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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
During the 63 Plenary meeting, held in Strasbourg from 18-20 May 2022,
the MONEYVAL Committee:

e adopted the 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report and its Executive Summary on Bulgaria,
and decided to place the country in the enhanced follow-up procedure;

e adopted the 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report and its Executive Summary on
Liechtenstein, and decided to place the country in the regular follow-up procedure;

e adopted the 5™ round first follow-up report of the Republic of Moldova; the third follow-up
report of Albania, the fourth follow-up report of Slovenia, the fifth follow-up report of
Hungary; decided to place Slovenia in the Compliance Enhancement Procedures (Step
1).

e adopted a new timeline for the follow-up process of the Isle of Man;

e agreed on a number of procedural interpretations concerning the follow-up process, and
took note of the Integrated Table for follow-up reporting;

e adopted the revised concept note for the Typologies project on cryptocurrencies;

¢ heard an update on the FATF workstreams and engagement;

e heard a presentation by the Secretariat on horizontal issues of MONEYVAL evaluations
in terms of supervision in the context of 10.10 and 11 in light of FATF Methodology

revisions;

e heard a presentation by the Council of Europe Economic Crime and Cooperation Division
on technical cooperation projects and initiatives in the field of AML/CFT;

e agreed on the appointment of rapporteurs for the follow-up reports to be considered via
written procedure (prior to the 64" Plenary) based on alphabetical order;

Reports adopted will be made available shortly under each jurisdiction’s profile, in accordance
with MONEYVAL’s publication policy.



1. The Committee of Experts on the evaluation of anti-money laundering measures and the
financing of terrorism (MONEYVAL) held its 63™ Plenary meeting from 18 - 20 May 2022 in
a hybrid mode from Strasbourg under the presidency of Ms Elzbieta Frankow-Jaskiewicz
(Poland). The first two days of the Plenary were fully devoted to MONEYVAL'’s Working
Group on Evaluations (WGE). The agenda of the meeting is attached as Appendix I, and the
list of participants is attached as Appendix II.

[ Day 1: Wednesday 18 May 2022 ]

Agenda item 1 — Opening of the Plenary Meeting
2. A minute of silence was held to honour the victims of the war in Ukraine.

3. The Chair, Ms Elzbieta Frankow-Jaskiewicz, opened the Plenary by welcoming all
participants and noting the intensive Agenda of the Plenary week. In her opening remarks,
the Chair noted the cessation of membership of the Russian Federation within the Council
of Europe (CoE) and MONEYVAL after 25 years. She informed about the suspension of the
follow-up process and Voluntary Tax Compliance (VTC) review for Ukraine as a result of the
decision of the Bureau.

4. Mr Jan Kleijssen, Director of Information Society and Action against Crime noted the swift
reaction by the CoE to the war in Ukraine, whereby the Committee of Ministers (CM)
immediately revoked the Russian Federation’s membership in various subsidiary
committees, including MONEYVAL. He welcomed all delegations and noted the utmost
importance of MONEYVAL’s work to ensure financial transparency, fight against money
laundering (ML) and the use of financial resources by organised crime. This is essential in
times of upheaval, where economy has also been seriously impacted by the pandemic and
now by the war. Mr Kleijssen congratulated MONEYVAL for being fully on track and for
having, since the start of the pandemic, completed the largest number of mutual evaluations
in the Global Network. Mr. Kleijssen informed the Plenary that the Financial Action Task
Force (FATF) granted the observer status to the CoE. Mr. Kleijssen underlined the existing
synergies between the FATF and the CoE on various issues mainly related to data
protection, artificial intelligence, cybercrime and human rights. He also thanked the FATF,
FATF-Style Regional Bodies (FSRBs) and other regional partners for their cooperation. The
Plenary was also informed on the opening for signature of the Second Additional Protocol to
the Cybercrime Convention (with 22 signatories) enabling law enforcement agencies to have
direct access to subscriber information, meant to significantly accelerate investigations and
effective prosecutions. Mr Kleijssen also informed the Plenary of the set-up of the Committee
on Artificial Intelligence (CAl), which held a formal session in Rome with negotiations having
started on a convention on Atrtificial Intelligence (Al).

5. The Chair welcomed the new Head of Delegations of Romania (Mr. Adrian Cucu) and the
new Head of the observer Delegation from the United States (Mr. Omar Bashir). She thanked
the United Kingdom delegation for their recent generous voluntary contribution. The Chair
represented MONEYVAL within the Committee of Ministers meeting held in March 2022 and
in the Ministerial Meeting of the FATF held in April 2022.

Agenda item 2 — Adoption of the agenda

6. Proposed changes to the Agenda were adopted by the Committee, in particular a change to
the order of the items of the Agenda.



Agenda item 3 — Information from the Chair

7.

The Chair of MONEYVAL, Ms Frankow-Jaskiewicz, informed the Plenary about the Chair’s
correspondence since the 62" Plenary in December 2021.

The Chair informed the Plenary about an updated report from the delegation of Azerbaijan
on TF risks, and the discussion of this issue in the Bureau, considering prior decisions made
last year. Regarding the mutual nominations by Armenia and Azerbaijan to the International
Co-operation Review Group (ICRG), the Chair informed the Plenary that no further action
was taken, and the status quo in MONEYVAL will be maintained.

The Chair informed the Plenary about the collaboration with the United Nations Security
Council Counter-Terrorism Committee Executive Directorate (CTED) in the context of their
assessment of Bulgaria.

Agenda item 4 — Information from the Secretariat

10.

11.

12.

The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary about structural changes in the MONEYVAL
Secretariat and new and temporary staff. The Executive Secretariat also thanked the United
Kingdom for their voluntary contribution.

The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary about MONEYVAL'’s recent activities, notably
the two on-site visits conducted to Monaco and Estonia and the two country trainings
conducted for Azerbaijan and Montenegro.

The Executive Secretary updated the Plenary on the ICRG process, in particular for Malta
and other jurisdictions in the ICRG and its observation period. He informed the Plenary that
there will be an activity conducted by the Venice Commission in September 2022 relating to
TF and Non-Profit Organisations (NPOs), with currently an on-going discussion on the
modalities of MONEYVAL’s engagement.

Agenda items 5 — Strategic vision for the Global Network

13.

14.

15.

16.

Mr Giles Thomson, Co-Chair of the FATF Global Network Coordination Group (GNCG)
welcomed all delegations and gave a presentation about the Strategic vision for the Global
Network, as adopted by the FATF Plenary and Ministerial meeting in March 2022 and in April
2022.

The Plenary heard a presentation of the Strategic vision aiming to reaffirm the role and
objectives of the Global Network, elaborated by a project team with several FSRB
Secretariats. The structure revolves around six main principles: (i) the reaffirmation of overall
objectives of the Global Network, (ii) the inclusivity and collaboration as building blocks of
the Global Network, (iii) the importance of an adequate operation and structural framework
for FATF and FSRBs, (iv) the definition of FATF/ FSRB common global priorities, (v) how
FSRBs’ regional approaches feed the FATF global response to AML/CFT/CPF, (vi) the
strengthening capacity building activities.

Two delegations (the EAG and Estonia) intervened to thank the FATF Secretariat and
MONEYVAL and acknowledge the importance of the initiative.

The strategic vision document was endorsed by the Plenary, MONEYVAL fully aligning with
its principles.



Agenda Item 6 and 7 — Discussion on the draft 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report of
Bulgaria

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

The Chair opened the discussion of the draft Mutual Evaluation Report (MER) on Bulgaria.
The Secretariat introduced the evaluation team and provided an overview of the MER. The
Co-Chairs of the Working Group on Evaluations (WGE) summarised the discussions held on
the 16" of May in the WGE and presented the recommendations made to the Plenary on
each key issue. An overview of the Key Issues (KIs) which no longer needed to be discussed
in the Plenary (as agreement had been reached by all participants in the WGE) was provided
for information. This concerned notably KI.1 on Immediate Outcome 1 (10.1), KI.2 on 10.3
and R.26* and KI.4 on 10.9.

K1.3 (10.6): The Plenary approved the amendments to Key Findings (KFs), Recommended
Actions (RAs) and the text agreed by the assessment team (AT). Bulgaria presented
arguments in support of a request for an upgrade to 10.6 from a “low” to “moderate” level of
effectiveness rating. Bulgaria highlighted four issues where they challenged the findings of
the AT: (i) the disseminations of the FIU do support operational needs to their law
enforcement agencies (LEASs) and prosecutors; (ii) the operational analysis performed by the
FID-SANS is of good quality; (iii) the STRs received by the FID-SANS are in line with the
country’s risk profile; and (iv) the identified issues with the postponement mechanism are
rather theoretical and do not affect the work of the FID-SANS.

The AT provided the reasoning substantiating the “low” level of effectiveness rating mainly
noting the existing fundamental shortcomings in relation to the quality and the use of financial
intelligence due to the following factors: (i) the lack of appropriate IT solutions for financial
analysis actions; (ii) the lack of human resources; (iii) the deficiencies in the postponement
mechanism; (vi) the backlog of STRs; (v) the quality of STRs and limited targeted actions
taken to enhance the quality thereof; (vi) the very limited usage of FIU information by LEAs
supported by statistics; (vii) the unclear procedure for disseminating FIU information.

Ten delegations (Cyprus, North Macedonia, Hungary, Croatia, Slovak Republic, Georgia,
Romania, Azerbaijan, Poland, Slovenia) supported an upgrade to the “moderate” level of
effectiveness. These delegations confirmed that there are serious deficiencies present in
Bulgaria, however, noted that many positive elements are present that attest to the
effectiveness of Bulgaria in accessing and using financial intelligence. The positive aspects
of Bulgaria’s system such as wide access to various data bases, positive results in
international cooperation between FIUs and the professionalism of the FIU staff were
stressed by delegations supporting an upgrade. Germany, Israel, UK, US, France, the FATF
and the Scientific Expert noted that the rating of “low” is appropriate, taking into consideration
following fundamental deficiencies identified by the AT: (i) the paper-based working mode of
the FIU, including paper based STR reporting system; (ii) the limited IT and human resources
that affect the quality of the financial intelligence; and (iii) the lack of clear processes in place
for FIU disseminations, that only to a limited extent support the operational needs of LEAs.

Eventually, there was no consensus to change the rating which thus remained “low” as
proposed by the AT.

KI.5 (10.10): The Plenary approved the amendments proposed to KFs, RA and the text
agreed by the AT and the country. Bulgaria requested an upgrade of the rating to a
“moderate” level of effectiveness based on the following findings: (i) Bulgaria implements
targeted financial sanctions (TFS) for TF without delay by overcoming the gap of the

L1t is noted that Bulgaria later reopened the issue related to R.26 for additional discussion.
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European Union (EU) framework through measures in national legislation; (ii) there is a good
knowledge and understanding of TFS obligations by reporting entities (RES); (iii) the national
risk assessment (NRA) identifies the main TF risks in relation to the non-profit organizations
(NPO) sector (iv); (iv) some NPOs have been supervised; and (v) the NPO sectors’ TF risk
understanding is increasing through the outreach activities. Bulgaria also mentioned
horizontal consistency of the rating with other mutual evaluation reports, stating that the
rating of “moderate” would be more appropriate considering the limited number of
deficiencies identified by the AT.

23. The AT acknowledged that Bulgaria implements TFS for TF without delay, however the AT
pointed to the following identified fundamental deficiencies that support proposed “low”
rating: (i) the lack of constant and timely communication of UNSCRs to various stakeholders
and REs; (ii) no domestic mechanism is in place for delisting and unfreezing of assets; (iii)
the lack of a comprehensive risk assessment for NPOs; (iv) the limited targeted outreach; (v)
no risk based supervision or monitoring of NPOs sector at risk of TF; and (vi) the measures
in place are not in line with TF risk profile of the country.

24. Eight delegations (Estonia, Cyprus, Albania, Poland, Bosnia and Herzegovina, North
Macedonia, Romania and European Commission?) supported an upgrade of the rating to
ensure the horizontal consistency with other MERs considering that: (i) Bulgaria implements
TFS for TF without delay; (ii) the delay with communication of updates to the lists is mitigated
by the use of automated screening tools by the most material REs; and (iii) Bulgaria has
already taken some steps to mitigate the risks of TF abuse by the NPO sector, including
designating a supervisory authority and performing a basic risk assessment.

25. The Plenary reached a consensus to upgrade the rating to a “moderate” level of
effectiveness.

26. Bulgaria raised an additional issue relating to R.26, in particular questioning whether the
technical shortcomings identified under this Recommendation were appropriately weighted
given the country’s reliance on various European Supervisory Authorities (ESAs) guidance
papers. On this basis, Bulgaria requested an upgrade for R.26 from partly compliant (PC) to
largely compliant (LC). The following arguments were raised to support an upgrade: (i) good
reputation requirements are applicable to all applicants and criminal conviction certificates
are required, incl. from beneficial owners; (ii) the Bulgarian National Bank (BNB) cooperates
closely with the European Central Bank (ECB) regarding licensing of the credit institutions;
(iii) the ECB is the ultimate decision maker in the process; and (iv) ESAs guidelines are
applicable in Bulgaria. Bulgaria was also questioning the precise wording of the R.26 which
states that in no cases authorities can refuse a license due to criminal associations and
reiterated that this is a minor shortcoming.

