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. : DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF AUDIT,
W 20m0ns (REGULATOR UNDER PMLA)
Central Board of Indirect Taxes & Customs,
Government of < ) Department of Revenue
India m“mﬂmmwm Ministry of Finance, Govt. of India

C.R, Building, 1.P. Estate,
New Delhi-110109

Emaily dg.audit—obocgnie.iv_\]

Date: 03.11.2¢23

Guidelines for gu,dmg_mmwm;nmmg&%%

&«%ﬂ%@wd ing (AML), ( in
he Financi [ Combating Proliferation Fin cing (CPF)

This is a document to provide guidance and feedback 1o the Reporting Entifies (REs) to enable them to be more

effective in epplying national Anti-Money Laundering/ Countering the Financing of Terrorism measures as per
Recommendation 34! of Finaneial Action Task Faree (FATP).

I 2.The Directorate General of Audit (DG-Audit) has been appointed” as the ‘Regulator’ on bebalf of the Centra]
TN TS5 Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs for DNFBPs under the Prevention of

Money Laundering Act, 2002.

~ ) » ‘

R ™ continuation of other guidelines jasued by DG-Audit from time to time?, the existing feedback mechanisms
are consolidated hercin for the reference REs.

G, (M Stakeholder engagement: Mestings with Reparting Entities, their associations, trade associations and
GST authorities are regularly organised by DG- Audit and Financial Intelligence Unit-India (FIU-

Personal Hearing: The said show-cause notice is adjucicated by way of an established legal process.
Adjudication order: At the conclusion of the adjndication process, DG A\idl't pa:;d a reasoned order
discussing in detail the wmplianop,.§f3ﬂf§9{&?,§§\ $:Whom the noties yas i

DR T AN <

‘—“'—'-'—a
- (Dr. Amandeep Singh)
* Additional Director General

To

Reporting Entities (REAs and DPMS), through their associations as per attached list

Copy to:

oy 1w ide feed! which
1 “Competent authorifies, supervisors, and SRBs [Self Regulating Bodies) should ““w’:ﬁm m:l:mi: ';v::mg mb;c:po,ﬁng
will assist financial institutions and DNFBPs in applying national AML/CFT measures, and n particular,
suspicious transactions.” (www.fatf-gafi.org)

¥ 112021,
2 O.M. issued vide CBIC's F-No. GST/INV/CBIC as Regulator Under PMLA/20-21 g.ﬁ'uoum 17.02.2023 & 04.05.2023,
" REASs: Guidelincs dated 30,12.2023, 17.02.2023 & 04.05.2023; DPMS: Guidclines
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171518989/2023 .
1. Commissioner (Customs-Inv), CBIC.
2. Director (FATF), Department of Rovenue, MoF, North Block, New Delhi.
3. Joint Secretary, Tax Policy Research Unit, Department of Revenue, MoF.
4. Director, FIU-INDIA, New Dclhi. o"‘e
5. CGST Audit Commissioners (All).
6. SGST/ Commissioner of Commercial Tax (All states and U.T.8).
7. Pr. ADG/ ADG, D.G.Audit, Zonal Units (All).
ANNEXURE
SL.No | Association of Real Estate Agents Assoclation of Dealers in Precions Metals ang
Precious Storres
1 The President, The Chairman,

Builders Association of India,

All India Gem & Jewellery Domestic Council,
G-1, 7th Floor, Commerce Centre,

1501 & 1502, 15th Floor, Panchratna Building, -

August Kranti Marg, Siri Institutional Area,
New Delhi 110016

Dadaji Road, Tardeo, Mama Parma Marg, Opera House,
Mumbai-400034 Munibii - 400 004
2 The President, The i
Construction Federation of India, IBJA (Indian Bulfion & Jewellery Association)
Ist Floor, No. 1, Indian Bullians and Jewellery Association IBJA
Master Block,Opp. Madhuban Park, Houge,
Shakarpur Extension, Ist Floor, 2nd Agyari Lane,
Delhi - 110092 Zaveri Bazar,
Mumbai - 400003
3 The President, The ir
National Highways Builders FederationC-713/G, GJEPC,
Palam Extension, Sector-7, Dwarka, The Capital, Unit 110, 1st Floor,
New Delhi-110075 Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra (Bast),
Mumbai-400051
4 The President, . ‘
CREDAI NationalPHD House, 5th Floor, 472,

