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dialogue between the FIUs 

concerned, the Authority shall 

launch a mediation procedure 

upon request by one or more of 

those FIUs. The Authority may 

also suggest launching a mediation 

procedure on its own initiative. 

Mediation shall be conducted only 

with the agreement of all FIUs 

concerned. 

 

3. The mediation procedure shall 

be launched before the 

Authority’s General Board in FIU 

composition. All members of the 

General Board in FIU 

composition, except the Heads of 

the FIUs that concerned by the 

disagreement, shall seek to 

reconcile the points of view of the 

FIUs that concerned by the 

disagreement and shall agree on a 

non-binding opinion. Where 

relevant, experts from the 

Commission may be invited to 

participate in the mediation in an 

advisory capacity. 

 

4. The General Board in FIU 

composition shall adopt the rules 

of procedure for mediation, 

including the applicable deadlines. 

 



























 Text Origin: Commission 

Proposal 

 

We suggest integrating recital 32: 

 

(32) In order to analyse suspicious 

activity affecting multiple 

jurisdictions, the relevant FIUs 

that received linked reports 

should be able to efficiently 

conduct joint analyses of cases of 

common interest. To this end, the 

Authority should be able to 

propose, coordinate and support 

with all appropriate means the 

joint analyses of cross-border 

suspicious transactions or 

activities. The joint analyses 

should be triggered where there 

is a need to conduct just such joint 

analyses pursuant to the relevant 

provisions in Union law. An FIU 

that declines to take part in a joint 

analysis exercise should explain 

the primary reasons for its refusal 

to the Authority. Where relevant, 

these reasons should be provided 

to the FIU that identified the need 

to carry out joint analysis. Upon 

the explicit consent of the FIUs 

participating in the joint analyses, 

the staff of the Authority 

supporting the conduct of joint 

analyses should be able to 



























including for the purposes 

conducting joint analyses, the 

FIUs should be able to delegate 

one staff member per FIU to the 

Authority on a voluntary basis. 

The national FIU delegates should 

support the Authority’s staff in 

carrying out all the tasks relating 

to FIUs, including the conduct of 

joint analyses and the preparation 

of threat assessments and strategic 

analyses of money laundering and 

terrorist financing threats, 

risks and methods. FIU delegates 

should be operationally 

independent and autonomous 

when carrying out their tasks and 

duties under this Regulation. They 

should not receive instructions 

from Union institutions, bodies, 

offices or agencies, or from 

governments or other public or 

private bodies. Their tasks and 

duties should be without prejudice 

to the security and confidentiality 

rules of FIUs.  
 

(34a) Apart from the joint 

analyses, the Authority should 

encourage and facilitate various 

forms of mutual assistance 

between FIUs, including training 

and staff exchanges in order to 

improve capacity building and 













staff of the Authority and of FIUs 

on how to use them; 
 

EC to revert  
 

Text Origin: EP Mandate 

 

TM 21 27/09/2023 

 

Suggestion to complement recital 

34: 

 

(34) In order to facilitate and 

improve cooperation between 

FIUs and the Authority, including 

for the purposes conducting joint 

analyses, the FIUs should be able 

to delegate one staff member per 

FIU to the Authority on a 

voluntary basis. The national FIU 

delegates should support the 

Authority’s staff in carrying out 

all the tasks relating to FIUs, 

including the conduct of joint 

analyses and the preparation of 

threat assessments and strategic 

analyses of money laundering 

and terrorist financing threats, 

risks and methods. Apart from 

the joint analyses, the Authority 

should encourage and facilitate 

various forms of mutual 

assistance between FIUs, 

including training and staff 

exchanges in order to improve 

















required to be complied with in 

order for the suspension to be lifted. 

The Authority shall evaluate the 

actions taken by the FIU concerned 

no later than three months after 

issuing the decision of suspension. 
 

insert reference to AMLD6] and 

the security and confidentiality of 

the information held by FIUs and 

exchanged through the FIU.net 

system, including where there are 

concerns in relation to an FIU’s 

lack of independence and 

autonomy. 

 

When adopting a decision as 

referred to in the first 

subparagraph suspending the 

access of an FIU, the General 

Board shall act unanimously by 

vote of all members of the General 

Board in FIU composition, except 

the Head of the FIU in question. 