27. The AT explained why the ESAs guidelines on supervision are not considered as legal,
regulatory and enforceable means. Although national laws make an explicit reference to the
guidelines, these cannot be strictly enforced under all circumstances due to the so-called EU
“‘comply or explain mechanism”; moreover, provisions of the ESAs guidelines need to be
transposed into the national legal acts that further establish licensing and regulatory
processes. As far as reputation (integrity or a good character) of an applicant is concerned,
it is not explicitly stated in the legal acts that a license can be refused due to criminal
associations. Therefore the AT agreed to introduce a slight amendment to the analysis of
€.26.3 by adding the word “explicitly” and replace “prohibit” with the word “prevent” in the
sentence “in no cases do the legal requirements or regulatory measures explicitly prohibit

2 As in the WG.



licensing where relevant individuals are associated to criminals® as well as in the conclusion
of the R.26 as follows: “.(ii) Entry controls of all FIs do not explicitly prohibit prevent
licensing/registration in case of association with criminals”.

28. The AT stressed that the legislative shortcomings relating to the criminal associations (as far
as the licensing process of the BNB or the Financial Supervision Commission (FSC) are
concerned) and treatment of the guidelines are minor in nature. The AT draw the Plenary’s
attention to the fact that R.26 has several moderate and severe shortcomings due to which
the “largely met” rating cannot be justified. These include: (i) deficiencies with respect to
licensing and regulation/supervision of providers of the postal money orders (PMOs) and
currency exchange operators; and (ii) certain financial services fall outside the scope of
licensing and supervision (see overall conclusion of R.26).

29. Estonia supported the view that more weight should be given to the EU legislation and
explained that the ECB is taking decision on granting the license based on its own regulatory
processes and ESAs guidance rather than relying on the national legislation and stressed
the need for consistency across the MERs. The FATF Secretariat confirmed that the
supranational context has not yet been clearly determined when it comes to assessing the
licensing related controls and stressed the need to ensure consistency across the reports.
The European Commission (EC) stressed that although the ECB is involved in the licensing
of the credit institutions, the process is driven by the requirements of the national legal acts
rather than full reliance on the supranational legislation (although part of the procedures are
applicable within the Single Supervisory Mechanism, but the grounds are in the national
legislation). Two delegations (Romania and Cyprus) expressed support to upgrade R.26 to
a level of largely compliant mainly due to reasons relating to licensing and ensuring
consistency with 10.3. One delegation (US) supported the current PC rating highlighting the
deficiencies identified relating to licensing and regulation/supervision of providers of PMOs
and currency exchange operators. The AT explained that according to the FATF
methodology R.26 needs to be assessed on the basis of legal/regulatory means; and the
provisions of the ESAs guidelines need to be incorporated into the national regulatory
processes.

30. The Executive Secretary proposed to examine the supranational processes as a horizontal
issue and present the relevant analysis to the Plenary in the future. The Plenary concluded
that the current PC rating is maintained for R.26; an amendment to the analysis of ¢.26.3 will
be introduced as explained above (“in no cases do the legal requirements or regulatory
measures explicitly prohibit prevent licensing where relevant individuals are associated to
criminals“and under R.26 “Weighting and Conclusion” part for point ii). Upon the request of
the country, the Plenary agreed also to add a more explicit footnote relating to the ECB and
BNB cooperation mechanism regarding credit institutions: “The ECB is in charge of the
authorisation procedure in Bulgaria, after establishing a close cooperation mechanism with
the BNB”.

31. Another additional KI was raised by Bulgaria on R.25, ¢.25.5, in particular relating to timely
access to information held by trustees. The changes were agreed prior to the meeting
between the AT and Bulgaria and namely related to removing a reference (contained at
c.25.5) to the licensing and registration regime of the trust and company services providers
(TCSPs). Additionally, relevant changes needed to be mirrored under the 10.5 analysis. The
change was agreed by the Plenary.

32. The MONEYVAL Chair invited the Plenary to adopt the MER.

Decision taken



33.

The Plenary adopted the 5" round MER of Bulgaria and its executive summary, including
the amendments agreed upon during the discussion and subject to further editorial changes.
According to Rules 21 and 23 of MONEYVAL'’s 5th Round Rules of Procedure, Bulgaria was
placed in enhanced follow-up and requested to report back to the Plenary in two years’ time.
The report will be final and published after the quality and consistency review of the global
AML/CFT network.

Agenda item 8 — Integrated table of follow-up reporting

34.

35.

36.

37.

The Plenary heard a presentation relating to several elements of interpretation of procedures
and practical implementation for the follow-up process.

The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary about the existing need to optimize the follow-
up process given the ever-increasing workload of the Secretariat.

The presented document contained proposals and an integrated table providing an overview
of countries vis-a-vis the follow-up process (for information purposes only). Three proposals
were submitted to the Plenary for decision. The first proposal concerned the requirement
under Rule 21, paragraph 8 of the MONEYVAL procedure, according to which there is an
expectation to address “most if not all” deficiencies. Given that the procedures are silent on
this point, a clear guidance is needed on the approach to be undertaken for most of the
countries reaching the end of the three-year period after the adoption of the MER. A flexible
approach was proposed, with a minimal benchmark to consider 37 Recommendations rated
at the Largely Compliant/Compliant level to be the general orientation for interpretation of
the requirement under Rule 21, paragraph 8, with the Plenary keeping the discretion to
decide in the case where among the three remaining Recommendations one might present
a particular importance pertaining to the country context. The second proposal pertained to
workload optimisation aiming to pace the follow-up reports (FURS) at larger intervals, after
the first three years. Moreover, if a country has not reached the threshold of 37
Recommendations after three years of work, then the Plenary would have a compliance
enhancing procedures (CEPs) discussion. The third proposal related to the nomination of
rapporteurs, based on an alphabetical methodology with some petitions to be requested and
no more than two Recommendations attributed per rapporteur.

The Chair invited delegations to take the floor. Albania proposed a minimum threshold of 36
Recommendations, depending on the relevance of the remaining Recommendations.
Lithuania proposed to set a transition phase for the implementation of this initiative until the
end of 2022. The Slovak Republic added that the results and gravity of remaining issues
should be the main factors in deciding the reasonable framework of discussion for an FUR.
Estonia agreed on the minimum threshold to be 36 or 37 as long as the Recommendations
commonly referred to as “Big Six™ are not part of the remaining deficiencies and had no
concerns about the rapporteurs’ related proposal, while also proposing potential changes to
the document (paragraph 8). Armenia expressed the need to keep the flexibility to decide if
a discussion is needed on the last three Recommendations and welcomed the initiative
related to the nomination of rapporteurs. Gibraltar fully supported the initiative, with the view
that the minimum threshold should not be lower than 36 Recommendations and contain none
of the “Big Six”. The FATF Secretariat agreed that the proposal is consistent with the
Universal Procedures, however expressed a concern that introducing a new threshold,
although flexible and subject to exceptions, could have the potential of creating differences
with other FSRBs. The FATF Secretariat informed the Plenary of amendments being
underway to the Universal Procedures following the last FATF Plenary leading to potential

3 Namely Recommendations: 3, 5, 6, 10, 11, and 20.



38.

changes which might deal at least partially with the same issues described in this initiative.
Andorra expressed its support for this initiative while also sharing its own experience.

The Plenary decided to agree on: (i) the 36 Recommendations minimum threshold; (ii) the
possibility of a transitional phase until the end of 2022; (iii) considering, for the moment, each
individual FUR and issue of CEPs proposals for the Plenary. The Secretariat could outline in
the third year of the FUR process the remaining issues and it would be at the discretion of
the Plenary to take a decision. Regarding the “Big Six”, Recommendation 6 is included, with
the proposal to consider it for the CEPs process. The Plenary agreed on the initiative and
the proposed amendments.

Agenda items 9 — Fifth round follow-up: fifth follow-up report of Hungary

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

Hungary submitted its fifth update to the Secretariat under the enhanced follow-up process.
A summary report (incorporating the 5th enhanced follow-up report) was prepared by the
Secretariat based on conclusions set out in an analytical tool prepared by the rapporteur
team (Armenia and San Marino).

The mutual evaluation report of Hungary was adopted in September 2016. The fifth follow-
up report analysed the progress of Hungary in addressing the technical compliance
deficiencies identified in its MER for FATF Recommendations 13,18, 24 and 32. The
Secretariat presented an overview of two key issues that had been identified for discussion,
R.13 and 24.

In relation to the first key issue, namely R.13, according to the rapporteur team, the remaining
deficiencies under R.13, and more notably under c.13.1, were only partly addressed by the
new legal provisions on correspondent banking relationships, considering the potential risks
and the materiality of correspondent relationships in Hungary.

A significant number of delegations (Andorra, Bulgaria, Croatia, Georgia, Latvia,
Montenegro, Romania, San Marino, Slovenia, the Slovak Republic, Poland and the EC)
supported an upgrade. Delegations considered an upgrade to be warranted in the light of
recent amendments and additional information provided by Hungary substantially addressing
the identified deficiencies by notably imposing an obligation on Fls to have rules and internal
procedures for application of special CDD measures, including those applied on a risk-
sensitive basis and relating to correspondent relationship with EU institutions. It was noted
that correspondent relationships were considered a factor of increased risk and a basis for
application of EDD measures. The small percentage of EU institutions not affected by the
EDD measures do not seem to pose a significant risk as mitigating measures can be applied.

In the light of the consensus reached, the Plenary approved the decision to upgrade R.13 to
the level of largely compliant.

In relation to the second key issue, namely R.24, the remaining deficiencies related mainly
to (i) the lack of full coverage in the risk assessment of all types of legal persons (under
c.24.2); (ii) nominee shareholders (under c.24.12) and (iii) the quality of assistance (under
€.24.15). The rapporteur team was in the favour of an upgrade, as in their view Hungary had
achieved commendable progress in having adopted necessary legal amendments and
provided additional explanations and materials. In relation to the remaining deficiencies,
despite a lack of full coverage of all types of legal persons in the risk assessment, c.24.2 was
rated as mostly met in the Hungarian MER, reflective of its minor nature. On the contrary,
there were remaining significant deficiencies under 24.12 (originally rated as partly met in
the MER) and 24.15 (originally rated as not met).
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45. The FATF Secretariat intervened to acknowledge the progress achieved by Hungary in

relation to R.24 and required clarifications in relation to the materiality of the remaining
identified deficiencies. In relation to ¢.24.2, the FATF Secretariat expressed the view that a
proper risk assessment is a key pre-requisite for countries to determine the measures
needed to achieve an appropriate level of transparency. Regarding c.24.12, the FATF
Secretariat noted the remaining insufficient risk mitigating measures to address the risk
posed by nominee shareholders and directors, particularly given that strawmen
arrangements were considered as a relevant risk factor in the context of Hungary.

46. The Secretariat maintained that the rating given to c.24.2 was mostly met, whereas for

c.24.12 and c.24.15 deficiencies remained. In relation to ¢.24.7, Hungary had not adopted a
separate requirement but have complemented the initial one. With regards to the point made
in relation to c.24.4 and 24.5, the Secretariat acknowledged the very valid point, especially
from a horizontal perspective.

Decision taken

47. The Plenary adopted the FUR, warranting an upgrade for both R.13 and R.24 to the level of

largely compliant. Therefore, for Hungary there are three Recommendations remaining at
the PC level (R.8, R.15, R.32). The Plenary concluded that Hungary has addressed most of
the technical compliance deficiencies after the adoption of its MER and agreed to apply
increased follow-up reporting intervals. Hungary will remain in enhanced follow-up, with the
expectation to report back in two years’ time.

Day 2: Thursday 19 May 2022 ]

Agenda items 10 and 11 — Discussion on the draft 5th round Mutual Evaluation Report of
Liechtenstein

48.

49.

The Chair opened the discussion of the draft Mutual Evaluation Report (MER) on
Liechtenstein. The Secretariat introduced the evaluation team and provided an overview of
the key findings and priority recommended actions (RAs). The Co-Chairs of the Working
Group on Evaluations (WGE) summarised the discussions held on the 17th of May and
presented the recommendations made to the Plenary on each of the four key issues
discussed. One Kl (10.5) had related to the rating with a view to upgrade, while three Kis
(10.1, 10.8/R.32 and 10.9) covered the appropriateness of the given rating and the possibility
of downgrades. There had been no appetite to change the ratings in the WGE for Kls related
to 10.5, 10.8/R.32 and 10.9. There had been some support for downgrading the rating for 10.1.
Therefore, the Co-Chairs of the WGE had concluded that: (i) the Kls related to 10.5, 10.8/R.32
and 10.9 should be brought to the Plenary for approval without substantive discussion; and
(i) KI.1 (10.1) should be discussed as presented to the WGE in the Key Issues document,
subject to some proposed amendments. An overview of the amendments to the MER was
introduced as a result of WGE discussions, and the three Kis (10.5, 10.8/R.32 and 10.9) on
which an agreement was reached were provided for information in a written form.

Key issue 1 (10.1): Liechtenstein agreed with the conclusion that the proceeds of tax offences
committed abroad were not fully examined in the national risk assessment (NRA) and
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50.

51

52.

53.

accepted the recommendation to conduct additional analysis. It considered that the absence
of an estimate of the extent of the threat did not have a significant impact on its understanding
of inherent risk as it had: (i) added tax offences as an ML predicate offence and tax specific
indicators in its legislation; (ii) proactively engaged for more than ten years in international
efforts to improve tax transparency; and (iii) otherwise recognised underlying risks, threats
and vulnerabilities for tax offences. Overall, Liechtenstein maintained its view that the SE
rating was based on solid grounds. The European Commission (EC), Poland, Jersey,
Guernsey, Holy See, Monaco, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Estonia, Gibraltar, Cyprus and Hungary
fully supported the current rating and considered the changes made by the AT substantiated
the existent rating. They also supported the proposed amendments to the MER. Moreover,
whilst Jersey accepted the importance of foreign tax evasion as a predicate offence in the
context of an international financial centre (IFC), it highlighted that there was no clear
requirement under the FATF Standards to conduct a tax gap evaluation in relation to foreign
tax evasion. It considered that Liechtenstein had acknowledged the threats and provided a
comprehensive analysis of the vulnerabilities. Guernsey considered the amendments to have
been carefully nuanced, substantiating the existing rating.

