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Il Parte

1. ‘False dichiarazioni —
documenti
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2. Doppio Finanziamento

3. Conflitto di interesse

COMPENDIUM
OF ANONYMISED 4. Turbativa d'asta

CASES

5. Progetti non eseguiti o
STRUCTURAL non conclusi

ACTIONS

6. Violazione del Principio
di co-finanziamento
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Sezione ll: Compendium Casi di Indagine o

4) == soon as the Managing Authorby had pad
out the inflated amount (£ 1000), she/he asked
the suppher for the difference (€ 900 = € 1000

- £ 100} between the onginal and true amount
of the imwice (£ 100) and the overpaid and false
amount (€ 1000), daiming that s accountant
had made an emor.

FP number 176

Area ERDF

FF F- 2006

Classification Falsthed supporting documents
irregularity

Irregularity 13

Code

IM5 reporting Yes

Danger RED

Description A final beneficiary submmited false mvoices to the
fraud pattarn Managing Authortty 1 order to inflate s costs

and therby to obtzin higher mimburssments.
Modus. operandi:
The final beneficary acted as follows:

a) she/he forged the imedces neceived from
suppbers by ssmply adding a zen to the amount
indicated on the purchasing invoice (2.0.: Imoice
of € 100 falsified to become € 1000);

2) she/he pand out the overstated amount to

the suppler {in our eample € 1000). This was
because. in the event of a check, the bank state-
ment: and the bookkeeping of the final beneficiary
would have been found to be consstent;

3) she/he submitted the forged invoace for
receving the undue payment (£ 1000 inshead of
£ 100} to the Managing Authorty;

Vulnerability

Mzanagement and control system:

Lack of genesal rules and guidelines for cross-
chedking supporting documents.

Lack of risk analysts focused on false invoices.

Lack of knowledge of market prices for the
ttems submitted by the final beneficiany.

Inwoice with amounts in round figures.

Same suppler or many different supphers.
Supplier basad abroad when the goods/sanices
can be purchased on the local market for the

same or lower price.

Price far higher than the average markst price.
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Scopo e modus operandi
; JHIELHV]
~ 8 | Ridurre costo lavoro

Ricevere illegittimo profitto

ORUSROPEY AT
Costituzione di una societa di Training
False Fatture

N Falsi Registri presenza
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Dott. Luigi Macchia
OLAF - Unit C2
Fraud Prevention and Intelligence




