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Skills
Excel

Microsoft Office

Autocad

Outlook

Work experience 

Team Leader; Design engineering team; 01/2021 till Now: 
ENGIE Fabricom in Houthalen 

Design Engineer, Draftsman; 11/2017 till 01/2021: 
ENGIE Fabricom in Houthalen 

Planner, Draftsman; 09/2017: 
AXIBETON in Bilzen 

Order picker, 07/2013 till 08/2013: 
NIKE in Laakdal 

Soldier - 1st Rank, 09/2011 till 06/2013: 
DEFENSE in Leopoldsburg 

Life guard, Every summer from 2007: 
Swimming pool ‘t Soete Dal in Zutendaal 

Education 

Management (Basic) 03/2019–07/2019 (Diploma) 
Centrum voor avondopleiding in Hasselt 

Digital Technical Drawing (CAD) + Visualization, 2016–2017 (Diploma) 
SYNTRA in Tongeren 

Engineering, 2015 – 2016 (Credits) 
PXL University in Diepenbeek 

Computer operator – Network Administratior, 2013 – 2015 (Diploma) 
TKO,Zonhoven 

AutoCAD 2D, 2013 – 2013 (Certificate) 
NHA, Antwerpen 

PE-Sport (Top sport Football), 2006 – 2011 
KA2 Topsportschool, Hasselt 

Interests and usefull information 

Football (Competitive), Sports, Cycling, Guitar and Singing. 
Interested in learning foreign languages. 

Languages

Dutch

English

French

German

Danish



² 

Work experience in Football 

Belgian potentials scout; 06/2020 till Now 
OH Leuven

Assistant coach U12 ; 07/2019 till 06/2020 
Zutendaal VV 

Assistant coach U11 07/2018 till 01/07/2019 
Zutendaal VV 

Education in Football 

IPSO Level 2 – 1st team scouting – Match Analysis 
04/2021 
Online 

IPSO Level 1 – 1st team scouting – Player reports 
12/2020 
Online 

Football Scouting Worldwide – 1st team scouting – Steve Simmons 
03/2020

Online

IPSO Introduction + Talent ID 
02/2020 
@Malmö, Sweden 

FA level 1 
03/2020 
Online 

FBFA (Belgian FA) Level 1 
03/2020 
@Zonhoven, Belgium 

PFSA Introduction + Level 1 Opposition analysis/ Level 1 Talent ID 
03/2020 
Online 

References 

Steve Simmons     
+44 7702 725656 

Colin Chambers
+44 7980 114048 
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Area Knowledge

Belgium

Netherlands

France

Germany

UK

Sweden

Beuls Simon
Curriculum Vitae









Tall player, approx. 6’3. Imposing and athletic build with good pace. 

Strong upper body strength when holding his opponent. (excellent)

In possession he shows that he has a very good agility for his height, can easily turn and swich direction with ball in his feet. 

Can’t really tell if his stamina is very good, as he chooses to not track back but recover and position himself to be available for the counter attack. Does this throughout the 

whole game. 

Pace

Work Rate

He doesn’t track back to support his defence, but chooses to recover and position himself to be available for counter attacks.

He makes himself available to receive throughout the whole game, but does this with intelligent positioning so he doesn’t have to run 1m too much. 

When possession is lost, he does put pressure towards opponent. But he does this with poor aggression and I miss bravery in his duels, although he wins a lot of aerial duels 

with his good timing, his height and good body strength.  No much ball winning when ball’s in play. 

Constantly talking with his team mates, coaching and pointing them in the right direction.

Attitude

Physique

Doesn’t show his pace a lot throughout the game. Seems to play at one pace, but then chooses the right moment to show his good pace with strong runs behind defence. 

(Quick at getting forward). Quick in first meters. 

Absolutely has the will to win, wants to receive the ball all the time. But when team mates chose for another option, he reacted poorly by putting his arms wide.

He did the same towards the referee when West Ham’s goalkeeper took his time. But this only happened a few times and doesn’t seem to be a problem, just a way to show 

his will to win. 

Player with a good determination, he knows exactly what he wants and does what he has to do to get that done. He wants the ball in his feet and claims that throughout the 

game. That doesn’t look like the right attitude towards his team mates sometimes, but it works and players know that he’s very talented with the ball in his feet. 

Technical

When in possession his first thought is forward. He has a good first touch, and is excellent in receiving the ball on the turn. This gives him time to choose where to send the 

pass. 

Had a few poor passes in the first 15 mins of the game, but that changed into very accurate passing throughout the rest of the game. (Concentration?). Sent good long balls 

and crosses, finding team mates on the other side of the pitch. 

Alternated short simple passes (good ball retention) with very good through balls, unlocking the defence. He is very composed under pressure. 

He is a goal threat, finding space outside the box to receive 45 passes from the byline. Had two controlled shots towards goal, both just missing target. (again showing a good 

awareness passing his defender on the turn and both left and right footed shots)

He has a good aerial ability, winning almost every aerial duel. Doesn’t show good commitment and bravery in duels, but wins the duels with his height and good timing. At 

defensive set pieces he guarded the area at the second post. 