On the other hand, whilst Germany acknowledged the clarity brought by the amendments, it
was still not convinced with the current rating. Israel and France echoed the same view and
thought that greater weight should be attached to shortcomings given: (i) the context of
Liechtenstein as an IFC; and (ii) the level of understanding and mitigation of TF risks.
However, neither insisted on further discussion and did not wish to block the emerging
consensus. The US agreed that, given the risk and context of Liechtenstein, the foreign tax
aspect was of particular importance. The FATF Secretariat had some concerns about
proposed revisions to the text, since an impression may be given that it was necessary only
to legislate and engage in cooperation to address the threat of laundering of the proceeds of
tax offences. In addition, it thought the AT should be satisfied that action taken had been
effective in addressing the risk. In this respect, it noted that there were few SARs covering
major tax offences. It noted also that action taken against tax evasion in other countries on
the basis of MLA and administrative assistance provided by Liechtenstein should not be
considered an alternative to domestic investigation of ML in Liechtenstein or risk of simple tax
evasion (not an offence in Liechtenstein). It suggested: (i) deletion of some of the new
language added to para. 173; (ii) explaining more clearly how administrative cooperation had
addressed gaps in opportunities to provide mutual legal assistance; and (i) a clearer
assessment of the impact on an estimate for tax offences laundered on risk understanding.

. The Executive Secretary brought to the attention of the Plenary the horizontal issue of labelling

a jurisdiction as an IFC and subsequent impact on an assessment. He noted the absence of
conclusions reached by the FATF on this issue, following previous discussions, both in the
context of FATF MERs and ICRG process. Accordingly, treatment in this area remains very
subjective. It was noted that tax evasion is also a threat in much larger financial centres
assessed by the FATF, where only very limited attention has been given in MERs. One reason
for this, according to the FATF, is that there may be other more important risks present
amongst its membership.

The AT noted that, from a horizontal perspective, the rating was justified and properly took
note of identified shortcomings, notably on the lack of estimation of funds being laundered in
Liechtenstein resulting from foreign tax offences and on the level of risk understanding.

The Executive Secretary picked up on interventions made by the FATF Secretariat and
Jersey. The comparative approach would suggest that, in larger FATF countries, risk
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54.

55.

56.

assessments may focus on priority areas other than tax matters, ultimately leading to the
impossibility of knowing whether the issue is bigger there than in countries like Liechtenstein.
In this respect, he recalled the importance of the materiality comparison initiative which
introduced after the last Plenary meeting, with the deadline for delegations to provide
information being in June.

Subject to amendments suggested by the FATF and agreed by Liechtenstein and the AT to
para. 173 (and consequential amendments to the conclusion), the Plenary adopted the
proposed amendments set out in the revised Key Issues Document and agreed to maintain
the SE rating.

The Chair called on members to raise any other additional issues with regard to the MER of
Liechtenstein. While agreeing with the overall analysis, Liechtenstein challenged the rating of
¢.35.1. The country considered that too much focus had been given to one particular aspect
(sanctions for failure to report to the FIU), which was a rather minor shortcoming in their view.
The AT set out the underlying reasoning behind the rating and delegations had no appetite to
intervene in favour of an upgrade. The aforementioned additional issue raised on R.35 did not
lead to further changes.

The MONEYVAL Chair invited the Plenary to adopt the MER.

Decision taken

57.

The Plenary adopted the 5th round MER of Liechtenstein and its executive summary,
including the amendments agreed upon during the discussion and subject to further editorial
changes. Liechtenstein was placed in regular follow-up and requested to report back to the
Plenary in two and a half years. The report will be final and published after the quality and
consistency review of the global AML/CFT network.

Agenda Iltem 12 - Fifth round follow-up: third follow-up report of Albania

58

59.

60.

. Albania submitted its third update to the Secretariat under the enhanced follow-up process.
A summary report (incorporating the 3rd enhanced follow-up report) was prepared by the
Secretariat based on conclusions set out in an analytical tool prepared by a rapporteur team
(Hungary and Ukraine).

The mutual evaluation report of Albania was adopted in July 2018. The third follow-up report
analysed the progress of Albania in addressing the technical compliance deficiencies
identified in its MER for FATF Recommendations 24, 26, 28 and 38.

The Secretariat presented an overview of one key issue identified for discussion, namely
R.24. Despite progress achieved by Albania, several remaining deficiencies have been
presented under R.24, mainly pertaining to c.24.4, ¢.24.8, ¢.24.11, c.24.12, c.24.13, c.24.14
and c.24.15. The lack of requirements for legal persons, other than joint-stock companies, to
maintain basic information was considered to be mitigated by the requirement imposed on
legal persons to submit their basic information to the Commercial Register. In relation to
c.24.8, the remaining deficiency related to the lack of specific requirements for legal
representatives of legal persons to reside in the country. Initially, it was stated that in the 5%
MER of Albania, deficiencies identified under ¢.24.11, c.24.12, c.24.14 and c.24.15 were
considered to be of minor nature. In the view of the rapporteur team, under c.24.13, despite
legislative amendments undertaken by Albania to increase fines for non-compliance, an
outstanding deficiency remained in relation to the lack of a proportionate and dissuasive
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61.

sanction regime that could undermine the capacity of Albania to enforce the obligations set
to comply with R.24.

The FATF Secretariat and the US delegation intervened to seek clarifications on the issue
related to sanctions, which appeared to be more material. The Secretariat clarified that
despite the legislative amendments introduced by Albania, the sanctions could still not be
considered as proportionate. The EC suggested an amendment to the analysis clarifying that
the issue lies in the lack of proportionality of sanctions which exist only in the form of fixed
amounts.

Decision taken

62.

The Plenary adopted the FUR with an upgrade to LC for R.24, considering as minor the
deficiencies identified under c.24.4, c.24.8, c.24.11, c.24.12, c.24.13, c.24.14 and c.24.15.
Therefore, Albania has four Recommendations remaining at the PC level (R.7, R.15, R.25
and R.28). The Secretariat informed the Plenary that regarding R.28, all the necessary
amendments have been passed by Albania, but only entered into force only after the
submission deadline. In the light of the discussions on the FUR process and having agreed
on the new threshold, Albania is expected to report back in two years' time.

Agenda Iltem 13 — Comparative ratings analysis of MONEYVAL mutual evaluations vis-a-
vis the FATF and other FSRBs

63.

64.

The Secretariat presented to the Plenary a comparative ratings analysis across all FSRBs
and the FATF aimed at determining where MONEYVAL stands in terms of effectiveness. For
the purposes of the analysis, FATF member countries which are also FSRBs members were
only considered under the category of FATF countries. Moreover, ratings were converted
into a scoring system in order to obtain an understanding of the average scoring of countries
in each FSRB.

In relation to 10.1, the analysis concluded that, generally, most FATF countries strive to a
substantial level of effectiveness, whereas MONEYVAL countries reach a moderate level of
effectiveness, slightly above the level of other FSRBs. With regard to 10.2, MONEYVAL
countries have obtained good results, notably compared to other FSRBs, and quite close to
the substantial level of results achieved by the FATF. For 10.3, the average scoring for the
FATF countries is of moderate effectiveness, to which MONEYVAL, as well as the EAG,
ratings are close. Regarding 10.4, MONEYVAL results are slightly better than those obtained
by the FATF, with four substantial ratings, whereas other FSRBs achieved more negative
results. In terms of results achieved under 10.5, MONEYVAL scored better than other
FSRBs, slightly higher than moderate effectiveness, while the FATF and other FSRBs scored
lower than moderate. For 10.6, it was noted that MONEYVAL countries have mostly a
moderate level of effectiveness, with two FSRBs (EAG and GAFILAT) scoring slightly higher,
while the scoring results obtained in FATF countries show that they are higher than
moderate. In relation to 10.7, a significant discrepancy was noted between FATF countries
and FSRBs in general. While the conclusions reached on 10.8 are quite similar to those
reached on 10.7, FATF and GAFILAT have examples of high level of effectiveness, which
are placing them above the results obtained by MONEYVAL and other FSRBs. With regard
to 10.9, the FATF scored quite high, with 70% members getting positive ratings, and the only
FSRB having a higher average scoring compared to MONEYVAL is EAG, with 70% of their
assessed members having received a substantial rating, given the high awareness on TF in
the region. For 10.10, MONEYVAL countries are quite close to a level of moderate
effectiveness, slightly above other FSRBs and slightly below the level reached by the FATF.
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65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

The largest number of negative ratings, especially at the low level were noted on 10.11,
where FATF members received 55% negative ratings and MONEYVAL scored 90% of
negative ratings.

The analysis concluded that MONEYVAL scored slightly above the average obtained by
other FSRBs. In relation to the results obtained by the FATF, MONEYVAL noted better
results specifically on 10.4 and 10.5.

The Chair highlighted the high added value of this comparative analysis, in terms of noting
the results achieved and highlighting areas of improvement. The floor was opened for
comments from delegations.

The Slovak Republic thanked the Secretariat for this study and suggested the addition of the
number of countries for each FSRB which are going through the ICRG process.

The FATF Secretariat took the floor and congratulated the MONEYVAL member states for
an effective follow-up process, given the results noted when addressing the progress made
in technical compliance three years after their MER. More precisely, according to the
conclusions of a data gathering exercise led by the FATF, MONEYVAL countries are
performing better than FATF countries in terms of addressing technical compliance
deficiencies. At the time of the mutual evaluation, MONEYVAL member states had 74% of
largely compliant/ compliant ratings which would amount to 91% three years after, while the
FATF would start at 76% amounting to around 87% three years later.

The Chair encouraged delegations to pursue the strong FUR process, the CEPs process
and their work and internal cooperation with other national bodies to implement relevant laws,
regulations in order to ensure compliance with the FATF Standards.

Agenda item 14 — Fifth round follow-up: first follow-up report of Moldova

70.

71.

72.

Moldova submitted its first update to the Secretariat under the enhanced follow-up process.
A summary report (incorporating the 1st enhanced follow-up report) was prepared by the
Secretariat based on conclusions set out in an analytical tool prepared by a rapporteur team
(Andorra, Georgia and Japan®). The above documents included an assessment of
compliance with the FATF Recommendations for which the Methodology has changed since
the 5th Round evaluation: R.15.

The Mutual Evaluation Report of Moldova was adopted in July 2019. The first follow-up report
analysed the progress of Moldova in addressing (i) the technical compliance deficiencies
identified in its MER for FATF Recommendations 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 19 and 23 and (ii) revised
R.15. The question to the Plenary was whether, due to a lack of legal framework and the
lack of information on the materiality of the VASP sector, the rating of R.15 should be
downgraded to partially compliant, as proposed by the rapporteur team, or whether it should
be further downgraded to non-compliant (NC) as proposed by one delegation (Georgia) due
to the weight attached to the aforementioned factors.

The Secretariat presented an overview of the key issue that had been identified for
discussion, namely R.15. The main deficiencies highlighted where (i) the lack of legal
framework regulating VASPs, and (ii) the lack of available information on the materiality of
the VASP sector. Moldova intervened to inform the Plenary that relevant legislative

4 It was noted that the participation of Japan represented the first time an FATF country contributed as rapporteur in
the follow-up process undergone by MONEYVAL.
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73.

amendments are in progress, and also the national AML/CFT strategy containing an
obligation to implement R.15 was approved.

The Chair opened the floor for discussions. The Albanian delegation intervened to support
the double downgrade to NC, given that in their case a PC rating was warranted, despite the
existence legislative framework regulating VASPs. The FATF Secretariat concurred with the
position expressed by the Albanian delegation based on reasons of horizontal consistency
and considered that despite some level of implementation, it remains severely deficient and
should be attributed an NC rating.

Decision taken

74.

The Plenary adopted the FUR and decided to downgrade the rating for R.15 to the NC level,
while Recommendations 10, 12, 19 and 23 initially rated as PC were re-rated as LC. The
Chair concluded the discussions by encouraging Moldova to pursue the efforts in addressing
the remaining deficiencies and report back in one year’s time.

Agenda item 15 — Horizontal issues of MONEYVAL evaluations: supervision in the
context of IO 10 and 11 in light of FATF Methodology revisions

75.

76.

The Secretariat delivered a presentation on supervision-related matters as far as 10.10 and
11 are concerned, i.e., monitoring and supervision of the NPOs and supervision of the
obliged entities for compliance with the targeted financial sanctions related obligations in the
areas of TF (terrorist financing) and PF (proliferation financing).

The presentation was based on the MONEYVAL horizontal review exercise on the results of
countries’ mutual evaluations (first presented in December 2021) and the changes
introduced to the new FATF methodology for the upcoming round of the mutual evaluations.
The horizontal review exercise has shown that TF and PF related supervision is weaker than
AML/CFT supervision (or, in some extreme cases, inexistent); the same applies to monitoring
and supervision of the NPOs that are vulnerable to TF abuse. Thus, the presentation was
aimed at guiding the countries towards processes to be established by the competent
authorities that lead to a successful implementation of monitoring and supervision related
requirements in the area of TFS related to TF and, separately, to PF and the NPO area. The
Plenary was informed that the presentation will be shared with the HoDs and saved under
MONEYVAL restricted website.

Day 3: Friday 20 May 2022 ]

Agenda item 16 — Fifth round follow-up: fourth follow-up report of Slovenia

77.

78.

Slovenia submitted its fourth update to the Secretariat under the enhanced follow-up process
along with a request for re-rating in relation to FATF Recommendation 5. A summary report
(incorporating the 4th enhanced follow up report) was prepared by the Secretariat based on
conclusions set out in an analytical tool prepared by a rapporteur team (Georgia and the
Russian Federation).