The Chief Managing Director,
NAREDCO, Indian Buildings Congress, Sector-V],
R.K.Puram, '

New Delhi-110022
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DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF AUDIT,

(REGULATOR UNDER PMLA)

Central Board of Indirect Taxes & Customs,
Govern:‘:ent of Department of Revenue
S u_m":;i: ;tA:“' { Ministty of Finance, Govt. of India
Moo CR. Building, I.P. Estate,
New Delhi-110109|

Email: dg.audit-cbec@nic.in

- Date: 03.11.2023
Guidelines for Supervision of Real Extate Agents (reporting entitios) sm a Risk-Sensitive Basis
1. Directorate General of Audit (DG-Audit), Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs (CBIC) has been appointed

as Regulator under the Prevention of Money Loundering Act(PMLA) 2002, in respect of the Real Estate Agents (RE As)

vide Notification G.S.R. 800(E) dated 28.12.2020 of Department of Revenue (DoR) issued under Rule 2(1)(fa)(iv) of the
Prevention of Money Laundering (Maintenance of Records) Rules, 2005. This document is for the use of DG-Audit, and
Audit Autharities in the Centro and Stato Goods and Services Tax (GST).

2. Supervision of REAs, which are Reporting Entities (REs) from Anti Money-lsundering, Countering the Financing of

Terrorism and Combating Proliferation Financing (AML/ CFT/ CPF) perspective shall bé performed on a risk-sensitive
basis. . ;

3. Risk Assessment:

3.1 The Risk Assessment is based on National Risk Assessmpnt, 2022 (NRA 2022), Risk Assessment 2023 for the Rea!
Estate Sector (Sectoral Risk Assessment) and the following risk parameters: :

i.  Risk parameters deployed for seiection of audit of GST taxpayers through Diroctorate General of Analytics and
Risk Management \DG-ARM), CBIC.
Indicative alert indicators contained in the “Guidelines for detecting suspicious transactions under Rule 7(3) of
Prevention of Money Laundering (Mainténance of Record) Rules, 2005, for the Real Estate Agents” issued by
Financial Intelligence Unit-India (FTU-Ind.).

Red flag indicators in respect of real estate projects aysessed by Real Estate Regulatory Authority (RERA) of
every State and Union Territory.

(L)
iv.  “Grey” and “Black” list countries ag per Financial Action Task Force (FATF).! - , é() 22 ( (‘
v.  List of sanctioned entities as per the United Natians Security Council (UNSC).2 ,/MDl
32 Following sources of data would be used in carrying out supervision of REAs. q{“:
1. Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT). e @
2. FIU-India. Uss
2 ’ é “l"‘”
3. Directorate General of Analytics and Risk Management (DG-ARM), CBIC. Lts$ (/’
4, Directorate General of Systems (DG-Systers), CBIC., | Lt Yo 3
5. Real Estato Regulatory Authority (RERA) of the States and the Union Territories. o1 {
6. Coods and Services Tax Network (GSTN).
7. Information in the public domain. y %
3.3 Risk based approach in audit by GST autharitles of the Centre and the States: A
1 Available at hitps:/wwy f al en/topjc T8l - [tored-jurisdicglons,htm}: \/

2 Available at h

o o e . ‘Page1of§
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i) National Risk Assessment, 2022 (NRA, 2022) assigns Med;um risk to the Real Bsz‘nm Sector in India.” e
((ili))r\}?;?l?r/lfsses:ment, 2023 for the Real:Es_’tate Sectar (Séctoral Risk Assessment), assigns High and Medium risk 1, 1 ¢ Qﬁ &
real estate sector under the followirg jurisdictions:* #)
r st . N
! S.No. High risk states ‘ Medium risk states | ¥ &
1 Delhi ‘ Tamil Nadu ‘ é‘
2 Haryana ‘West Bengal <
3 Mumbai Metropolitan area Karnataka
4 1 Telangana _ Uttar Pradesh

The REs working in the high and medium risk states are categorized as High-Risk and Medium-Risk, respectively.

