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updated 3 January 2018 Table of ratings for assessment conducted against the 2012 FATF Recommendations, using the 2013 FATF Methodology.
Effectiveness Technical Compliance
Ratings that reflect the extent to which a country's measures are effective. The assessmentis  Ratings which reflect the extent to which a country has implemented

conducted on the basis of 11 immediate outcomes, which represent key goals that an effective  the technical requirements of the FATF Recommendations.
AMLICFT system should achieve. For more information see: For more information see:
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Jurisdiction (click on the country name to go Report Report Assessment

to the report on www.fatf-gafi.org) Type body/bodies
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MER Mutual Evaluation Report TS High level of effectiveness - The Immediate Outcome s achieved to a very ol Compliant
large extent. Minor improvements needed.
level of i -The diate Outcome is achieved to a
- Largely compliant - There are only minor shortcomings.
FUR Follow-Up Report large extent. Moderate improvements needed. LC  Largely compl v o
Moderate level of effectiveness - The Immediate Outcome is achieved to some PC  Partially compliant - There are moderate shortcomings.
extent. Major improvements needed.
Low level of effectiveness - The Immediate Outcome is not achieved or N pliant - There are major
achieved to a negligible extent. Fundamental improvements needed.