The mutual evaluation report of Slovenia was adopted in June 2017. The 4™ follow-up report
analysed the progress of Slovenia in addressing the technical compliance deficiencies
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identified in its MER for FATF Recommendations 1, 5, 15 and 32. Slovenia was re-rated on
R.1 as a result of achieved progress. No re-rating was provided for R.5, 15 and 32.

79. The Secretariat presented an overview of one key issue that had been identified for
discussion, namely R.5. The rapporteur team commends the progress achieved by Slovenia,
while noting that outstanding issues remain under c.5.4 and being of the view that the rating
should be maintained at a PC level.

80. Slovenia thanked the Secretariat and the rapporteurs for their analysis and presented the
amendments introduced to the Slovenian Criminal Code aimed at addressing some of the
deficiencies identified under R.5.

81. Cyprus intervened to request a clarification from the European Commission on the issue
related to limitations of the directive on combatting terrorism, to which the EC responded that
for the time being, the directive which criminalizes TF is matching the wording of the FATF
Standard under R.5.

82. Three delegations (Croatia, North Macedonia and Romania) supported an upgrade in light
of the improvements brought to the legal framework in relation to TF, being of the view that
the remaining deficiencies under R.5 are of minor nature.

83. The US delegation intervened requesting a clarification on the weight attached to the
deficiency identified under c¢.5.2 relating the lack of criminalisation of the financing of a
terrorist group or an individual terrorist when the intention for the collection or provision of
funds was not directed at the committing of terrorist offences. The Secretariat responded that
the deficiency remains outstanding.

84. The Scientific Experts (Mr. John Ringguth and Mr. Lajos Korona) intervened to express
concerns in relation to the impact of the remaining deficiencies under ¢.5.1 and ¢.5.2 bis,
notably in relation to the lack of the purposive element, which was also criticised in the
original MER, as well as the reference to a specific subset of terrorist and terrorist
organisations which is not in line with the FATF Standards. The FATF Secretariat intervened
to require amendments aimed at clarifying the existence of remaining issues under ¢.5.1 and
c.5.2 in light of the discussions.

85. The rapporteur team agreed with the points raised by the scientific experts and the FATF
Secretariat in relation to the deficiency under ¢.5.1 in relation to the lack of an additional
purposive element and informed the Plenary that relevant amendments will be introduced in
the summary report.

Decision taken

86. The Chair summarised the discussions and informed the Plenary that, despite some
delegations supporting an upgrade for the R.5, given a prior CEPs warning and the particular
importance of this Recommendation, the rating should remain at the PC level.

87. The Plenary concluded that Slovenia has not reached the general expectation to address
most of the technical compliance deficiencies within 3 years after the adoption of its MER and
agreed to apply step 1 of Compliance Enhancing Procedures, which foresees inviting the
Secretary General of the Council of Europe to send a letter to the relevant Minister, drawing
attention to the matter. Slovenia will remain in enhanced follow-up and is expected to report
back in one year’s time.
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Agenda item 17 — Follow-up process for the Isle of Man on Recommendation 23

88.

89.

90.

The mutual evaluation report of the Isle of Man was adopted in December 2016. Its third
follow-up report (FUR) was adopted in September 2020, with the decision being for the
country to report back in April 2024. As matters currently stand, two elements of R.23 remain
outstanding, as follows: (i) the absence of a requirement for DNFBPs to have an independent
audit function, and more particularly (ii) the absence of a requirement for DNFBPs to have a
group-wide AML/CFT programme. The latter had touched upon the relationship between R.23
and R.18, dealing with the application of policies and procedures at DNFBP group level, which
was under discussion with the FATF at the time that the FUR was adopted.

Since then, in October 2021, the FATF has revised the Interpretative Note to R.23 and
published explanatory materials for the application of group-wide programmes by DNFBPs.
The Standard is now much clearer and the discussion at the FATF Plenary concluded that,
for the remainder of the current round of evaluations, its interpretation of R.23 could be taken
into account, particularly for conventional DNFBPs groups (with classic parent, subsidiaries
and branches), without placing undue emphasis on this area, unless warranted by risk and
context. Accordingly, it is now possible to continue follow-up on R.23 and it was proposed to
bring forward the next FUR.

The Plenary agreed with the proposal to bring forward the next follow-up report to December
2022 from the previous due date (April 2024), in order for the remaining issues under R.23 to
be analysed and discussed in the light of the new interpretation.

Agenda item 18 - MONEYVAL typologies — Revised Concept Note for the Project on
cryptocurrencies

91

92.

. The Chair provided an update to the Plenary regarding the typologies project adopted in
December 2022. The Secretariat informed the Plenary that the Russian Federation can no
longer lead this project, due to its cessation of membership in CoE. Consequently, the Isle
of Man has volunteered to take over and also expand the scope of the project, appointing
Mr. David Baker from the Financial Intelligence Unit (FIU) as project leader. The concept
note was revised to cover more broadly the potential misuse of different Virtual Assets (VA)
and Virtual Asset Service Providers (VASP) for money laundering in MONEYVAL states and
territories. The Project Team was informed about the revised concept note and endorsed it.
The Plenary was invited to endorse at its turn the revised concept note.

The Project Leader presented an overview of the revised concept note emphasising the
typology project aiming to analyse the use of virtual assets in criminal activity in the
MONEYVAL region. More particularly, the study aims at determining the types of VA, VASPs
and platforms used by criminals to launder proceeds of crime, including exchange offices,
aggregators, and other cryptocurrency platforms (such as e-gaming, sports betting and
NFTs). The report will analyse data obtained from MONEYVAL member states across
multiple issues, primarily on the following topics: (i) how member states have regulated this
type of activity; (ii) whether LEAs have adequate powers and tools to investigate and impose
adequate measures on VASPs; (iii) the types of VASPs used in the financial support to
criminal activity; (iv) case examples of investigations describing schemes including virtual
asset elements. The information will be gathered in the form of a questionnaire mainly divided
into (i) risk areas (existence of laws and types of key provisions in different jurisdictions,
types of VASP platforms operating and how they comply with AML/CFT rules) and (i)
operational challenges. Given the fast-moving nature of this topic, the project timeframe is
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93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

ambitious with questionnaires to be submitted and returned in preparation for a draft report
by the next Plenary in December 2022, with the aim to finalize the report in April 2023.

The Chair opened the floor to delegations and highlighted the timeliness and importance of
this initiative for the global AML/CFT network, which was also reflected in the 2021
MONEYVAL Annual Report.

The FATF Secretariat informed the Plenary that the concept note was shared with the Virtual

Assets Contact Group (VACG). The FATF Secretariat also highlighted the existence of on-
going initiatives within the FATF in many of the areas identified in the concept note, including
investigations using VA. In this regard, the FATF Secretariat also suggested a
communication and coordination workstream between the Project Team and the VACG,
given the existing synergies and informed the Plenary about a future report by the VACG
that will touch upon the emerging risks of NFTs and other market developments.

Gibraltar intervened to express their full support to the project and the willingness to dedicate

resources to the project team both from their FIU and their VASP regulator. The Slovak
Republic took the floor to thank the Isle of Man for voluntarily taking over this important
project and other delegations for their support.

The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary of the existence of an expression of interest
within the Council of Europe, notably mentioning the involvement of the Cybercrime team
and the Manipulation of Sports Competitions team.

The Plenary adopted the revised concept note and the timeframe for the realisation of the
project.

Agenda item 19 — Update on FATF workstreams and engagement

98

99.

10

101.

. The Plenary heard a presentation from the FATF Secretariat on their workstreams and
engagement. The FATF Secretariat acknowledged the MONEYVAL active contribution to
their mutual evaluations, typologies and policy development work, notably citing the
participation of Azerbaijan and Liechtenstein in the Strategic Vision for the Global Network,
Ukraine’s participation in the Digital Transformation initiative, Jersey’s involvement in the
revision of Recommendation 24 and the Slovak Republic’s contribution on the real estate
guidance.

The FATF Secretariat presented the Strategic Review that has been conducted between
June 2019 and February 2022. The Plenary was informed that the revision of FATF
procedures for the next round will impact the Universal Procedures as well as MONEYVAL
procedures.

0. The Plenary heard an update on the general framework decisions made (i) on dates and
cycles — the FATF decided to have a shorter cycle for evaluations, limited to a six-year round,
with flexibility for FSRBs to go up to seven years; (ii) the provisional start date of the next
round being around October 2025, with some flexibility for FSRBs to have the option to
discuss the first MER at the latest in December 2026, (iii) the importance of maintaining high
guality reports was reiterated. Moreover, the general intention for the next cycle is to keep a
degree of alignment between FATF and all FSRBs cycles starting in 2025-2026 and ending
towards 2032-2033.

The results of the Report on the State of Effectiveness and Compliance with the FATF
Standards for both the FATF and FSRBs showed significant variations in terms of results
achieved. For instance, stronger results were noted on 10.2, whereas for 10.3 and 10.4 the
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overall results were generally weaker. In terms of technical compliance, results were overall
improving.

102. With regards to the main methodological changes, the FATF Secretariat mentioned most
notably (i) additional language in relation to the risk and context aimed to ensure a greater
and earlier focus by the AT; (ii) all proliferation financing issues being now dealt with under
10.11 in terms of effectiveness; (iii) a clearer process on supranational issues; (iv) the
decision to divide Recommendations in two-three key recommended actions which can be
also made for contextual issues and other recommended actions. In relation to the
effectiveness assessment, (i) the risk element is incorporated in virtually every 10O, (ii) an
impact analysis of international cooperation will be required under 10.2 as opposed to only
assessing the existence of process in place, (iii) major changes in order to focus on the
financial sector and VASPs under 10.3 and on DNFBPs under 10.4, (iv) consistently with
10.1, under 10.5 the requirement to identify, assess and understand risks is explicitly spelled
out for both legal persons and legal arrangements, with the first core issue being deleted; (v)
changes have been also noted in relation to 10.6, while under 10.7 and 10.9 only minor
changes were announced; (vi) an agreement on the revised text under 0.8 has not yet been
reached; (vii) under 10.10 major changes were noted, particularly in adding the without delay
element explicitly, adding a new second core issue focusing also on the effectiveness
assessment of the identification and freezing of terrorist funds, with the preventing measures
and supervision moved from 10.3 and 10.4 to 10.10.

103. The FATF Secretariat informed the Plenary about the procedural changes, the whole
process being aimed to take slightly longer, around 15 months, with an earlier focus on the
risk and context. One month before the on-site visit, the AT would do an outline of the initial
findings, key issues and potential recommended actions, in order for the process to become
more interactive at an earlier stage. The on-site visits would also be slightly longer, around
13-16 working days.

104. The Chair thanked the FATF Secretariat for the comprehensive presentation and asked
whether any decision was made on the thematic evaluations issue, to which the response
was negative. Guernsey requested additional clarification in relation to the revised 10.2
specifically on whether there was an intention to make the information request from other
countries more targeted. The FATF Secretariat responded that given the difficulty in getting
to the realities of international cooperation, in addition to the existent questionnaire, the AT
will have the responsibility of identifying the main cooperating countries and conduct bilateral
discussions, provided that the assessed country is kept informed both on the outcomes of
discussions. Jersey requested clarification from the MONEYVAL Chair linked to future
discussions relating to the sequencing process and considered factors.

105. The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary that a concept paper on the preparation of
the next round will be issued by December 2022, taking into account a number of issues for
discussion, notably (i) a proposal on the sequencing process inspired, but not limited to, the
FATF approach; (ii) the weighting of the issue of involvement in the ICRG process; (iii) a pre-
analysis of the resourcing issue given the more condensed nature of the cycle having
repercussions on member states but also on the Secretariat; (iv) the starting date for the next
round. The Committee of Ministers sets benchmarks for all monitoring bodies in terms of the
number of mutual evaluations expected yearly, closely linked to the question of budgeting.

106. The FATF Secretariat addressed the information request of Jersey on the factors
considered for the sequencing process, notably building in a more risk-based approach and
focusing more on the materiality of the jurisdiction.
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107. The EC expressed appreciation to the MONEYVAL Secretariat in respect to its
contribution on a specific project co-lead with the New Zealand on Recommendation 25,
thanked Malta for sharing their experience on the beneficial owners register of trusts and
Jersey for their contribution.

108. The Chair invited the MONEYVAL delegations to join the FATF workstreams and working
groups.

Agenda item 20 — FATF Training programmes and initiatives

109. The Plenary heard a presentation from the FATF Secretariat on the FATF Academy e-
learning platform and the available courses, most notably the Introductory Course of the
FATF Standards, the Counterproliferation Financing course, as well as the VA and VASP
course. The Plenary was informed about the upcoming e-learning course on TF TFS.

110. Other training initiatives were brought to the attention of delegations, namely the “Train
the trainer” initiative (first meeting held in December 2021 with 40 attendees), the Joint
Assessors Training, with the latest addition to the training agenda being the ICRG jurisdiction
preparation training aimed at helping countries familiarize with the process and providing
guidance as to how to demonstrate improvements in their AML/CFT system.

111. The FATF Secretariat invited delegations to contribute to the training initiatives notably in
terms of hosting training events, make assessors available, and also contribute to the
translation of already available e-courses.

112. The FATF Secretariat agreed to make the presentation available and mentioned three
potential upcoming assessors training events in July in Cameroon, in September in Kuwait
and in December in Washington. With regard to the next round, for joint assessors training
events and relevant materials, the decision is still pending.

113. Three delegations took the floor to thank the FATF Secretariat for the presentation and
ask additional questions (Albania, Cyprus, the EC).