(iif) Risk parameters used for selection of audit of GST taxpayers by DG-ARM: For audit as per the said risk parameters,
REAs in top 25% of the taxpayers by risk score have been Considered High-Risk, REAs in the middle 50% of the
taxpayers by risk score are Medium-Risk, and the REAs in the bottom 25% of the taxpayers by risk score are Low-Risk.
This assessment would be conducted afresh every year to update the list of auditees,

(iv) Risk classification on the basis of indicative alet indicatory issued by the FIU-India.5

REAs would be classified High-Risk and Low-Risk as follows:

REAs who report a transaction under one or more indicative alert indicators iri the past 1 year High Risk
, REAs who report no transaction under any indicaﬁi'e alert indicators in the past 1 year Low Risk

Medium-Risk and Low-Risk as follows:

i[_U'bm’ Primary Sector, residential and commercial ' High Risk
Urban Secondary Sector, residential and commercial Medium Risk
Agricultural land transactions » : Low Risk

(vi) Risk classification based on red flag indicators of ren] estate projects, Supervision on a risk-sensitive basis would
be prioritized in, respect of REASs fucilitating transactions in the following red flag projects:

1. Where actual cost incurred as percentage of total estimated cost (actual / estimated cost) is more than 75% and
work completion is lcss than 50%, to identify if the fimds are inappropriately diverted.

2.  Where actual cost incurred as percentage of total estimated cost (actual / estimated cost) is less than 50% and
work completion is more than 75%, Yo identify if the funds have been sourced illicitly.

$ =

? Reference Pam 5.5.1 to 5.5.6 of NRA 2022,

" *Reference Para 5 of Risk Assessment, 2023 for the Real Estate Sector.
5

- “Guidelines for detecting suspicious transactions unde Rule7(3) of Prevention of Meney Laundering (Maintenance of Record)
Rules, 2005, for the Real Estate Agents” have beea issued by the FIU-Ind. on 21.04.2023, '
. Understanding of Real Estate Markets and Assessment of Risk ag defined In Para 2 of the Risk Assessment 2023 for the Real Estate
Sector.

Page 2 of 5
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Projects having the latest date of completion within g ; o
: ’ : P tmonths und work completion percentage is less than 50%.
Top 50 projects based on estimated cost ofcompleﬁon. NCes y

Projects with more than 10 unresolved complainty
Projects with Insolvency proceedings (basis pubjc d
Extension projects plus any of the dbove criteria,

Real Estate Projects or thejr Key Management
by RERA authorities or by any law enfore

Omain information).

Personng being subject to any investigation or penal proceedings
ement lngY.

REAs would be classified High-Risk and Law-Risk as follows:

REAs associated with projects that hit more than one red-flag indicator High Risk

REAs associated with projects that hit no red-flag indicator

(vii) High risk jurisdictions and jurisdictions under increased manitoring: FATF identifies  countries or
jurisdicti i cies to counter money laundering, terrorist financing, and financing of
proliferation.” The reporting entities, who have facilitated transactions in properties in which the client is normally a
resident of ‘Black’ and ‘Grey” listed countries, would be considered High-Risk and Medium-Risk, respectively. However,
the REs dealing with a clientin a *Grzy” listed country would be considered High-Risk in the situations where they fall

accordingly during thejr audit.

REAs would be classified High-Risk, Medium-Risk, and Low-Risk as follaws:

REAs with clients in a Black list jurisdiction; : High Risk
REAs with clients in a Grey list jurisdiction and falling in one or more other high risk

criteria

REAs with clients in a Grey fist Jjurisdiction Medium Risk
REAs with clients in a compliant Jjurisdiction - : Low Risk

(Vi Section S1A of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 (UAPA) and Sectian 12A of The Weapons of Mass
Destruction and their Delivery Systems (th.ibiﬁo’d'of Unlawful Actiyities) Act, 2005:

as to identify and mitigate the suspicious transactions with the individuals and entities, who are subjected to the UN
Sanction measures and the orders issued by the Govt: of India *

REAs would be classified high-risk and low-risk s follows:
REAs with one or more clients subject to sancfioh measures High Risk

REAs with no clients subject to sanction measmras: Low Risk

(ix) The REs who have not appointed their Principal Officers and Desiguated Directors and have not registered with the
FIU-Ind. for compliance with their regulatory requirements are considerod high risk.