Has quick feet and is able to take his opponent 1v1. (Quick first meters). But he prefers to pass the ball and move. 

Good reading of the game, good awareness. Knows exactly where to be on the pitch and when to infiltrate.

Tactical

Holding midfielder with an attacking mind. 

Good decision making in possession. Variates both short and long passes. He opted to play a safe pass back to defenders when under pressure, but also tried unlocking 

opposition defence by taking risk with through balls.

When own defence where in possession he did good runs into space behind defence. (Never got the ball). When he didn’t go deep, he made himself available to receive and 

control the play. 

When team was attacking he knew exactly when to make runs into the box or when to hold his position. (Depended on Herrera)



Comments

Paul Pogba is very good player when playing in the dominant team. 

He was only still 23 years old during this game but showed good maturity. 

I  think when he plays against stronger opponents, his work rate needs to be higher.

He’s a very intelligent player who can dominate midfield. Exactly know where to be on the pitch and can create chances, both with his good passes as with his infiltrations in 

the box. 

I  expect a little more in a defensive way of this player, his transition from attack to defending should be quicker. But then again he’s always fit to act and think clearly in a 

counter attack. This is possible against West Ham, but not against stronger opponents. 

I  would recommend to monitor him, how he improves his weaknesses and if he plays constant. 

MONITORC - AVERAGE

Grade Game Sign / Monitor / Forget









Flat back four with Keogh (15) & Sarr (23) central, in front of them closing the pass line into the strikers. Both central defenders often had too much eye for 

the ball, and attacked the ball without having vision over their position and opponent. Stoke didn’t take advantage of this, but there were a lot of defensive 

errors between the two center backs. Vallejo (5), who was in front of the two central defenders, read this well and tried to close these gaps. But this made 

him leave his position as well. Both full-backs Toffolo (3) and Pipa (2) were wide and high all the time, leaving space behind them for opponent players to 

infiltrate. As both center backs aren’t the most agile and quick players, this is a huge opportunity for the opponent. (Penalty). The defensive unit was not 

well aligned several times as Pipa (2) defended to deep a few times, giving strikes the opportunity to make onside runs in the space behind the center 

backs. Toffolo (3) defended to high and to wide at some moments, leaving a huge gap between him and Sarr (23).

Vallejo (5) could anticipate and win balls with his good reading of the game. Although his good vision and awareness in front of the defence, he followed 

Joe Allen (opponent nr 4) and left a gap in front of the defence a few times.

When opponent goalkeeper had possession, Aarons (16) came inside to put light pressure towards center backs. Mbenza (18) had vision on their left back. 

Bacuna was covering their left central midfielder and O’Brien (8) had vision on both the right central midfielder, as the Right back (Stepped out when 

needed) When O’Brien had to step out towards the opponents right back, the lack of work rate of Bacuna became a problem, leaving a huge gap between 

the two midfielders (O’Brien and Bacuna).

In the first half, Sarr (23) was the player going out for aerial duels with Keogh (15) on the cover. Second half they changed and Sarr (23) became the player 

on the cover and Keogh (15) went for the aerial duels.

How do they Attack?

How do they Defend?

Schofield (31) looked to play out from the back either rolling or playing short to Sarr (23). He didn’t look to take free kicks long and instead looked to play 

short to the nearest man.

The full-backs Toffolo (3) & Pipa (2) operated a high and wide position, looking to operate wide in possession to create the width while the wingers moved 

inside. Toffolo was the more adventurous of the two and looked for crosses and runs into the box all the time. Pipa (2) made mostly underlap runs when 

balls got played long from Vallejo (5) to his flanks winger, Mbenza (18). 

Both center backs Keogh (15) & Sarr (23) looked to play short to Vallejo (5) who controlled midfield and sent passes from left to right. Keogh (15) was very 

poor with the ball in his feet and always immediately played the ball short towards Sarr (23), where all buildups started. When under pressure, Keogh made 

a lot of mistakes and wrong passes into opponents feet. (resulted in counter attack where penalty was given.) Sarr (23) was composed and comfortable 

with the ball in his feet. Good passing with his left foot, trying to find Vallejo (5). But mostly the pathway to Vallejo (5) was closed, so he passed the ball into 

the wingback (Toffolo (3)), who was wide and available all the time for attacking play. 

The wide players started wide but moved infield sometimes, so the wingbacks could overlap. Aarons(16) on the left made runs forward to create space for 

Toffolo (3) to make direct runs from wing towards the box. (Mostly chose to cross ball into the box). Mbenza (18) was always wide on the right wing, ready 

to receive cross passes from Vallejo (5). Pipa (2) made good underlap runs when Mbenza (18) was in possession wide on the wing. He positioned himself 

right outside the box and was able to receive there. (He scored from this position when he received a second ball after a cross and had several more kicks 

towards goal from here.). 