114. The Deputy Executive Secretary intervened to request a clarification in relation to future
developments on the content, structure and delivery of country trainings, which have been
revised by the MONEYVAL Secretariat over the last year. He informed the Plenary about the
initiative to get country engagement before the training in order to form a preliminary view
contextually risk-wise which might be relevant for the adjusting the delivery of the country
training. He noted that for many participants this was often the first exposure to FATF
Standards. In this regard, the FATF Secretariat advised that for the next country training,
participants should be encouraged to sign up ahead for at least the first module of the FATF
Academy e-learning platform.

Agenda item 21 — Presentation by the Council of Europe Economic Crime and
Cooperation Division on technical cooperation projects and initiatives in the field of
AML/CFT

115. The Plenary heard a presentation from the Council of Europe Economic Crime
Cooperation Division (ECCD) on their main projects and initiatives, notably the provision of
technical support and cooperation both to member and non-member states of the CoE in
enhancing their systems against corruption, ML and TF. To date, the ECCD has implemented
technical assistance and had interventions in over 35 jurisdictions. Among the key pillars of
the ECCD work, there is the (i) implementation of monitoring recommendations mainly issued
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by MONEYVAL, FATF and other FSRBs, (ii) the fight against ML/TF, (iii) development of FIU
capacity, (iv) beneficial ownership transparency. Moreover, the ECCD partnered with the EC
in the provision of technical support and reviewing the effectiveness of implementation of
selected provisions of the 4" AML Directive 2015/849, currently supporting eight EU member
states in this regard. The review is conducted on a dedicated methodology developed
specifically for this purpose. With regard to instruments developed by the ECCD, the national
risk assessment methodology is the third worldwide, along with those of the World Bank and
IMF. At a sectoral level, there are specific methodologies on topics such as VASPs, TF,
NPOs and PF. The ECCD mentioned that although the VASP methodology was developed
in 2021 and has already been applied in several jurisdictions, the current typologies
conducted by MONEYVAL in these areas will be considered in strengthening the
methodology further.

116. The Chair thanked ECCD for the presentation and the EC for the additional elements
provided. The Chair requested clarification on the specific issue of the coverage of regional
NPO and TF risk assessments. The ECCD responded that the risk assessments focused on
the Western Balkans region and Turkey without covering the entire region. The ECCD added
that the exercise allowed to identify trends with regards to the participating jurisdictions at a
regional level. The ECCD further added that the regional approach consisted in more than
focusing on the aggregation of different risk factors from national risk assessments, placing
the main focus on risk factors with wider repercussions that simultaneously affect a number
of jurisdictions at a regional level. The report being finalised, the findings cannot be shared
at this stage, but there will possibly be some publicly available overview of the overall efforts
in this regard.

Agenda item 22 — Adoption of timelines for the written procedure of follow-up reports for
the 64th Plenary

117. The timeline for the written procedure had been approved on the 63™ Plenary and no
modifications were necessary. Based on previous discussions held during the first day of the
Plenary, the appointment of rapporteur teams will be conducted in an alphabetical order. The
Secretariat informed the Plenary that for the five upcoming FURs, a new approach will be
adopted to amount to an equivalent workload split between rapporteurs, while the
submission of information process has been simplified, with a dedicated workspace for every
country. Starting from the 1st of June, instructions will be sent to rapporteurs.

118. The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary, that as per the decision taken on the first
day of the Plenary, any special circumstances preventing a country from taking part as
rapporteurs would need to be communicated directly and discussed within the Bureau in
order to identify the next substitute as per the alphabetical order.

119. The Executive Secretary informed the Plenary of upcoming activities, notably the next
MONEYVAL Plenary meeting being held on the week of the 5" December 2022 and the COP
Plenary meeting being held on the week of the 14" of November 2022, where the horizontal
thematic review report on asset management as per Article 6 of the Warsaw Convention will
be adopted, as well as number of other interesting topics among which a new interpretative
note on corporate liability and compliance programs. The Executive Secretary added that
the engagement between MONEYVAL and COP continues at a very good pace. Moreovetr,
the Plenary was informed about the possible removal of virtual participation, provided that
the situation will allow to revert back to the fully physical format.
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Appendix |
MONEYVAL-PLEN63(2022)0J1-revl

AGENDA / ORDRE DU JOUR

62" PLENARY AND WORKING GROUP MEETING / 62° SESSION PLENIERE ET
REUNION DU GROUPE DE TRAVAIL

Palais de I’Europe and Videoconference / visioconférence

[ Day 1: Wednesday 18 May 2022 / 1" jour : mercredi 18 mai 2022

1. Opening of the Plenary Meeting at 9.00 a.m. / Ouverture de la réunion pléniére & 9h00

e Jan Kleijssen, Director of the Information Society and Action against Crime Directorate of the
Council of Europe / Jan Kleijssen, Directeur, Direction de la société de l'information et de la lutte
contre la criminalité du Conseil de I'Europe

2. Adoption of the Agenda / Adoption de 'ordre du jour

3. Information from the Chair / Informations communiquées par la Présidente
e Chair’s correspondence / Courrier de la Présidente

4. Information from the Secretariat / Informations communiquées par le Secrétariat
5. Strategic vision for the Global Network / Vision stratégique pour le Réseau mondial

6. Discussion on the draft 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report of Bulgaria / Discussion sur le projet
de rapport d’évaluation mutuelle de 5°™ cycle de la Bulgarie

Afternoon 2.00 p.m. —=5.30 p.m. / aprés-midi 14h00 — 17h30

7. Continuation of the discussion on the draft 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report of Bulgaria /
Suite de la discussion sur le projet de rapport d’évaluation mutuelle de 5¢™e cycle de la Bulgarie

8. Integrated table of follow-up reporting / Tableau intégré des rapports de suivi

9. Fifth round follow-up: fifth follow-up report of Hungary / Suivi au titre du cinquiéme cycle :
cinquiéme rapport de suivi de la Hongrie

Day 2: Thursday 19 May 2022 / 2°™ jour : jeudi 19 mai 2022 ]

Morning 9.00 a.m. — 12.30 / matin 9h00 — 12h30

10. Discussion on the draft 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report of Liechtenstein / Discussion sur le
projet de rapport d’évaluation mutuelle de 5° cycle du Liechtenstein
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Afternoon 2.00 p.m. —5.30 p.m. / aprés-midi 14h00 — 17h30

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Continuation of the discussion on the draft 5" round Mutual Evaluation Report of Liechtenstein
/ Suite de la discussion sur le projet de rapport d’évaluation mutuelle de 5 cycle du Liechtenstein

The role of the financial sector to end human trafficking and forced labor — presentation by
Daniel Thelesklaf, UN University / Le rble du secteur financier pour mettre fin a la traite des étres
humains et au travail forcé - présentation par Daniel Thelesklaf, Université de 'ONU

Fifth round follow-up: third follow-up report of Albania/ Suivi au titre du cinquiéme cycle : troisiéme
rapport de suivi de I'Albanie

Comparative ratings analysis of MONEYVAL mutual evaluations vis-a-vis the FATF and other
FSRBs / Analyse comparative des évaluations mutuelles de MONEYVAL vis-a-vis du GAFI et d'autres
ORTG

e Presentation by the MONEYVAL Secretariat / présentation par le secrétariat de MONEYVAL

Closed session : update on the observer application of the Islamic Development Bank / Session
a huis clos : mise a jour sur la demande d'adhésion en tant qu'observateur de la Banque Islamique de
développement

[

Day 3: Friday 20 May 2022 / 3°™ jour : vendredi 20 mai 2022

Morning 9.00 a.m. — 12.30 / matin 9h00 — 12h30

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Fifth round follow-up: fourth follow-up report of Slovenia / Suivi au titre du cinquiéme cycle :
guatrieme rapport de suivi de la Slovénie

Fifth round follow-up: first follow-up report of the Republic of Moldova/ Suivi au titre du cinquiéme
cycle : premier rapport de suivi de la République de Moldova

Follow-up process for the Isle of Man on Recommendation 23 / Processus de suivi de I'lle de Man
concernant la recommandation 23

MONEYVAL typologies / Point sur les typologies de MONEYVAL
e Revised Concept Note for the Project on cryptocurrencies / Note conceptuelle révisée pour le
projet sur les crypto-monnaies

Update on FATF workstreams and engagement / Point sur les travaux et I'engagement du GAFI

FATF Training programmes and initiatives / Initiatives et programmes de formation du GAFI
e Presentation by the Training Unit of the FATF Secretariat / Présentation par 'unité des formations
du secrétariat du GAFI

Afternoon 2.00 p.m. —5.30 p.m. / aprés-midi 14h00 — 17h30

22.

23.

Presentation by the Council of Europe Economic Crime and Cooperation Division on technical
cooperation projects and initiatives in the field of AML/CFT / Présentation par la Division de la
criminalité économique et de la coopération du Conseil de I'Europe sur les projets et initiatives de
coopération technique dans le domaine de la LBC/FT

Horizontal issues of MONEYVAL evaluations: supervision in the context of IO 10 and 11 in light
of FATF Methodology revisions / Questions horizontales des évaluations de MONEYVAL :
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supervision dans le contexte des RI 10 et 11 a la lumiére des révisions de la méthodologie du GAFI
e Presentation by the MONEYVAL Secretariat / Présentation par le secrétariat de MONEYVAL

24. Miscellaneous / Divers

e Adoption of timelines for the written procedure of follow-up reports for the 64" Plenary /
Adoption de calendriers pour la procédure écrite des rapports de suivi pour la 64eme pléniére
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Appendix Il

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS/
LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS

Evaluated States and Jurisdictions / Etats et juridictions evalués

ALBANIA / ALBANIE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Elvis KOCI

HEAD OF DELEGATION

FIU General Director, General Directorate for the Prevention of Money Laundering
Albanian Financial Intelligence Unit, Ministry of Finance

Blv. "Déshmorét e Kombit" nr. 3, TIRANA, Albania

Tel: +355 4 224 4602 Mobile: +355 68 20 96 012

ekoci@fint.gov.al

VIRTUAL:

Ms Entila JASHARI (Zyba)

Director of Legal and Foreign Relations Directorate
Tel: +355682096012

ejashari@fint.gov.al

ANDORRA / ANDORRE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Ricardo CORNEJO
AML/CFT Supervisor/UIFAND
Tel: (+376) 615956
rm_cornejo@govern.ad

VIRTUAL:

Mr Gerard PRAST CLAVERO
Supervisory Analyst, UFIAND
Tel: +376 806 730

gerard prast@govern.ad

Ms Isabel VILLANUEVA
Legal Division/UIFAND

Tel: (+376) 806730

Isabel villanueva@govern.ad

ARMENIA / ARMENIE
PHYSICAL:

Mr Aram KIRAKOSSIAN
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HEAD OF DELEGATION

Acting Head, International Relations Division,
Financial Monitoring Center, Central Bank of Armenia
Tel: +374 10 592575 or +374 99770125
aram.kirakosyan@fmc.am

Ms Zaruhi AVAKIMYAN
EVALUATOR FOR LIECHTENSTEIN
Analyst, Analysis Division

Financial Monitoring Centre, Armenia
badalyanzaruhi@yahoo.com

Ms Zaruhi BADALYAN

EVALUATOR FOR BULGARIA

Methodologist and Legal advisor

Legal Compliance Division, Financial Monitoring Centre, Central Bank of Armenia
Cell: +37477033002

+37410592573

zaruhi.badalyan@fmc.am

VIRTUAL:

Ms Astghik KARAMANUKYAN

Vice-Chair of the MONEYVAL

Deputy Head of the Financial Monitoring Centre, Central Bank of Armenia
6 V. Sargsyan Street, YEREVAN 0010, Armenia

Tel: +374 10 592 934

astghik.karamanukyan@fmc.am

AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAIDJAN

PHYSICAL:

Mr Azer ABBASOV

Director of Legal Department, Financial Monitoring Service

40 Bul-Bul Avenue, AZ 1014 BAKU, Azerbaijan

Mobile: +994552088089 Tel: +99412 5981946 ext211  Fax +994124930388
azer.abbasov@fiu.az

VIRTUAL:

Mr Samad SAMADOV

Senior Officer

State Security Service of the Republic of Azerbaijan
Mobile: +994506464610

samadov@gmail.com

Tarlan Karimov
Prosecutor, Department for the Coordination of Special Confiscation Issues, Prosecutor General’s Office
of the Republic of Azerbaijan
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Tel: 4994 51 9713174
tarlan.karimov@prosecutor.gov.az

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Nezir PIVIC

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Deputy Minister of Justice of Bosnia and Herzegovina
Tel: +387 61 487 689

nezir.pivic@mpr.gov.ba

Mr Edin JAHIC

Chief of the Section for Combating Organized Crime and Corruption Ministry of Security of Bosnia
and Herzegovina/ Member of Bosnia and Herzegovina MONEYVAL Delegation

+387 61 491 648

edin.jahic@msb.gov.ba

VIRTUAL:

Rajko CUK

Head of Department for Financial Investigation and fight against Money Laundering

Ministry of Interior of Republic of Srpska Banja Luka, BiH /Member of Bosnia and Herzegovina
MONEYVAL Delegation

Tel: +387 51 334 374 / Fax: +387 51 334 381 Mobile: +387 65 785 799
rajko.cuk@mup.vladars.net

Muamer AHMETSPAHIC

Directorate of Finance of the Brcko District of Bosnia and Herzegovina./
Member of Bosnia and Herzegovina MONEYVAL Delegation
muamer.ahmetspahic@dr.bdcentral.net

BULGARIA / BULGARIE

PHYSICAL:

Mrs Cvetelina Annanieva STOYANOVA
HEAD OF DELEGATION

Director of FID-SANS

Cherni Vrah Blvd 45, 1407 SOFIA, Bulgaria
Tel. +359 2 814 7951 Fax: +359 2 814 7889

fid@dans.bq;