(x) Based on whether clieats are Politically Exposed Persons (PEPs) or not: REAS would be classified High-Risk and
Low-Risk as follows:

.7 Available at ht

8 Available at https://www.un.ong/sccuritycojin ¢ [l/contentun-se-corsolidaped-ist,
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REAs with one or more clients who are PEPs in the Tast 3 ycars, | High Risk
REAs with no clients who are PEPs in the last 5 ye#rs. Low Risk

(xi) Based on the penalty imposed for AML/CFT/CPF non-compliance: REAs on whom a penalty for AML / CFT ron-
compliance has been imposed in the last one year would be considered High-Risk. :

(xii)  Risk matrix for risk-based supetvisions of REAS hased on the considerations discussed above is tabulated below:

Criteria " Risk Frequency
Category of Audit

 Any one or more of the following:

(i)-REAs with tumover >Rs 20 |akhs and not registered with FIU-Indis, not appointed
Principal officer and Designated Director,

(ii)-REAs dealing with clients in black Jisted countries,

(iii)}-REAs dealing with clients in grey listed countries and falling under on¢ or more other
high-risk criteria, )

(iv)-REAs working in high-risk states in India as per para 5 of sectaral risk assegsment,
(v)-REAs in top 25% of the taxpayers by risk score based on 34 risk parameters,

(vi)}- REAs who report a transaction under one or more FIU indicative alert indicators in
the past | year,

(vii)}-REAs working in Urban Pritnary Sector (residential and commercial),

(viii)- REAs associated with projects that hit more than one red-flag indicator.

(ix)-REAs dealing with one or more clients subject to sanction measures,

(x)-REAs dealing with one or more clients who are PEPs in the last.5 years.

(xi)-REAs on whom a penalty for AML / CFT non-compliance has been imposed in the
last 1 year.

HIGH

RISK Annual

Any one or more of the following:

()-REAs dealing with clients in grey listed countrics,

()-REAs working in medium risk states in India s per para 5 of the sectoral risk | MEDIUM | Every2

assessment, B i

(iii)-REAs in middle 50% of the taxpayers by risk acore based on 34 risk parameters, '

(iv)-REAs working in Urban Secondary Sector (residential and commercial)

Any one or more of the following:

(i-REAs in-bottom 25% of the taxpayers by fisk score based on 34 risk parameters.

(ii)-REAs working in low-risk states in India as per para 5 of the sectoral risk assessment,

(iil)-REAs who report no transaction under any red flags issued by FIU-India in the past 1 As and

year. . : when

(iv)-REAs dealing in agricultural Jands, LOW REAs

(V)-REAs associated with projects that hit no red-flag indicator. RISK Sy
| (vi)-REAs dealing with clients in a compliant jurisdiction, Medium

(vii)-REAs dealing with no client subject to sanction measurs. and High

(viii)-REAs dealing with no clients who are PEPs in the Jast 5 years. . Risk

(ix)-REAs on whom no penalty for AML / CFT non-compliance Has béen imposed in the

last 1 year. : 3

(x)-REAs who have appointed their Principal Officer and Designated Director and have

registered with the FIU-Ind.

ANV

(Dr. Amandeep Singh)
Additional Director General
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Commissioner, Customs-Inv, CBIC, Department of 2 ;
Director (FATF), Department of Reveaue, MoF, Nm’:hw gf;ci}:?en\fg:% ok
Director, FIU-INDIA, New Delhi. '

Real Estate Regulatory Authority (Al states & UTs),

Commissioner, CGST Audit, CBIC (AI).

Commissioner SGST (All states & UTs).
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A Uil “ntral Board of Indirect Taxes & Customs,
India wfww Department of Revenue
OHERARI . OnE PamILY 4 Ot Ty M'ﬂlﬂfl’y of Flnam:O, Govt. of India

C.R. Building, 1.p. Estate,
' New Delhi.110409

Emalils dg.audit-Oboanio.i!j

Date: 03.11 .2023
uidelines for Supervision of Dealers jn Precioug Mgtals and Preciqus Stones (reporting entities)
e e .
ona Egsk—Sengmyo Basis

1. Dircctorate General of Audit (DG-Audit), Central Board of Indirect Taxes an i

as chul?tor under the Prevention of Money Laandering Act (PMLA) 2002, in regpfc?ggfc(ncggs}}fpﬁ?oﬁpﬁméd
and Precious Stones (DPMS) vide Notification GSR 800(E) dated 28.12.2020 of Department of Revenue (DoR) i e. ;
under Rule 2(1)(fa)(iii) of the Prevention of Money hundCﬁng'(Mainlcnanco of Records) Rules, 2005 This doclssuct
is for the use of DG-Audit, and Audit Authorities in the Centre and State Goods and Services Tax (GS”I:). i