 

The General Board in FIU 

composition shall define the 

criteria for the suspension of 

access to the FIU.net and adopt 

the rules of procedure for such 

suspension.  

 
We also propose to add a new 

paragraph 4 under Article 23 

AMLD: 

 

4. AMLA may suspend the access 

of an FIU or counterpart in a 

third country or Union body, 

office or agency to the FIU.net 

where it has grounds to believe 





reference – proposal for 6th Anti-

Money Laundering Directive - 

COM/2021/423 final]. To that end, 

the Authority shall develop methods 

to allow for an objective assessment 

and comparison between FIUs 

reviewed. 
 

1. The Authority shall set up a 

peer review process of the 

activities of FIUs pursuant to 

Chapter III of Directive [insert 

reference to 6AMLD] to strengthen 

consistency and effectiveness of 

FIU activities and to facilitate the 

exchange of best practices between 

FIUs. The Authority shall develop 

methods to allow for an objective 

assessment of the FIUs reviewed 

and rules of procedure for the 

conduct of peer reviews. 

 

Where relevant, the planning and 

conducting of peer reviews shall 

take due account of the 

evaluations, assessments and 

reports drawn up by international 

organisations and 

intergovernmental bodies with 

competence in the field of 

preventing money laundering, its 

predicate offences and terrorist 

financing.  

 

2. For the purposes of the first 

paragraph, the Authority shall set 

up a peer review team, which shall 

be composed of staff of the 

Authority and representatives of 

FIUs participating in the peer 

review.  

 



3. The peer review shall include an 

assessment of, but shall not be 

limited to: 

(a) the adequacy of the FIU’s 

resources, including human and 

technical and IT resources, to 

perform its functions; 

(b) the measures implemented to 

ensure it has operational 

independence and autonomy and 

it is not subject to undue 

influence; 

(c) the measures the FIU has put 

in place to protect the security and 

confidentiality of information; 

(d) the FIU’s function to receive 

STRs and other disclosures, 

including the number and nature 

of disclosures received and their 

quality; 

(e) the measures the FIU has put 

in place to enhance the reporting 

of STRs by obliged entities, in 

particular in relation to their 

quality; 

(f) the FIU’s access to and use of 

additional information to enrich 

its analysis; 

(g) the tools used by the FIU to 

carry out analysis; 

(h) the extent to which FIU’s 

analysis and dissemination 

support the operational needs of 

authorities competent for the 



investigation and prosecution of 

money laundering, its predicate 

offences and terrorist financing; 

(i) domestic cooperation between 

the FIU and other competent 

authorities; 

(j) cross-border cooperation 

between the FIU and counterpart 

FIUs from other Member States. 

 

4. The Authority shall produce a 

report setting out the results of the 

peer review. That peer review 

report shall be jointly prepared by 

the staff of the Authority and the 

relevant staff of the FIUs involved 

in the peer review team and 

adopted by the Executive Board, 

having received the observations 

of the General Board in FIU 

composition as to the consistency 

of application of the methodology 

with other peer review reports. 

The report shall include good 

practices identified and, where 

relevant, follow-up measures that 

are deemed appropriate, 

proportionate and necessary as a 

result of the peer view. Those 

follow-up measures may be 

adopted in the form of guidelines 

and recommendations pursuant to 

Article 43 and opinion pursuant to 

Article 44. FIUs shall make every 



effort to comply with any 

guidelines and recommendations 

issued in accordance with Article 

43. 

 

5. The Authority shall publish the 

findings of the peer review on its 

website and submit an opinion to 

the Commission where, having 

regard to the outcome of the peer 

review or to any other information 

acquired by the Authority in 

carrying out its tasks, it considers 

that further harmonisation of 

Union rules applicable to FIUs 

would be necessary from the 

Union’s perspective. 

 

6. The Authority shall provide a 

follow-up report two years after 

the publication of the peer review 

report. The follow-up report shall 

be jointly prepared by the staff of 

the Authority and the relevant 

staff of the FIUs involved in the 

peer review team and adopted by 

the Executive Board, having 

received the observations of the 

General Board in FIU composition 

on the consistency with other peer 

review reports. The follow-up 

report shall include an assessment 

of the adequacy and effectiveness 

of the actions undertaken by the 













working programme and shall be 

included in the Single 

Programming Document. In cases 

of urgency or unforeseen events, 

the Authority may decide to carry 

out additional peer reviews. 
 

 