Vallejo (5) in the deeper position would look for the feet of Campbell (22) who occasionally dropped down from the defensive line and receive to play to 

support nearby. Vallejo also looked to play short passes but always opening play from left to right. The most and best passes were crosses towards Mbenza 

(18) on the right wing, when he first received the ball from the left. O’Brien was the only player who found spaces between the lines. He was available to 

receive and do 1-2 with Toffolo (3) when Toffolo (3) made direct runs towards the penalty area. (inside). Bacuna (7) was invisible throughout the first hour 

of the game. For example when Keogh played the poor pass what resulted in a penalty, Bacuna did not make himself available, but just walked there. One 

time I saw him make a run in behind the opponents left back when Mbenza (18) was in possession wide. Bacuna came more into play in the last half hour 

of the game, showed his vision and technical abilities, but was unfortunate in this game. 

When balls got played into the wingers or upcoming wingbacks, O’Brien (8), Bacuna (7), Campbell (22), Aarons (16)/Mbenza (18) (Depends what side) made 

runs forward inside the box to populate the penalty area. (Always 5 people in the box). Pepa (2) positioned himself outside the box, ready for second balls. 

(Goal)

Team Tactics

Line up Comments

Huddersfield started the game in a 4-3-3 formation with Vallejo (5) as a DM. Defensive they played what looked like a 5-3-2 formation. (shown above) 

When Phillips came in in minute 77, the formation changed into a 4-4-2. Huddersfield played more direct and very attacking from this moment. They gave 

away more space in behind to try and make the winning goal. 





They played in a defensive middle block. With the lack of pace of both central defenders, they don’t really have the option to push higher, as they can get 

outpaced in the back.

Both full-backs were a constant threat by going forward. Toffolo (3) with his crosses, and direct runs into the box. Pipa (2) with his good positional play 

outside the box.

When balls got played into the wingers or upcoming wingbacks, O’Brien (8), Bacuna (7), Campbell (22), Aarons (16)/Mbenza (18) (Depends what side) made 

runs forward inside the box to populate the penalty area. (Always 5 people in the box). Pepa (2) positioned himself outside the box, ready for second balls. 

(Goal)

The key players in build up are Sarr (23) and Vallejo (5). Every build up started with a throw-in or pass towards Sarr (23) who was the only CB who played 

forward. (Keogh was very poor in his passing) 

Vallejo (5) was the key player in midfield, had control over midfield sending ball from the left to the right. 

Pipa (2) was the biggest threat towards goal with good positional play. Made inside runs to make himself available outside the box. Could take shots on 

goal from this position several times. (one goal).

Toffolo (3) was the player who always tried to cross balls into the box, and with the good timing and aerial ability of Campbell, this is a threat. 

Line up Comments

Who are key influences in the side and biggest dangers (if possible reason why)?

Do their midfielders offer support in the box during attacks? If so who

Do their full-backs offer a threat going forward? If so who

How deep do they defend or do they hold the line? 













Good work rate of the forward players. Goal instinct in the area by Campbell is a threat. 

Weaknesses

Both central defenders often had too much eye for the ball, and attacked the ball without having vision over their position and opponent. Both full-backs 

Toffolo (3) and Pipa (2) were wide and high all the time, leaving space behind them for opponent players to infiltrate. As both center backs aren’t the most 

agile and quick players, this is a huge opportunity for the opponent.  Keogh is very poor with ball in his feet. 

Midfield Comments

Strengths

Vallejo (5) could anticipate and win balls with his good reading of the game. O’Brien was the only player who found spaces between the lines. He was 

available to receive and do 1-2 with Toffolo (3) when Toffolo (3) made direct runs towards the penalty area. 

Goalkeeper

Strengths

Schofield (31) came for high balls from crosses and looked to play out from the back either rolling or playing short to Sarr (23). (No risk)

Weaknesses

Could not stop the penalty kick. Chose to dive to the left from the kickers point of view.

Back four Comments

Strengths

Tall and strong central defenders, hard to beat in the air. The full-backs Toffolo (3) & Pipa (2) operated a high and wide position, looking to make runs into 

or towards the box, or good early crosses into the box. 

Weaknesses

Weaknesses

When O’Brien had to step out towards the opponents right back, the lack of work rate of Bacuna became a problem, leaving a huge gap between the two 

midfielders (O’Brien and Bacuna). Vallejo (5) could anticipate and win balls with his good reading of the game. Although his good vision and awareness in 

front of the defence, he followed the Joe Allen (opponent nr 4) and left a gap in front of the defence a few times.

Attack Comments

Strengths

Wingers do not have the speed to outpace their direct opponent. Wingers had poor crosses into the box and both wingers are sloppy from time to time. 

Collective TEAM Comments

Strengths

Show aggression and willing to press in the central area, with pace in wide area to catch teams on the counter attack.

Weaknesses

Bad recovery runs – vulnerable in counterattacks. The defensive unit was not well aligned several times as Pipa (2) defended to deep a few times, giving 

strikes the opportunity to make onside runs into the back of center backs. Toffolo (3) defended to high and to wide at some moments, leaving a huge gap 

between him and Sarr (23).