2. Supcrvision of DPMS, which arc_chorting Entities (REs) from Anti Money-laundering, Countering the F inancing of
Terrorism and Combating Proliferation Financing (AML/ CFT/ CPF) perspective shall be performed on a risk-sensitive

3. Risk Assessmeat:
3.1 The Risk Assessment is based on National Risk Assessment, 2022 (NRA 2022 and the following risk parameters:
I Risk parameters deployed for selection of audit of GST taxpayers through Directorate General of Analytics and
Risk Management (DG-ARM), CBIC.

ii.  Indicative alert indicator contained in the “Guidelines for detecting suspicious transactions under Rule 7(3) of
Prevention of Money Laundering (Maintenance of Record) Rules, 2005, for the Dealers in Precious Metals and -

N/

v
Precious Stones” issued by FIU-Ind. ) /\ Lat
fii.  “Grey” and “Black” list countries as per Fmancial Action Task Force (FATF).! N )\ d- Com ~_—
iv.  List of sanctioned entities as per the United Nations Security Council (UNSC).2 r/
3.2 Following sources of data wonld be used in ¢arrying out supervision of REAs. Q’é e
L. Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT). o V
2. FIU-India. : (et L L oF Oyg
3. Directorate General of Analytics and Risk Management (DG-ARM), CBIC. —
4. Directorate General of Systems (DG-Systems), CBIC. r

5 Goods and Services Tax Network (GSTN). " W
6. Information in the public domain. SV

3.3 Risk based approach in audit by GST authoritics of the Centre and the States:

@) National Risk Assessment, 2022 (NRA, 2022) gssigns Medium-Low risk to the Dealers in Precious Metals and Stones
in India.
(ii) Cash transaction threshold: Dealers in Precious Metals and Precious Stones engaging in cash transactions equal 1o or

i ient in a si i i iti all under High-Risk
lient in a single or connected transaction are the reporting entities and f: er Hig
::;\;r[;s Tlh?: msu‘:l?isgumged from fing,agmg in huge cash transactions. Section 269ST of the Income Tax Act, 1961

N7 S

2 Available at S/ WWW, 1], OTf u
- A B
.)\) A\@ ?7:\{( 5
HH - . @@W)
- - n i
—~— {’IT‘ ’21\\\4\"\ \‘\'\lb‘l/(>
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restricts cash transactions of Rs 2 lakhs and ) i h
ing i : above in aggregate in a day with e A
engaging in cash tr , y a person in businesg don:
ansactions between Rs, 2 lakhs and Rs, 10 lakhs ate Medium-Risk, Aeling K £
I() ;)}v’stsil;p;r;rgg;rsol;s&d for selection of auditof GST ‘axpayers by DG-ARM: For audit as per the saiq
taxpayers by risk score ar: t&xegay ©rs by risk score havo been Considered High-Risk, DPMS in the mid‘;ks oo, |
This assessment tum-Risk, and the DPMS in the bottom 25% of the taxpayers by risk € 50% of the
would be condyct afresh every year to update the list of auditees y 1K score are LOW*Risk_

iv) Risk classificati e
() Risk classification on the basis of indicative alert indicators issued by the FIU-India 3

DPI’VIS Would be classified High-Risk and Low-Risk as follows:

DPMS i
Wwho report a transaction under one or tnore indicative alért indicators in the past | year

DP A i
MS who report no transaction under any indicative alert indicators in the past | year

(v) High risk jurisdictions and Jurisdictions under increased monitoring: FA'

aclient in a ‘Grey’ listed country would be consid i i s
clieat in : ered High-Risk in the situations where they il aug i
risk criteria, described in this guidance note. The supervision of REs would be performed af:)clordmuzlym: thr:x;r::(;,gth

DPMS would be classified high-risk, medium-risk, and low-risk as follows:

DPMS with clients in a Black list Jurisdiction; High Risk
DPMS with clients in a Grey list jurisdiction dnd falling it one:or more otherhigh risk critetia
' DPMS with clients in a Grey list jurisdiction ' Medium
. / Risk
DPMS with clients in a complimtjurigdieﬁon l Low quk‘l

