplification’. 

The online event, organised by the Transnationality Team on behalf of the European 

Commission, brought together 80 representatives from Managing Authorities, National 
Coordination Bodies, Intermediate Bodies, Audit Authorities and ESF stakeholders from 24 

Member States as well as officials of the European Commission – DG EMPL, DG REGIO and 

EMPL-REGIO Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion. 

In the course of this third plenary meeting of the CoP RBM, presentations, group and panel 

discussions focussed on: 

• Presenting real examples of SCOs under art. 94 of the CPR for the 2021-2027 

programming period. 

• Sharing information around the development of SCOs by the Member States and 

identifying ways to facilitate the preparation and submission of proposals under art. 

94.  

• Presenting the key outcomes of DG EMPL’s Study on ‘EU Level SCO’ for ESF+  

• Sharing updates on ESF Results-based approaches and presenting real examples 

of FNLC schemes under art. 95.  

• Identifying recommendations for the design and implementation of FNLC under 

ESF+ programmes. 

• Presenting the outcomes of the kick-off meeting of the CoP RBM’s subgroup on 

‘Simplification’ and the next steps for the simplification sub-theme. 

• Paving the way to organising the work of the CoP RBM and subgroups in the coming 

months. 

The key outcomes of each session are:  

Introduction and updates on SCOs 

• The session was dedicated to presenting background information on the work 

carried out by the CoP RBM around SCOs for the 2021-2027 period, including: 
preliminary maps of SCO proposals under art. 94 CPR; identification of key issues 

and recommendations around the preparation, assessment and submission of SCO 

proposals.  
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• A background note presenting the key outcomes of the preliminary SCO maps, the 
issues and recommendations identified by CoP members as well as the questions 

that would have been addressed within group discussions was circulated to 

participants before the meeting.   

• Within this session, representatives of DG EMPL provided updates on the 

preparation of SCO proposals and other relevant information on SCOs: 

- DG EMPL is receiving the first proposals for SCOs under art. 94, submitted by 
ESF+ Managing Authorities together with their Programmes. The proposals are 

currently being assessed in view of their adoption. 

- The two practitioners’ manuals on ‘Simplified Cost Options’ and on ‘Ex-ante 
assessment and partnerships between managing authorities and audit 

authorities’, prepared by the Lead Thematic Expert of the CoP RBM, were 

published on 22 November.   

- The Commission is preparing an updated Q&A note based on the questions 
received by the Member States around the design, assessment and 

implementation of SCOs in the 2021-2027 period. The note will be published 

in early 2022. 

Practical examples of SCOs under art. 94 CPR  

• A practical example of setting up SCOs was presented by Lithuania. The draft 
template (Annex V – Appendix 1 CPR) was prepared by the Member States to 

submit the SCO proposals under art. 94 CPR and circulated to participants before 

the meeting. 

• The proposals developed by Lithuania include seven SCO methodologies: 

- Three methodologies were already submitted to the EC. These include unit 

costs for: (i) job creation subsidies, (ii) rehabilitation services and (iii) home 

care services.  

- Four additional methodologies are currently in the preparation stage to 

determine unit costs for: (i) vocational training for the unemployed, (ii) 
vocational training for the unemployed under an apprenticeship program, (iii) 

traineeship and (iv) recognition of competencies. 

• The presentation by Lithuania provided detailed information on how Annex V – 

Appendix 1 was filled in. The presentation also included information on the 
observations made by the Commission within the assessment of the proposals as 

well as useful recommendations on how to approach and develop proposals under 

art. 94 CPR. 

Moving forward with SCOs under art. 94: group and panel discussions 

• Participants were divided into groups to share information on the state of play and 
next steps around SCOs schemes developed by the Member States for the 2021-

2027 period and identify ways to facilitate the preparation of proposals under art. 