Mrs. Raina SLAVCHOVA HRISTOVA-IANEVA
Deputy-Director of FID-SANS

fid@dans.bg

Mr. Yordan TRENDAFILOV
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Head of unit in FID-SANS
fid@dans.bqg;

Mrs. Rositsa PETKOVA
Head of Department in the Ministry of Finance
r.k.petkova@minfin.bg

Mrs. Snezhanka KOLEVA
State expert in the Ministry of Finance
s.koleva@minfin.bg;

Mr. Ognyan MITEV

Head of Team, AML/CFT Unit for Specific Supervision Activities Directorate in the Bulgarian
National Bank

mitev.o@bnbank.org;

Mrs. Daniela STOILOVA
Chief banking supervision inspector in the Bulgarian National Bank,
Stoilova.D@bnbank.org;

Mr. Stefan SAVOV
Head of Department in the Financial Supervision Commission
savov_s@fsc.bg;

Mrs. Yuliya KIUCHUKOVA
Chief expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
Y.Kiuchukova@fsc.bg;

Mrs. Yoana STOYANOVA
Senior expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
stoyanova_y@fsc.bq;

VIRTUAL:

Mrs. Svetlana DIMITROVA
Prosecutor, representative of the Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of Bulgaria:
sdimitrova@prb.bg;

Mrs. Vanya ILIEVA
Prosecutor, representative of the Prosecutor’s Office of the Republic of Bulgaria

vilieva@prb.bg;

Mrs. Neli MUTAFCHIEVA
Expert in a specialized directorate in the State Agency for National Security
neli.mutafchieva@dans.bg;

Mrs. Irena BORISOVA
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State expert in the International Legal Cooperation and European Affairs Directorate, Ministry of
Justice
irena.borisova@justice.government.bg;

Mrs. Tea PENEVA

Senior expert in the International Legal Cooperation and European Affairs Directorate, Ministry of
Justice

t peneva@justice.government.bg;

Mr. Petar TSANKOV
State expert in the National Revenue Agency
p.cankov@nra.bqg;

Mrs. Mariana KOLAROVA
Inspector in the Combating Organized Crime Chief Directorate, Ministry of Interior
MLGeorgieva@mvr.bg;

Mr. Aleksandar KOSTOV
Head of Division in the Bulgarian National Bank
kostov.a@bnbank.org;

Mrs. Silviya GEORGIEVA
Chief expert in the Bulgarian National Bank
georgieva.s@bnbank.org;

Mr. Dimitar ZIMBILEV
Chief expert in the Financial Supervision Commission,
zimbilev_d@fsc.bq;

Mrs. Valentina STEFANOVA
Chief expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
stefanova_v@fsc.bg;

Mr. Tsvetozar GENCHEV
Senior expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
genchev ts@fsc.bg;

Mrs. Polina VAKLEVA-VATSOVA
Senior expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
vakleva_p@fsc.bg;

Mr. Ivan LAZAROV
Chief expert in the Financial Supervision Commission
lazarov_i@fsc.bg;

Mrs. Svetoslava APOSTOLOVA

Director of the Corruption Prevention Directorate, Commission for Combating Corruption and
Confiscation of lllegally Acquired Property

s.apostolova@caciaf.bg;
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Mr. Ivan GENDOV

Chief expert in the Commission for Combating Corruption and Confiscation of lllegally Acquired
Property

i.gendov@caciaf.bqg;

Mrs. Viktoriya KABAKCHIEVA
Junior expert in the Commission for Combating Corruption and Confiscation of lllegally Acquired
Property;

Mrs. Cecka DOCHEVA
Head of Department, Customs Agency
Cecka.Docheva@customs.bq;

Mrs. Veronika YANKOVA
Chief expert in the Customs Agency
Veronika.Yankova@customs.bq;

Mrs. Elena DIMITROVA
Registration officer in the Registry Agency
elena.ivanova@registryagency.bq;

Mrs. Stanislava SHARBANOVA
registration officer in the Registry Agency
s.sharbanova@registryagency.bg;

Mrs. Evgenia SAPATUPOVA
registration officer in the Registry Agency
evgenia.sapatupova@reqistryagency.bq;

Mrs. Bianka GEORGIEVA
Head of Department in the Registry Agency
bianka.trifonova@registryagency.bq;

Mrs. Gergana BACHEVA-NINOVA
Chief expert in the Registry Agency
gergana.ninova@regqistryagency.bg

CROATIA / CROATIE

PHYSICAL:

Ms Marcela KIR

Chief Advisor - Expert Supervision and Oversight Area
Croatian National Bank

Tel: + 385 98 328 760

marcela.kir@hnb.hr

VIRTUAL:
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Ms Antonija DUVNJAK

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Head of Department for Interinstitutional and International Cooperation
Anti-Money Laundering Office, Ministry of Finance

Ulica grada Vukovara 72, 10000 ZAGREB, Croatia

Tel: + 385 1 6345-450 or +38599 5332890 Fax: + 385 1 6345-452
antonija.duvnjak@mfin.hr

Danka HRZINA

Deputy Municipal State Attorney in Zagreb, seconded to the State Attorney's Office of the
Republic of Croatia

Tel:+385 91 302 6645

Danka.Hrzina@dorh.hr

CYPRUS / CHYPRE

PHYSICAL:

Ms Elena PANAYIOTOU

Head, E.U. & International Relations Office

and Coordination Office of E.U Representations

European Union and International Police Cooperation Directorate
Cyprus Police Headquarters

Tel : +35799375067

elpanayiotou@police.gov.cy

VIRTUAL:

Mrs Eva ROSSIDOU-PAPAKYRIACOU

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Attorney of the Repubilic,

Head of the FIU — Unit for Combating Money Laundering (MOKAS)
Tel: +35799436569

mokas@mokas.law.gov.cy

Mr Marios NEOPTOLEMOU

Assistant Director AML/CFT,

Financial Conduct and Supervision of Investment Services Department
Central Bank of Cyprus

Tel: +35799205427

mariosneoptolemou@centralbank.cy

CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

VIRTUAL:

Mr Matéj BEJDAK

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Lawyer, Financial Analytical Office

P.0O.Box 675, Jindfisska 14, 111 21 PRAHA 1
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Tel.: (+420) 257 041 606 or 420 733287400
matej.bejdak@fau.mfcr.cz

Ms Jana EBERLE RUZAROVSKA
Legal Expert, Czech National Bank
Tel: +420 775 420 054
jana.eberle-ruzarovska@cnb.cz

ESTONIA / ESTONIE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Matis MAEKER
Head of FIU

Financial Supervision Authority, TALLINN, Estonia
matis.maeker@fiu.ee

Ms Laura AUS

EVALUATOR OF LIECHTENSTEIN

Lawyer, Anti Money Laundering Supervision Department,
Finantsinspektsioon, Estonia

laura.aus@fi.ee

VIRTUAL:

Ms Soren MEIUS

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Advisor to the Ministry of Finance

Suur Amerika 1, 10122 TALLINN, Estonia
soren.meius@fin.ee

Ms Markko KUNNAPU

Advisor of the Ministry of Justice
Tel: +3725583275
markko.kynnapu@just.ee

GEORGIA / GEORGIE

PHYSICAL:

Ms Mariam BEZHUASHVILI

Head of Methodology, International Cooperation and Legal Department
Financial Monitoring Service of Georgia

Tel: +995555437189

mbezhuashvili@fms.gov.ge

Mr Irakli KALANDADZE

EVALUATOR OF LIECHTENSTEIN

Head of Money Laundering,

Inspection and Supervision Department National Bank of Georgia
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irakli.kalandadze@nbg.gov.ge

VIRTUAL:

Ms Tamta KLIBADZE

Head of Secondary Unit of Legal and International Cooperation
Department of the Financial Monitoring Service, FIU of Georgia
Tel: 4995593133442

tklibadze@fms.gov.ge

Valerian KHASASHVILI

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Head of Financial Monitoring Service of Georgia
Tel: +995577492010

vkhasashvili@fms.gov.ge

GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Uwe WIXFORTH
Senior Policy Advisor
Tel: +49 176 43687060
(+43-1) 711 54 182

uwe wixforth@yahoo.de

VIRTUAL:

Mr Fabian RIEGER

Policy Advisor

Tel: +49 3018 682 4228 Mobile: +49 (0)151 11429557
Fabian.Rieger@bmf.bund.de

HOLY SEE (including the Vatican City State) /
SAINT SIEGE (y compris I’Etat de la Cité du Vatican)

PHYSICAL:

Mr. Giuseppe SCHLITZER

Director, Supervisory and Financial Information Authority
Tel:(+39) 3346762409

g.schlitzer@asif.va

VIRTUAL:

Mr Carmelo BARBAGALLO

HEAD OF DELEGATION

President of Supervisory and Financial Information Authority (ASIF)
Palazzo San Carlo, 00120 Citta del Vaticano

Tel (+39) 3666281566

c.barbagallo@asif.va
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Dr Federico ANTELLINI RUSSO

Deputy Director, Financial Information Authority
Vatican City State

Tel +39 3351635662

f.antellinirusso@asif.va

Msg Carlos Fernando DIAZ PANIAGUA
Senior Official of the Secretariat of State
Section for Relations with States

Tel +39 339 2852974

c.diaz@sds.va

Mr Roberto ZANNOTTI
Adjunt Promoter of Justice
robertozannotti@virgilio.it

Mr Fabio VAGNONI
Head of ECO-FIN Section, Corps of the Gendarmerie
f.vagnoni@gendarmeria.va

Ms Anita TITOMANLIO

Head of Regulation and Legal Affairs Unit,
Supervisory and Financial Information Authority
a.titomanlio@asif.va

Ms Diana ROCCO
Head of Financial Intelligence Unit,
Supervisory and Financial Information Authority

d.rocco@asif.va

HUNGARY / HONGRIE

PHYSICAL:

Mrs Zséfia PAPP

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Senior Expert, AML/CFT Legislation Unit Department for International Finance
Ministry of Finance, Jozsef nador ter 2-4, H — 1051 BUDAPEST, Hungary
Mobile +36 70 658 2073

zsofia.papp@pm.gov.hu

Mr Lajos KORONA

EVALUATOR FOR BULGARIA

Public Prosecutor, Acting Head of Division, Metropolitan Prosecutor’s Office, Akademia u.13,
1881 Budapest, Hungary

Tel : +36 1 472 4046

korona.lajos@mku.hu

VIRTUAL:
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Mr Gabor SIMONKA

Head of the Hungarian Financial Intelligence Unit

National Tax and Customs Administration, Central Office
Huszti Gt 42, Postbox 307, H — 1033 BUDAPEST, Hungary
Mobile +36 30 516 7061

simonka.gabor@nav.gov.hu

Mr Bertalan VAJDA

Head of AML/CFT Supervision Department
Central Bank of Hungary

Mobile +36 20 452 4677

vajdab@mnb.hu

ISRAEL / ISRAEL

PHYSICAL:

Ms Karen BAR-SHALOM

International Department

Israel Money Laundering and Terror Financing Prohibition Authority
Tel: 972-50-706-1436

KarenBS@justice.gov.il

VIRTUAL:

Mr Elad WIEDER

Head of the International Department

Israel Money Laundering and Terror Financing Prohibition Authority (IMPA)
Tel +972-54-4848-296

EladW@justice.gov.il

Ms Mira ATIAS

International Department

Israel Money Laundering and Terror Financing Prohibition Authority
Tel : +972-50-4020810

MiraAT @justice.gov.il

LATVIA / LETTONIE

PHYSICAL:

Ms lize ZNOTINA

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Head of FIU Latvia, Financial Intelligence Unit
Kalpaka bulvari, RIGA, LV-1801, Latvia

Mob: +371 20033373

lize.Znotina@fid.gov.lv

Mr Toms PLATACIS
EVALUATOR FOR BULGARIA
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Head of Strategic Analysis Division
Financial Intelligence Unit of Latvia
Mukusalas street 29-28, 1004 Riga
+37128458112,

+37167969492
Toms.platacis@fid.gov.lv
Toms.platacis@gmail.com

VIRTUAL:

Ms Dina SPULE

Senior Risk Analyst,

Strategic Analysis Division, FIU Latvia
Tel: +371 26446689
dina.spule@fid.gov.lv

Ms Dina BUSE

Deputy Director, Financial Market Policy Department,
Ministry of Finance

Tel: + 371 25627348

dina.buse@fm.gov.lv

LIECHTENSTEIN

PHYSICAL:

Ms Anne-Sophie CONSTANS-LAMPERT

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Senior Legal Advisor ot the Prime Minister

Ministry for General Government Affairs and Finance

Regierungsgebéaude, Peter Kaiser Platz 1, Postfach 684, 9490 VADUZ, Liechtenstein
Tel: +423 236 60 88 or +423 799 60 88

Anne-Sophie.Constans@regierung.li

Mr Bernhard CANETE (Fiscal Authority)

Mr Philipp ROSER (FMA)

Mr Thomas FUREDER (FMA)

Mr Albert KAUFMANN (Office of Justice)

Mr Petra MULLER (Office of Justice)

Mr Frank HAUN (Office of the Public Prosecutor)
Michael SCHOB (FIU)

Mr Amar SALIHODZIC (FIU)

Mr Andreas SCHADLER (National Police)

Mr Michael JEHLE (Court of Justice)
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LITHUANIA / LITUANIE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Edmundas JANKUNAS

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Head of Money Laundering Prevention Board of the Financial Crime Investigation Service under
the Ministry of Interior (Lithuania FIU)

Sermuksniu Street 3, LT-01106 VILNIUS

Tel. +37061670977

edmundas.jankunas@fntt.|t

VIRTUAL :