(vi) Section 51A of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 (UAPA) and Section 12A of The Weapons of Mass
Destruction and their Delivery Systems (Prohibition of Unlawful Activities) Act, 2005:

During audit, the compliance with regard to obligaﬂons ofall DPMS (whether they are the REs or not) would be reviewed
50 as to identify and mitigate the suspicious transactions with the individuals and entities, who are subjected to the UN
Sanction measures and the orders issued by the'Gowt. of India.® ' 25

DPMS would be classified high-risk and low-risk as follows:
DPMS with one or more clients subject to sanction measures High Risk

DPMS with no clients subject to sanction méasum : Low Risk

(vii) The REs who have not appointed their Principal Officers and Designated Directors and have not registered with the
FIU-Ind. for compliance with their regulatory réquiremonts are considered High-Risk.

'(viii) Based on whether clients are Politically Exposed Persons (PEPs) or not: DPMS would be classified high-risk and
low-risk as follows:

? “Guidelines for detecting suspicious transactions tnder Rule 7(3) of Prevention of Moncy Laundering (Maintenance of Record)
Ruies, 2005, for the Dealersin Precious Metals and Precious Stones™ ssued by the FIU-India on 03.07.2023,

* Available at hitps:/vwiw, fulf-eafi.orglen/countries/black-and re

5 Available at https://www,un.org/securitycouncil/content/un id ed-lisl;
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»PMS With one or more clients who are PEPs in the last 5 years, High Risk
DPMS With no clients who are PEPs in the Jast 5 years, (TowRisk

(ix) Based on the i AML/CFT/CPF fance:
) penalty imposed for non-compliance: DPMS on whom a penalty for AML, / C g
COmpliance has been imposed in the last one year would be considered high-risk. e oo

(%) Risk matrix for risk-based supervisions of DPMS based on the considerations discussed above j tabulated below:

[\.‘4 ) N
Criteria

Risk Category

el

Any one or more of the following:

(i)-DPMS who has engaged in cash transaction equal to or above Rs. 10 lakhs (single
or connected) and not registered with FIU-India, not appointed Principal officer and
Designated Director,

(i()-DPMS dealing with clients in black listed countries, :

(iii)- DPMS dealing with clients in grey listed countries and falling under one or more
other high-risk criteria, HIGH RISK Annual
(iv)-DPMS in top 25% of the taxpayers by risk score based on 34 risk parameters,
(v)- DPMS who report a transaction under one or mare FIU red flag indicators in the
past ] year,

(vi)-DPMS with one or more clients subject to sanction measures.

(vii)-DPMS with one or more clients who are PEPs in the last 5 years.

(viii}-DPMS on whom a penalty for AML ) CFT nan-compliance has be=n imposed in
the last 1 year. ,
Any one or more of the following: '
(i)-DPMS carrying out cash transactions of above Rs. 2 lakhs and below Rs. 10 lakhs MEDIUM Every 2

——.
L

in aggregate with a person in a day, RISK years
(i))-DPMS dealing with clients in grey listed countrieg,

1i)-DPMS in middle 50% of the taxpayers by risk score based on 34 risk parameters, | S T N
Any one or more of the following: |
(i)-DPMS in bottom 25% of the taxpayers by risk:scare based on 34 risk parameters.
(iD-DlPMS who report no transaction under any red flags issued by FIU-India in the As and when
past | year. DPMS move
(iii)-DPMS with clients in a compliant jurisdiction. LOW RISK to Medium
(iv)-DPMS with no client subject to sanction measures. and High
(v)-DPMS with no clients who are PEPs in the last § years. ) . Risk
(vi)-DPMS on whom no penalty for AML / CFT non-compliance has becn imposed in

the last 1 year. , ! 3

(vii)-DPMS who have appointed their Principal Officer and Designatea Director and

have registered with the FIU-Ind.

N

(Dr. Amandeep Singh)
Additional Director General

Copy to:

Commissioner, Customs-Inv, CBIC, Department of Revenue, North Bloc.k, New Delhi.

Director (FATF), Department of Revenue, MaF, North Bloc':k, New Delhi. ‘
Dilxrector,(l]:lU-lNDIA, 6" Floor, Tower-2, Jecvan Bharti Building, Connaught Place, New Delhi-110001.
Commissioner, CGST Audit, CBIC (All),

Commissioner SGST (All states & UTs).
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