94. In particular, the groups addressed the following questions: 

1. State of play of SCOs under art. 94: Please provide brief information on the 
state of play of preparations (including design and assessment) of SCO 

proposals under art. 94 CPR in your Member State: 

a. For Member States planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please provide an 

estimate of the number of proposals that will be submitted together with 

the ESF+ programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the 

proposals 

b. For Member States NOT planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please indicate 
the reasons why you are not considering using SCOs under art. 94 

https://ec.europa.eu/european-social-fund-plus/en/publications/simplified-cost-options-practitioners-manual
https://ec.europa.eu/european-social-fund-plus/en/publications/ex-ante-assessment-simplified-cost-options-and-partnerships-between-managing
https://ec.europa.eu/european-social-fund-plus/en/publications/ex-ante-assessment-simplified-cost-options-and-partnerships-between-managing
https://ec.europa.eu/european-social-fund-plus/en/publications/ex-ante-assessment-simplified-cost-options-and-partnerships-between-managing
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2. Actions to support the next steps: What concrete actions could be taken by 
the Commission and the CoP RBM to facilitate the finalisation and submission 

of proposals under art. 94? 

• Key outcomes of group discussions were reported back in plenary by group 

rapporteurs and were addressed in a panel discussion with representatives of the 
European Commission. The main points addressed in this session are presented in 

Annex 1. 

EU Level SCOs 

• DG EMPL’s study “Simplified Cost Options and Financing Not Linked to Costs in the 

area of social inclusion and youth: A study complementing the ESF+ impact 

assessment” was published on 18 November.  

• The study covers: 

- EU-level unit costs for ‘transnational mobility programmes supporting for 

disadvantaged young people and youth’.  

- EU-level unit costs for ‘community social services’. 

- A number of additional areas: (i) FNLC for ‘crises and emergencies’, (ii) Member 
State-specific unit costs for ‘Labour market-related services’ and (iii) Member 

State-specific unit costs for operations supporting social inclusion. 

• Based on the outcomes of the study, the Commission is preparing the draft 
Delegated Act for the adoption of the SCOs and FNLC schemes. Formal 

consultations with the Member States would be carried out via the CPR expert 
meeting, indicatively in February 2022. The finalisation of the legal text and 

procedure will be completed in the second quarter of 2022.  

Introduction and updates on FNLC and RBA 

• The session was dedicated to presenting background information on the work 
carried out by the CoP RBM and the subgroup on ‘Results-based approaches’ (RBA) 

around FNLC for the 2021-2027 period, including: the identification of concrete 

actions to support the use of FNLC; a practical exercise on Annex V – Appendix 2 
to identify potential issues and solutions around the preparation of FNLC proposals; 

a Q&A session with representatives of DG EMPL, based on a number of questions 

selected by CoP members. 
• Within this session, representatives of DG EMPL provided updates on the 

preparation of FNLC proposals and other relevant information on this simplification 

measure: 

- Although FNLC is relatively new, compared to SCOs, DG EMPL has already 

received the first proposals for FNLC under art. 95, developed by ESF+ 

authorities. 

- In response to the recommendations included in the European Court of 

Auditors’ Special Report “Performance-based financing in Cohesion Policy”, the 
Commission will clarify how Member States should provide assurance on EU 

funding through the FNLC model, with particular reference to the fulfilment of 

public procurement and state aid rules. 

Practical examples of FNLC under art. 95 CPR  

• Practical examples on setting up FNLC schemes were presented by Estonia and 

Portugal. The draft templates (Annex V – Appendix 2 CPR) were prepared by the 

two Member States to submit the FNLC proposals under art. 95 CPR and circulated 

to participants before the meeting. 

• Estonia has developed a FNLC scheme for the provision of active labour market 
services for unemployed and employed job seekers. The scheme would cover two 

types of operations: (i) measures to improve access to employment and (ii) 

https://op.europa.eu/it/publication-detail/-/publication/5175a20b-3ac3-11ec-89db-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://op.europa.eu/it/publication-detail/-/publication/5175a20b-3ac3-11ec-89db-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://op.europa.eu/it/publication-detail/-/publication/5175a20b-3ac3-11ec-89db-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=59899
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measures for a healthy and well-adapted working environment addressing health 
risks, including promotion of physical activity. The expected outcome is defined in 

terms of the number of unique eligible persons participating in activities/services. 
The scheme would be implemented from 2022 to 2029, and it includes milestones 

and intermediate deliverables (on a yearly basis).   