Ms Reda STANYTE

Senior Specialist of Money Laundering Prevention Unit,
Supervision Service, Bank of Lithuania

Gedimino pr 6, LT-01103 VILNIUS

Tel: +37069117762

rstanyte@Ib.It

MALTA / MALTE

VIRTUAL :

Mr Alfred CAMILLERI

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Permanent Secretary for the Ministry of Finance & Employment and the Chairman of the NCC
Tel : +35625998210

alfred.camilleri@gov.mt

Mr Kenneth Farrugia

Director, FIAU

Tel: (+356) 2123 1333
kenneth.farrugia@fiaumalta.org

MONACO

PHYSICAL:

Mme Jennifer PALPACUER
Chef de Section

Tel: 06.68.82.84.90
jpalpacuer@gouv.mc

VIRTUAL :

Jean-Marc GUALANDI
SICCFIN

Conseiller Technique

Péle Juridique et International
jgualand@gouv.mc
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06.81.19.20.71

Marie-Laure DUSSART

Direction des Services Judiciaires
Chef de division
mdussart@justice.mc
06.72.97.13.00

Laurent TOURNIER

Direction de la Sdreté Publique

Commandant Principal de Police

Adjoint au Chef de la Division de Police Judiciaire
[tournier@gouv.mc

+ 377.93.15.32.32

Léna NEUILLY

Direction du Budget et du Trésor
Rédacteur Principal
Ineuilly@gouv.mc

+ 377.98.98.92.71

Germain MALENFANT

Direction de 'Expansion Economique
Rédacteur

gmalenfant@gouv.mc

+ 377.98.98.88.55

M. Louis DANTY
SICCFIN

Chargé de Mission
Pole Supervision
Tel : 06.18.56.09.00
Idanty@gouv.mc

MONTENEGRO

PHYSICAL:

Ms Danijela MILICEVIC

Chief of Division for International Financial Intelligence Cooperation
Financial Intelligence Unit -Police Directorate Montenegro

Tel: +382 67 602 260

danijela.milicevic@foj.gov.me

VIRTUAL:

Ms Gordana Kalezic

Director of the Directorate for Supervision in the area of Prevention of Money Laundering and
Terrorist Financing and Protection of Financial Services Consumers

Central Bank of Montenegro
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Tel: +382 67 810 681
gordana.kalezic@cbcg.me

Ms Helga Dakic Acevska

Senior Police Advisor

Financial Intelligence Unit -Police Directorate Montenegro
Tel: +382 67 805 667

helga.dakic@foj.gov.me

NORTH MACEDONIA / MACEDOINE DU NORD

PHYSICAL:

Mr Blazho TRENDAFILOV

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Director, Financial Intelligence Office
St. Guro Strugar No.5, 1000 SKOPJE
Tel: 00 389 76 445 312
btr@ufr.gov.mk

VIRTUAL:

Mr Goce TRAJKOVSKI
Supervisor, National Bank
Tel: 00 389 70 373 606
trajkovskig@nbrm.mk

Mr Aleksandar VUJIKJ

Advisor, Financial Intelligence Office
Tel: +389 70 242 247
avu@ufr.qgov.mk

POLAND / POLOGNE

PHYSICAL:

Mrs Elzbieta FRANKOW-JASKIEWICZ

CHAIR OF MONEYVAL / PRESIDENTE DE MONEYVAL

Department of Financial information, Ministry of Finance

Swietokrzyska Str.12, 00-916 WARSZAWA, Poland

Tel.: +48 22 694 59 73 or +48501656224 Fax: +48 22 694 54 50
elzbieta.frankow-jaskiewicz@mf.gov.pl

Mr Jacek LAZAROWICZ

Prosecutor, National Prosecutor’s Office
Rakowiecka Str.26/30; 02-528 WARSZAWA, Poland
Tel +48 600234367
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Jacek.Lazarowicz@pk.gov.pl

VIRTUAL:

Mr Pawel PALUSZYNSKI

Representative of the Polish Financial Supervision Authority (UKNF)
Pl. Powstancow Warszawy 1, 00-950 WARSZAWA, Poland
Pawel.Paluszynski @knf.gov.pl

Mrs Ewa Szwarska-Zabuska
Chief Specialist, Ministry of Finance, Department of Financial Information
ewa.szwarska-zabuska@mf.gov.pl

REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA / REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA

PHYSICAL:

Ms Valeria SECAS

Head of the National and International Cooperation Unit,

Office for Prevention and Fight against Money Laundering of the Republic of Moldova
+37379000450

valeria.secas@spcsb.gov.md

VIRTUAL:

Mr Dumitru OBADA

Chief prosecutor of the analysis, consultation and legislative proposals Division
General Prosecutor’s Office

+37360010980

d.obada@procuratura.md

Mr Gheorghe BADIA

Head of the AML/CFT Department
National Bank of Moldova

Tel: +37369500999
gheorghe.badia@bnm.md

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Andrei ALBU

General Director, General Operative Director
NOPCML

Andrei.albu@onpcsb.ro

VIRTUAL:

Mr Adrain CUCU
President of the NOPMCL
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Mr Constantin llie APRODU

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Vice President, National Office for Prevention and Control of Money Laundering — FIU
1stlon Florescu Street, district 3, BUCHAREST, Romania

Tel: +40 21.315.52.80 Fax: +40 21 315 52 27

onpcsb@onpcsb.ro

Mr Constantin PARASCHIVU
Vicepresident’'s Cabinet Director

Mrs Claudia BONTO

General Director, Operative general director
FIU Romania

bonto@onpcsb.ro

Mr Stefan GAVRIL
President’s Cabinet Director

Ms Roxana NITU
Head of Cooperation and International Relations Department

Mr Nicolae FUIOREA
Head of European Affairs and Inter-Institutional Department

Mr Sorin TANASE
Deputy Director of the Directorate for Crime Prevention within the Ministry of Justice
stanase@just.ro

Mrs Dana Cristina BURDUJA
Prosecutor within the General Prosecutor’s Office
Burduja_dana@mpublic.ro

Mr Sorin Alexandru SORESCU

MONEYVAL EVALUATOR

General Inspector within the National Bank

25 Lipscani Street, District 3, BUCHAREST, Romania
Sorin.sorescu@bnro.ro

Mr Alexandru CODESCU
Financial Supervision Authority

SAN MARINO / SAINT-MARIN

PHYSICAL:

Mr Nicola MUCCIOLI

CO-CHAIR OF THE WORKING GROUP ON EVALUATIONS
Director of the Financial Intelligence Agency (FIA)

Via del Voltone 122, 47890 SAN MARINO (RSM)
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Tel. +378-888180 Fax.+378-888181
nmuccioli@aif.sm; fiu.sanmarino@aif.sm

SERBIA / SERBIE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Zeljiko RADOVANOVIC

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Director, Administration for the Prevention of Money Laundering
Head of Serbian FIU

Ministry of Finance

24 Resavska street, 11000 BELGRADE, Serbia

Tel: +381 64 881 8885

zradovanovic@apml.gov.rs

VIRTUAL:

Mr Nikola NAUMOVSKI

Assistant Minister of Justice

Tel: +381 65 273 11 11
nikola.naumovski@mpravde.gov.rs

Mr Dejan DEVIC

General Manager, Legal Department
National Bank of Serbia, BELGRADE, Serbia
Tel +381 64 8608294

dejan.devic@nbs.rs

Mr. Nebojsa ADAMOVIC
Head of AML Section, Service for Combatting Organized Crime, Mol
Nebojsa.adamovic@mup.gov.rs

Ms. Vesna GRUJIC

Criminal Investigator for suppression of organized financial crime, Service for Combating
Organized Crime, Mol

Vesna.grujic@mup.gov.rs

SLOVAK REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE SLOVAQUE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Ladislav MAJERNIK

Head of International Matters Department
General Prosecution of the Slovak Republic
Sturova 2, 81285 BRATISLAVA, Slovak Republic
Tel: +421 915 394 124
ladislav.majernik@genpro.gov.sk
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VIRTUAL:

Ms Lenka LISKOVA

Senior police officer of the Analytical Department/
Financial Intelligence Unit/Presidium of the Police Force
Tel: +421 903 270 659

lenka.liskova@minv.sk

Mr Daniel LESKOVSKY

Senior AML methodologist/ National Bank of Slovakia
Tel: +421 2 5787 2959

daniel.leskovsky@nbs.sk

SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE

PHYSICAL:

Ms Maja CVETKOVSKI

HEAD OF DELEGATION

Secretary/Office for Money Laundering Prevention of the Republic of Slovenia (OMLP)
Head of Sector for International Cooperation and Prevention

Tel: +386 40 290 812

maja.cvetkovski@gov.si; mf.uppd@mf-rs.si

VIRTUAL:

Ms Branka GLOJNARIC

Secretary&OMLP, Sector for Int. Cooperation and Prevention
mf.uppd@gov.si

branka.glojnaric@gov.si

Mr Ivan RADULOVIC
Secretary&OMLP, Sector for Legal Affairs
ivan.radulovic@gov.si

Mr Bojan GERSAK
Representatives of Bank of Slovenia and Financial Administration of the Republic of Slovenia
bojan.gersak@policija.si

Ms Andreja LANG
Secretary, Ministry of Justice

ap.mp@gov.si

andreja.lang@qov.si

UKRAINE

VIRTUAL:
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Mr Igor GAIEVSKYI

HEAD OF DELEGATION

First Deputy Head, The State Financial Monitoring Service of Ukraine

24 Biloruska St., KYIV,04050, Ukraine

Tel: +38(044)594 1652 or 1630, +38 067 702 90 61 Fax: +38(044)594 1600

info@fiu.gov.ua

Mr Oleksandr HLUSHCHENKO
Director of Department for Financial Monitoring System Coordination
State Financial Monitoring Service of Ukraine

info@fiu.gov.ua

Mr Vitalii BEREHIVSKYI
Head of Division for Cooperation with Financial Intelligence Units
Department for Financial Investigations of The State Financial Monitoring Service of Ukraine

info@fiu.gov.ua

Mr Andrii OPRYSOK
Head of International Cooperation Division
State Financial Monitoring Service of Ukraine

info@fiu.gov.ua

Mr Oleksii BEREZHNY!I
Director AML/CFT Department
National Bank of Ukraine

KYIV, Ukraine

Tel: +38044 23019 71
Oleksii.Berezhnyi@bank.gov.ua

Oleksandr TSAREVSKY!I

Deputy Head of AML regulation and methodology Office of AML/CFT Department,
National Bank of Ukraine

(+38044) 23019 71

Oleksii.Berezhnyi@bank.gov.ua

UNITED KINGDOM

PHYSICAL:

Mr Benedict John DALEY

Policy Adviser, HM Treasury (UK
Tel : +44 (0)7973833634
Benedict.Daley@hmtreasury.gov.uk

UNITED KINGDOM CROWN DEPENDENCIES / DEPENDANCES DE LA COURONNE
BRITANNIQUE

UNITED KINGDOM CROWN DEPENDENCY OF GUERNSEY / GUERNESEY DEPENDANCE
DE LA COURONNE BRITANNIQUE
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PHYSICAL:

Mr Richard WALKER

Vice-Chair of the MONEYVAL

Director of Financial Crime Policy, government of Guernsey
Tel: 0044 (0) 7781 166007

R.Walker@gov.gg

Ms Catherine SWAN ( Kate Rabey)

Crown Advocate, Attorney General's chambers, Guernsey
0044(0) 7781 130802

Kate.rabey@gov.qg

Mr William MASON
Director General of the Guernsey Financial Services Commission
WMason@gfsc.qg

UNITED KINGDOM CROWN DEPENDENCY OF JERSEY / JERSEY DEPENDANCE DE LA
COURONNE BRITANNIQUE

PHYSICAL:

Mr George PEARMAIN

HEAD OF DELEGATION

EVALUATOR FOR BULGARIA

Director of Financial Crime Strategy, Department for the Economy
Government of Jersey

19-21 Broad Street, St Helier, Jersey JE2 3RR

Mobile: +44 (0)7797 719456

G.Pearmain@gov.je

Mr Hamish ARMSTRONG
EVALUATOR FOR LIECHTENSTEIN
Chief Adviser, Financial Crime

Jersey Financial Services Commission
H.Armstrong@jerseyfsc.org

Ms Alexandra ROWSE

Associate Director, Financial Crime Strategy
Government of Jersey

Tel: +44 7797 787212

a.rowse@gov.je

VIRTUAL:

Mr Jason CARPENTER

Acting Head of FIU - Jersey

Tel: +44 1534 612679
j.carpenter@jersey.pnn.police.uk

Mr Mark COXSHALL
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Head of Financial Crime Coordination -
Jersey Financial Services Commission
Tel: +44 1534 822000
M.Coxshall@jerseyfsc.org

UNITED KINGDOM CROWN DEPENDENCY OF ISLE OF MAN / ILE DE MAN DEPENDANCE
DE LA COURONNE BRITANNIQUE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Phil HUNKIN
Director/ FIU

Tel: +44 7624 208724
Phil.hunkin@gov.im

Ms Helen AULT

EVALUATOR FOR BULGARIA

Deputy Director of Isle of Man Gambling Supervision Commission
helen.ault@gov.im

helenlault@manx.net

VIRTUAL:

Mr Paul HECKLES
HEAD OF DELEGATION

AML/CFT Advisor, AML/CFT Policy Office, Cabinet Office
Government Office

Bucks Road, DOUGLAS, Isle of Man IM1 3PN

Tel +44 (0)1624 698369

paul.heckles@gov.im

Ms Kate SIMMS

Head Of AML/CFT Policy Office/ Cabinet Office
Tel: +44 7469 714968

kathryn.simms@gov.im

BRIiTiISH OVERSEAS TERRITORY OF GIBRALTAR/ TERRITOIRE BRITANNIQUE D’OUTRE-
MER GIBRALTAR

VIRTUAL:

Mr David PARODY

National Co-ordinator AML/CFT, HM Government of Gibraltar

Suite 761, 6th floor, EUROPORT, Gibraltar GX11 1AA

Tel: + 350 20050011 or +350 58009779 Fax: +350 20051818
david.parody@gmail.com

Mr Lloyd DEVINCENZI
Solicitor General
Tel : +350 58008266
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lloyd.devincenzi@gibraltar.gov.qi

Council of Europe Observers / Etats observateurs aupres du Conseil de I'Europe

JAPAN / JAPON

VIRTUAL:

Mr Yusuke YATSU

Section Chief, Office for Countering lllicit Financial Flows, International Bureau, Ministry of
Finance, Japan

TEL : 03-3581-8023

yusuke.yatsu@mof.go.jp

MEXICO

VIRTUAL:

Maestra Cindy Guadalupe MENDOZA PEREZ
Directrice d’'Affaires Internationales

Unité de Intelligence Financiére

Secretaria de Hacienda y Crédito Publico
cindy _mendoza@hacienda.gob.mx

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA / ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE

PHYSICAL:

Mr_Omar BASHIR
HEAD OF DELEGATION
Omar.Bashir@treasury.gov

Other members of the FATF / Autres membres du GAFI

AUSTRIA/ AUTRICHE

PHYSICAL:

Dr. Marcus SCHMITT

EVALUATOR FOR LIECHTENSTEIN
Public Prosecutor, WKSTA Vienna
+43-699-17431968
Marcus.schmitt@justiz.gv.at

ITALY /ITALIE
PHYSICAL:
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Ms Francesca PICARDI

EVALUATOR FOR LIECHTENSTEIN

Senior Officer, Financial Security Committee

Department of the Treasury, Ministry of Economy and Finance, Italy
francesca.picardi@mef.gov.it

VIRTUAL:

Mr Fabio TERAMO

AML Expert, Treasury Department, Directorate V, Ministry of Economy and Finance,
Via XX Settembre 97, 00187 ROMA, Italy

Tel +39 06 4761 3112

Cell : +39. 347 6859995 Fax: +39 6 4761 4725
fabio.teramo@mef.gov.it

Mr. Bernasconi VALERIO
Junior Officer - Ministry of Economy and Finance
valerio.bernasconi@mef.gov.it

Mr. Siani MARIANO

AML Expert — FIU

Tel. 06/4792 7857
mariano.siani@bancaditalia.it

Mr Tirelli FILIPPO

Officer / Financial Intelligence Unit (Italy)
Tel: +39 06 4792 5738
filippo.tirelli@bancaditalia.it

FRANCE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Franck OEHLERT
Banque de France
Franck.OEHLERT @acpr.banque-france.fr

VIRTUAL:

Mr Florent BABACAR DIENG
Deputy head of FATF Delegation (France)
florent-babacar.DIENG @ddtresor.gouv.fr

PORTUGAL

PHYSICAL:

Mr Gil GALVAO
HEAD OF DELEGATION
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Banco de Portugal

Av. Almirante Reis 71, 8°, 1150-012 LISBOA
Tel +351 213128147, Ext. 28147
gmgalvao@bportugal.pt

SPAIN / ESPAGNE

VIRTUAL:

Ms Lourdes JIMENEZ RAMOS
Senior Advisor

Tel: +34 686 058609
limenez@economia.gob.es

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

VIRTUAL:

Ms Sylvie VALLOTON

Expert Goods Security

Federal Office for Customs and Border Security, Switzerland
Tel:+41584655307 (normal phone number)
sylvie.valloton@bazg.admin.ch

Ms Véronique HUMBERT

Senior Policy Advisor

State Secretariat for International Finance, Switzerland
Tel: +41796884331

veronique.humbert@sif.admin.ch

TURKEY / TURQUIE

VIRTUAL:

Mr. Alp Eren ONDER

Counter Narcotics Department, Turkish National Police
Working Language: English

Cell: +90 543 735 43 55

E-mail: alperen.onder@egm.gov.tr

Mr. Bahadir ARSLAN Counter Terrorism Department, Turkish National Police

Mr. ibrahim TOPRAK, Public Order Department, Turkish National Police

Mr. Mesut BASKAN, Countering Cybercrime Department, Turkish National Police

Mr. Gokhan ALPAY, Counter-Smuggling and Organized Crime Department Turkish National

Police
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Council of Europe bodies and mechanisms /
Organes et mécanismes suivants du Conseil de I'Europe

COUNCIL OF EUROPE DEVELOPMENT BANK /
BANQUE DE DEVELOPPEMENT DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE

PHYSICAL:

Ms Katherine DELIKOURA

Chief Compliance Officer

Council of Europe Development Bank
+33(0) 6 30 03 29 45
Katherine.delikoura@coebank.org

ECONOMIC CRIME AND COOPERATION DIVISION / DIVISION DE LA COOPERATION ET
DE LA LUTTE CONTRE LA CRIMINALITE ECONOMIQUE

PHYSICAL:

Mr Mustafa FERATI
Head of Division, ECCD
mustafa.ferati@coe.int

Mr Evgeni EVGENIEV
Head of Unit, ECCD
evgeni.evgeniev@coe.int

Mr Edmond DUNGA
Head of Unit, ECCD
edmond.dunga@coe.int

Mr Tomislav SERTIC
tomislav.sertic@coe.int

International organisations and bodies /
Organisations et organismes internationaux

EUROPEAN COMMISSION / COMMISSION EUROPEENNE

PHYSICAL :

Ms Michela MAGGI

Team Leader, Financial Crime Unit, DG FISMA
European Commission

Tel: 0032 491979761
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michela.maggi@ec.europa.eu

VIRTUAL:

Ms Chiara BACCI

Team Leader, Financial Crime Unit, DG FISMA, European Commission
Tel : 0032 487429926

Chiara.bacci@ec.europa.eu

FINANCIAL ACTION TASK FORCE (FATF) / GROUPE D’ACTION FINANCIERE (GAFI)

PHYSICAL:

Mr Giles THOMSON
FATF GNCG Co-chair
Giles.Thomson@hmtreasury.gov.uk

Mr Francesco POSITANO

Team Lead at FATF

2 rue André pascal, Paris
Francesco.positano@fatf-gafi.org

Ms Renata TEIXEIRA

Policy Analyst at FATF

2 rue André pascal, Paris
Renata. TEIXEIRA@fatf-gafi.org

VIRTUAL:

Mr John CARLSON

(For item Update on FATF workstreams and engagement on Day 5)
Senior Counsellor, FATF Secretariat

Tel: +336 2571 48 95

john.carlson@fatf-gafi.org

Panagiotis PSYLLOS

(only for item 17 on Day 5)

Policy Analyst, FATF Secretariat
Tel:+33644143776
Panagiotis.PSYLLOS @fatf-gafi.org

Inés OLIVEIRA

(for Bulgaria MER)

Policy Analyst, FATF Secretariat Ines.
Tel: + 32 479 44 76 45
Ines.OLIVEIRA@fatf-gafi.org
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UNITED NATIONS / NATIONS UNIES

UN CTED
VIRTUAL:
Mr Ulrich GARMS
Senior Legal Officer, UN CTED
Tel: +1 929 5072377
Ulrich.garms@un.org
UNODC

VIRTUAL:

Ms Inneke GEYSKENS-BORGIONS
Tel: +32499 426371
inneke.geyskens-borgions@un.org

GIFCS - GROUP OF INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CENTRE SUPERVISORS/
GSCFI| - GROUPE DE SUPERVISEURS DE CENTRES FINANCIERS INTERNATIONAUX

PHYSICAL:

Ms Fiona CROCKER
Guernsey FSC
Representing the Group of International Finance Centre Supervisors
Tel: +447781127109
FCrocker@gfsc.qg

EGMONT GROUP of FINANCIAL INTELLIGENCE UNITS /
GROUPE EGMONT DES CELLULES DE RENSEIGNEMENTS FINANCIERS

VIRTUAL:

Mr Nedko KRUMOV

ECOFEL Senior Officer

Egmont Group Secretariat

Tel: +1-647-271-8054
nedko.krumov@egmontsecretariat.org

EURASIAN GROUP ON COMBATING MONEY LAUNDERING AND FINANCING OF
TERRORISM (EAG) / GROUPE EURASIE SUR LA LUTTE CONTRE LE BLANCHIMENT ET
LE FINANCEMENT DU TERRORISME (EAG)

PHYSICAL:

Mr Nazerke ZHAMPEIIS
Adminitrator, EAG Secretariat
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Tel : +7 925 0807251
zhampeiis@eurasiangroup.org

VIRTUAL:

Mr Sergey TETERUKOV

HEAD OF THE DELEGATION

EAG Executive Secretary

31 bld 1 Staromonetny per., MOSCOW 119017, Russian Federation
Tel: +7 925 080 7250

teterukov@eurasiangroup.org

EUROPEAN BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT (EBRD)/
BANQUE EUROPEENNE POUR LA RECONSTRUCTION ET LE DEVELOPPEMENT (BERD)

VIRTUAL:

Mr Luke GRIBBON

Associate Director, Office of the Chief Compliance Officer
European Bank for Reconstruction and Development
One Exchange Square, LONDON EC2A 2JN

Tel: +44 (0)20 7338 6158 or +447746163795

GribbonL @ebrd.com

Scientific Experts / Experts Scientifiques

PHYSICAL:

Mr John RINGGUTH

Barrister-at-Law (Gray’s Inn) former Head of Prosecution Policy
Crown Prosecution Service England and Wales

“Tigra”, Barnet Lane, Elstree, Herts WD6 3RQ, United Kingdom
Tel: + 44 (0)2082360691 or +44 (0)7495778009
johnringguth@gmail.com

Mr Andrew STRIJKER

Former Head of the Dutch delegation to FATF —

Financial scientific expert with special responsibility for the EU Directives
Tel: +31644474717

annestrijker@outlook.com

Mr Lajos KORONA
Public Prosecutor, Metropolitan Prosecutor's Office,
Budapest, Hungary

VIRTUAL:
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Mr lan MATTEWS
Tel: 0044 7969 605743
lanm68@yaho00.co.uk

Ms Lia UMANS

Les Jardins de Beauvallon, 133 Avenue du Petit Juas , 06400 CANNES, France
Mobile +33 7 88 50 38 98 - (for Moneyval Secretariat use only)
lumans_consultancytraining@yahoo.com

[ Special Guests / les Invités Spéciaux

PHYSICAL:

Mr Daniel THELESKLAF
UN University
thelesklaf@unu.edu

Mr Simon ZAUGG
UN University

Secretariat of the Council of Europe /
Secrétariat du Conseil de I'Europe

Mr Jan KLEIJSSEN
Director, Information Society - Action against Crime Directorate, Council of Europe

Directorate General of Human Rights and Rule of Law — DGI

Mr Igor NEBYVAEV

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY TO MONEYVAL / SECRETAIRE EXECUTIF DE MONEYVAL
Directorate General of Human Rights and Rule of Law - DG,

Council of Europe, F — 67075 STRASBOURG Cedex

Tel. +33 3/ Fax +33 3 88 41 30 17 igor.nebyvaev@coe.int

Mr Andrew LE BRUN, Deputy Executive Secretary, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 3 90 21 44 53; andrew.lebrun@coe.int

Mr Lado LALICIC, Head of Unit 1 - MONEYVAL
Tel. +33 390 21 63 09 lado.lalicic@coe.int

Ms Irina TALIANU, Head of Unit 2 - MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 3 88 41 32 81; irina.talianu@coe.int

Ms Kotryna FILIPAVICIUTE, Administrator, MONEYVAL
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Tel: + 33 390 21 58 41; kotryna.filipaviciute @coe.int

Ms Stela BUIUC, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 390 21 43 27; stela.buiuc@coe.int

Ms Ana BOSKOVIC, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 39021 53 61; ana.boskovic@coe.int

Mr Dmitry KOSTIN, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 3 88 41 32 47; dmitry.kostin@coe.int

Ms Laura KRAVALE, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel + 33 388 41 33 59, laura.kravale@coe.int

Ms Ani MELKONYAN, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33 390 21 28 94; ani.melkonyan@coe.int

Ms Veronika METS, Administrator, MONEYVAL
Tel: +33 3 88 41 24.38, veronika.mets@coe.int

Ms Ariane SCHNEIDER, Senior Project Officer, MONEYVAL
Tel : + 3390 21 54 08 ; ariane.schneider@coe.int

Ms Lorena UNGUREANU, Project Officer, MONEYVAL
Tel: + 33303 90 41 52 31; lorena.ungureanu@coe.int

Ms Irma DZANKOVIC-ARSLAN, Administrative Assistant, MONEYVAL
Tel: +33 3 88 41 37 33, irma.dzankovic-arslan@coe.int

Mr Hasan DOYDUK, Administrative Assistant, MONEYVAL
Tel. + 33 390 21 53 08, hasan.doyduk@coe.int

Mrs Danielida WEBER, Administrative Assistant, MONEYVAL
Tel. +33 3 90 21 46 66, danielida.weber@coe.int

Ms Narmin MURADOVA, Administrative Assistant, MONEYVAL
Tel. +33 390 21 51 79, narmin,muradova@coe.int

[ Interpreters / Interprétes

Isabelle MARCHINI — isabelle.marchini@coe.int - isabelle.marchini@gmail.com

Corinne McGEORGE — mcgeorgecorinne@orange.fr

Grégoire.DEVICTOR — gregoire.devictor@coe.int
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