• The Portuguese example builds on the experience carried out in the 2014-2020 

programming period, based on a Social Impact Bond scheme aiming at financing 
innovative projects to achieve social outcomes and efficiency gains in priority public 

policy areas (Social Protection, Employment, Healthcare, Justice and Education). 

The scheme’s objective is to achieve specific and measurable social impacts 
generated by experimental projects that address social problems in public policy 

priority areas, based on indicators defined ex ante. The criteria for valuing the 
results are based on the public spending savings generated by overcoming or 

mitigating the condition of the vulnerability of participants. Several indicators are 
being identified by Portuguese authorities to measure the results achieved within 

the scheme. All indicators will be included in the ONE VALUE platform, developed 
at the national level. It is worth noting that Portuguese authorities will apply the 

same reimbursement basis agreed with the Commission also to final beneficiaries. 

• Both examples presented by Estonia and Portugal included recommendations and 
discussion points around the setting up of FNLC schemes as a useful reference for 

the subsequent group and panel discussions.  

Moving forward with FNLC under art. 95: group and panel discussions 

• Participants were divided into groups to share information on the state of play of 
FNLC proposals developed by the Member States and to identify recommendations 

for the design and implementation of FNLC schemes under ESF+ programmes. In 

particular, the groups addressed the following questions: 

1. State of play of FNLC under art. 95: Please provide brief information on the 

state of play of preparations (including design and assessment) of FNLC 

proposals under art. 95 CPR in your Member State: 

a. For Member States planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please provide an 
estimate of the number of proposals that will be submitted together with 

the ESF+ programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the 

proposals 

b. For Member States NOT planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please indicate 
the reasons why you are not considering using FNLC. 

2. Key aspects to be included in the CoP RBM’s recommendation paper on 

FNLC: What key recommendations around the design and implementation of 
FNLC in ESF+ programmes should be included in the paper that will be 

prepared by the CoP RBM? 

• Outcomes of group discussions were reported back in plenary by group rapporteurs 

and were addressed in a panel discussion with representatives of the European 
Commission. The main points addressed in this session are presented in Annex 2. 

They will be used as a key reference for the preparation of the CoP RBM’s 

‘recommendation paper on Financing Not Liked to Costs’. 

Updates on Simplification 

• The session was dedicated to briefly presenting the work carried out by the CoP 

RBM’s around the sub-theme ‘Simplification’, which includes: 

- Identification of the priority topics (most work-intensive administrative 
tasks): (i) Management verifications and proportionate control, (ii) Selection 

of operations, (iii) Coordination at the national level and (iv) Digital 

procedures / IT systems. 
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- Mapping of (52) simplification practices implemented by ESF authorities 

from 12 Member States.  

- Launch of the CoP RBM’s subgroup on ‘Simplification’: preliminary selection 
of the most interesting simplification practices and definition of the action 

plan for the subgroup (and the CoP) around simplification. 

• The concept of ‘Simplification MA/AA-led working groups’ was also presented within 

the session. A background note presenting the proposed rationale, scope and 
functioning of the working groups was circulated to participants before the meeting. 

The first working group, dedicated to ‘management verifications’ and chaired by 

Croatia (MA and AA will co-chair the group) will be launched in January 2022.  

Next steps 

• The timeline for the next CoP and subgroup events was presented. The updated 
CoP RBM calendar of events is listed below: 

a. Deadline to express your interest in the MA/AA-led WG (11 January 2022) 
b. First meeting of the MA/AA-led WG (February  TBC) 

c. Workshop: Results-based approaches towards ESF+ (17 February 2022)  
d. Workshop: Taking forward simplification in ESF (24 March 2022) 

e. 4th CoP RBM Plenary Meeting (11-12 May 2022) 

f. ESF TCP EU-level conference (31 May – 1 June 2022 TBC) 
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Annex 1 – Key outcomes of group discussion on SCOs under art. 94 CPR 

With regard to the use of SCOs under art. 94 CPR, participants were divided in groups to 

address the following questions: 

1. State of play of SCOs under art. 94: Please provide brief information on the 

state of play of preparations (including design and assessment) of SCO proposals 

under art. 94 CPR in your Member State: 

a. For Member States planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please provide an 
estimate of the number of proposals which will be submitted together with the 

ESF+ programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the 

proposals 

b. For Member States NOT planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please indicate 

the reasons why you are not considering using SCOs under art. 94 

2. Actions to support the next steps: What concrete actions could be taken by 

the Commission and the CoP RBM to facilitate the finalisation and submission of 

proposals under art. 94? 

This annex presents the key outcomes of group discussions around the above questions. 

Question 1.a - For Member States planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please provide an 

estimate of the number of proposals which will be submitted together with the ESF+ 

programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the proposals. 

The vast majority of Member States which were represented at the meeting is preparing SCO 

proposals under art. 94. The complete feedback provided by respondents is presented in 

Table 1. 

Table 1 – State of play of preparation of SCOs under art. 94 CPR 

Member 

State 
SCOs to be proposed under art. 94 

AT 

They are planning to propose different SCO schemes, 4-6 methodologies, 

covering early school leaving, educational activities, inclusion, from the previous 
period that were approved by DA under 14 (1) (education and social exclusion 

policy areas). The ex ante assessment is ongoing at the moment. 

BE One proposal (ongoing AA assessment): Unit cost in adult education 

BG 

Six SCOs have been included so far in the draft ESF programmes – two under 

the Food and basic material support programme for the provision of lunch and  
meals to children and four under the HR programme for motivational training of 

unemployed, on the job training and apprenticeships, scholarships and transport 
for trainings of unemployed, indirect costs (flat rate) 

 
Details of the six  proposals: 

OP Food:  two proposals 
• unit cost hot meals (already used in 14-20) 

• unit cost kids meals 

 
OP HR development: 4 proposals  

• unit cost: motivation trainees 
• unit cost: salaries internship  

• unit cost: training of unemployed 
• flat rate: indirect costs 

CY 
One proposal for unemployed schemes was assessed by AA and should be put 

in Appendix 1. 
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Member 

State 
SCOs to be proposed under art. 94 

CZ 

Planning around 12 SCOs under art. 94. Eight proposals have alread been 

approved by AA (technical assistance, 7 for social services), others are in 
preparation (wage contribution for employment of disadvantaged unemployed, 

lunches to school, children group support - establishment and operation). 
OP JAC – planning around 15 – 20 SCOs (number depends on the future 

discussion on how the EU SCOs can be implemented). Most of them will be built 

on the experiences we have with the SCOs under article 14.1. 

DE 
NRW  

The Nordrhein-Westfalen (NRW) MA submitted 18 templates under article 94 for 

ESF+. The ex ante assessment is finished, they put all the methodologies to 

SFC. 

DK N/A 

EE One SCO for adult training 

EL For the moment, not planning to use SCO under art. 94 

ES N/A 

FI For the moment, not planning to use SCO under art. 94 

FR 

One proposal was submitted and audited by AA for the national OP. 
Validate professional training (unit cost) & 10 SCO’s from the previous period 

that EC has already approved (possible improvements and adjustments are 
analysed case by case). 

HR 

5-6 methodologies from the current programming period in areas such as 

employment, social inclusion, training for unemployed 
Policy areas addressed: (a) improving access to employment and activation 

measures for all jobseekers, (f) promoting equal access to and completion of 
quality and inclusive education and training, (h) fostering active inclusion to 

promote equal opportunities, (m) addressing material deprivation through food 
and/or basic material assistance to the most deprived persons 

HU Proposal for only one flat rate for indirect costs (7% flat rate). 

IE 

Six SCO methodologies are from 2014-2020 from DA that possibly will be 
developed and adopted under Article 94 (social exclusion, training, employment, 

education). They are planning to submit a methodology from the social 

exclusion for AA assessment that will be shared with COM in 2022. 

IT N/A 

LT 

There SCO methodologies were already submitted covering the following policy 

areas: “Increase the employability or reintegration of the unemployed into the 
labour market”; “Reintegration of persons suffering from illnesses on 

psychoactive substances into society (labour market)”; “Improve accessibility, 
efficiency and sustainability of health systems and long-term care services”. 

Also, seven SCO methodologies will be submitted next year with the first OP 
amendment. These SCO methodologies cover the policy area aimed at 

“Providing more employment and active employment opportunities for all job 
seekers”. Also, three SCO methodologies will cover all policy areas because 

SCOs will be used horizontally. 

LU N/A 

LV One proposal on environmental protection 

MT 

Four SCOs in employment: per diem, travel, tuition costs, indirect costs (as flat 

rate)  
Two SCOs in research: expert fees and staff costs for researchers 

For the future: SCOs for courses, scholarships and allowances 

NL Four SCOs: two updated SCOs, two new. 

PL 
Around 16-17, four different strands including social economy job creation and 

VET. 
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Member 

State 
SCOs to be proposed under art. 94 

PT 

Fifteen SCOs proposals are to be submitted in the fields of Social Innovation, 

Education and Employment.  
Five have already been sent to AA (SCOs established in the DA of art. 14.1) 

Five national schemes are being examined for potential revisions in order to 
cover new operations (consultation with MAs) 

RO 

Eight methodologies have already been submitted to AA for assessment (four 

based on historical data and four based on existing national schemes), in the 
field of education and employment. Others may be in the pipeline. 

SE N/A 

SI 

Seven ESF SCOs planned (currently one for ERDF is under assessment by the 

AA) among which: 
One unit cost: travel cost based on Erasmus experience 

One unit cost: travel cost inside the country  
One unit cost: education and training 

SK 
One proposal in the field of Social Inclusion (Community Services) is in the 

phase of documentation (filling in Appendix 1). Assessment of the AA will follow. 

 

Question 1.b - For Member States NOT planning to use SCOs under art. 94: please indicate 

the reasons why you are not considering using SCOs under art. 94 

The most frequent reason reported by participants is the use of National SCOs (under art. 53 

CPR) instead of SCOs under art. 94. This reason was reported by five groups out of eight. 
Some participants observed that they would start by using SCOs under art. 53 and then 

consider the possibility to submit proposals under art. 94. One group reported that SCOs 

under art. 53 are perceived as less burdensome to set up and more flexible to implement. 

Other reasons which would hinder or limit the use of SCOs under art. 94 according to the 

(few) Member States which are not considering to use those SCOs are: 

▪ Use of EU Level SCOs or other off-the-shelf options. 

▪ Use of FNLC. 

▪ Lack of time (to prepare the SCO proposals) and fear of delays in the adoption of the 

ESF+ Programmes. 

▪ The operations are not yet defined at a level of detail sufficient to develop the SCO 

proposals. 

Question 2 - Actions to support the next steps: What concrete actions could be taken by the 
Commission and the CoP RBM to facilitate the finalisation and submission of proposals under 

art. 94? 

The most frequent responses provided by the groups are: 

▪ Sharing more practical examples of SCO proposals under art. 94 (when available), 

highlighting both the good and the not-so-good practices 

▪ Sharing examples of comments/observations from the AA or the Commission when 

assessing the proposals 

▪ Informal dialogue between the Commission and the Member State / preliminary 

assessment of draft proposals  

▪ Sharing more in-depth information on the proposals: not just the template (Annex V- 

Appendix 1) but case reports to present the practice and, possibly, the underlying data 

to support the methodologies 

Proposals provided by individual groups include: 
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▪ Separate meetings dedicated to the work of the AA. 

▪ Benchmarking of AAs’ experience in assessing proposals under art. 94. 

▪ Shortening/lightening the procedure for amending the programme (when new SCOs 

are introduced). 

▪ Setting up a platform (forum) to exchange information between Member States on the 

methodologies. 

▪ Investigating RRF practices already adopted.    
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Annex 2 – Key outcomes of group discussion on FNLC under art. 95 CPR 

 

With regard to the use of SCOs under art. 95 CPR, participants were divided in groups to 

address the following questions: 

1. State of play of FNLC under art. 95: Please provide brief information on the 
state of play of preparations (including design and assessment) of FNLC proposals 

under art. 95 CPR in your Member State: 

a. For Member States planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please provide an 

estimate of the number of proposals which will be submitted together with the 
ESF+ programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the 

proposals 

b. For Member States NOT planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please indicate 

the reasons why you are not considering to use FNLC. 

2. Key aspects to be included in the CoP RBM’s recommendation paper on 
FNLC: What key recommendations around the design and implementation of FNLC 

in ESF+ programmes should be included in the paper that will be prepared by the 

CoP RBM? 

 

This annex presents the key outcomes of group discussions around the above questions. 

Question 1.a - For Member States planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please provide an 
estimate of the number of proposals which will be submitted together with the ESF+ 

programme(s) and indicate the main policy areas covered by the proposals. 

The complete feedback provided by respondents is presented in Table 2. 

Table 2 – State of play of preparation of FNLC under art. 95 CPR 

Member 
State 

FNLC to be proposed under art. 95 

AT There are no concrete plans on proposals at the moment. 

BE No proposal 

BG No proposal 

CY N/A 

CZ No proposal 

DE N/A 

DK N/A 

EE One proposal on active labour market measures 

EL 
One proposal under consideration for Capacity Building Actions (budget has 
been foreseen in the TA program, but it is still at the very beginning of the 

process) 

ES N/A 

FI No proposal 

FR They have no proposals at this moment.  

HR No plans at the moment. Further researches are needed 

HU They have one proposal in mind the target people in the poorest areas. 

IE No concrete plans on FNLC usage.  

IT  N/A 

LT 

There are no concrete plans, but they are planning to adopt FNLC for the  

Recovery and Resilience Facility (RRF) activities. If successful, they might also 
be implemented under article 95. 
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LU N/A 

LV No plans at the moment. The focus is on SCOs uptake first 

MT N/A 

NL Not at the current stage 

PL 
One proposal on childcare facilities for three year old. (Payment for every 

childcare place created. The beneficiary is the Ministry of Labour ) 

PT 

Two proposals: 
1. Social Impact Bonds 

2. Top-up for successful impact operations under two objectives, move from 
unemployed to employed and maintenance in school, both after six months 

RO No proposal 

SE  n.a. 

SI No proposal 

SK 
One proposal under consideration for FNLC in the field of employment 

(adequate data) 

 

Question 1.b - For Member States NOT planning to use FNLC under art. 95: please indicate 

the reasons why you are not considering using FNLC 

The most frequent responses provided by the groups are: 

▪ Uncertainty on how to set up the scheme and, before that, on the advantages of FNLC 
(compared to SCOs). The majority of groups that reported this point also suggested 

that more guidance from the Commission would be needed. 

▪ Lack of knowledge/experience. 

▪ Setting up a FNLC scheme is perceived as too burdensome / time-consuming. Lack of 

capacity would be an issue. 

▪ Difficulties in identifying the types of operations / measures most suitable to be 

covered by FNLC. 

▪ Use of SCOs. 

Proposals provided by individual groups include: 

▪ Fear of audit findings (due to uncertainty on how FNLC schemes would be audited). 

▪ Lack of data to support the definition of the scheme. 

▪ Need to simplify also for beneficiaries (i.e. the perception of the concerned respondent 

is that FNLC ‘simplifies’ only at COM-MS level). 

 

Question 2 - Key aspects to be included in the CoP RBM’s recommendation paper on FNLC: 

What key recommendations around the design and implementation of FNLC in ESF+ 

programmes should be included in the paper that will be prepared by the CoP RBM? 

The key points to be potentially addressed by the recommendation paper according to the 

groups are: 

▪ Explaining the rationale and potential advantages of FNLC and the differences between 

this simplification measure and SCOs. 

▪ Identify the main characteristics of the types of operations which would be more 

suitable to be covered by FNLC. 

▪ Audit approach and audit trail. 

▪ Include also the most common (potential) mistakes / not only do’s but also don’ts.  

▪ Importance of establishing milestones (to mitigate risks). 
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▪ (If possible) some concrete references on how to fill in Annex V – Appendix 2. 

Further to the above points, relevant for the recommendation paper, two groups suggested 

that a sub-group or workshop could be set up to discuss more in-depth on how to set up and 

implement FNLC schemes. 


