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Questions ‘ IAYB
General

1. Is the proposed scope of the recommendations appropriate for addressing EIEBRT S,
frictions arising from data frameworks in cross-border payments?

2. What, if any, additional issues related to data frameworks in cross-border —
payments, beyond those identified in the consultative report, should be

addressed to help achieve the G20 Roadmap objectives for faster, cheaper,

more accessible and more transparent cross-border payments?

3. Is the proposed role of the Forum (i.e. coordinating implementation work for [||74—3LA0EENBAGELI THZEBNND,

the final recommendations and addressing existing and newly emerging issues)

appropriate? TA=S LD DOVWTFER TN, BREIZAT VT4 —-OBESOEAICONWTIE, BECRFTEININETHD . AMEEOERHLDHHEHDIRE -
ESB(CRT2BIECOVTE. RAEDHE £, FTFHBHTOZERZIRD. 71 L)-CREITA RMBIRF AT ZHEBURNS, BEIGU TEE B
NEEORMAT—IIANS —ERE T 2MNB0A N, RN DHERN DZBNATHEICRDERBNND, Fo. COLIBEENR-ATOREZITOL
T. BRRIZT 7AW —DRT ) -R=ZTOSHEFENT THEREN 7 R HFU—-J I -TTEHEVEN RV REBIY A ROBERNSELISEV EIFS
N, FENILTOLDENNRE A (CE T AR5 N AIEEICRIEENN S,

e IA—-S LD BIAFZIRICDIZAN, #1E 5 TRENTVSEZEHB/IFEL T 2HIHIROUA D ITA -y MEBIEFBZRTHD, TA—3ALT
(FTNZBSTRIIMRETRIREL T LT TUVEIZER W,

MAT, MG BFERNICERISEEVADB S CRREIRERZEIZEDTHIIED ME(LGUT, TA-ITAR—A TSRO ZEZIHOE A - I3k
HRRETUTULVEIRER L,

Section 1: Addressing uncertainty about how to balance regulatory and supervisory obligations

4. Discussions with industry stakeholders highlighted some uncertainties about [f|—
how to balance AML/CFT data requirements and data privacy and protection

rules. Do you experience similar difficulties with other types of “data

frameworks” that could be addressed by the Forum? If so, please specify.

5. What are your suggestions about how the Forum, if established, should Recommendation2 (CTRENTEISEICERT 2.
address uncertainties about how to balance regulatory and supervisory BB TA=TLADERICOWVTIE, Q3 DEIEZSEEVIZERL,
obligations?

6. Are the recommendations sufficiently flexible to accommodate different TRREF]EZBATLDEBR,

approaches to implementation while achieving the stated objectives?

Section 2: Promoting the alignment and interoperability of regulatory and data requirements related to cross-border payments

7. The FSB and CPMI have looked to increase adoption of standardised legal BRS| AR FOIRECOBE AR RE X5 (CFERRIH, TiHSINEDI AT LG 2B R I DNENDD. THIHEINEN S AT LAISEZITIHE(C
entity identifiers and harmonised ISO 20022 requirements for enhancing cross- [[|(&. AISHDZIBIR. 12T I RIFNISIRETZED D EFEELWVERNDN S,
border payments. Are there any additional recommendation/policy incentives




Questions
that should be considered to encourage increased adoption of standardised legal [l D£0D. BRE|EAK#F FDEA(C(F. EFXIZNROREENDDERHML TP IEE(LINTEB FOERET —Y0MmMEBEER M ZE _EEE 20, FlX
entity identifiers and the CPMI’s harmonised ISO 20022 data requirements? (&, IRBFAT LEL 2B I DEANDRVA TEEARFENRMMESN BV RIEEMENEK, 75, LEI OBUSEHERFC(EIAMDDDELE(C. AT A
ORFEPRTFOEIBENMNBIENS. TR REFRMIRMESNRMRT THD., EENREFEBITECTHAITRENEHLL,

2Ot RSN FHE R T DD REICEOTIZEN DA T4 TNREERDD TRV,

Flz, BB EAREHBIF(CDOWTIE, B1ES 5 TIILAUSI D false positive ZREST CENEADERID—DELTEIFBNTLSRH, Z5THNIE. FI>T
AT4(SFLT (JO-)ULEED) #BIFMISEINZREFTTIIRL, FIFVANTRFETN BN BERZRICEBENMNETHD.

75T ARFUTS—MIOWT (REICHRED) BEIDTIEZNR(ETBEVIERTIE, ASHOAKERFIMISEIN hMOZDOAHIHRIF
(SHDVWEEAZFIOOVWTEERIEENS 77 ABTEER DB Mo Ud, LDIVE - IEFER True False O¥IRTAEIREICIZES,

BE TOLIBARIGHB FOEHZHRF M 2L05L. ERBEOBLENS, BIMEENSHOHINBE - SN HDI5EF OV TEEBENVE
THhdo

ZOftl. CPMI 0 ISO 20022 OAHHRICH N SIHHBBA DR FABEDER T, #HAMIXEOSS(FESI B | OFFlN B CHEERSNAINERS
BUNY ZXOEEITR>EDEIRNBFHETRUVT —ZINEL B—RIMANERT 20BN DD, FIZHZEZAMRASINZELTE, 5IEHREIOAR
— X EDIB(CHIT BRI HGTT D ETREMN' DD, UThD T IA—SLFICLBBYRIE RN ETH D,

8. Recommendation 4 calls for the consistent implementation of AML/CFT data (|| FATF #1& 16 THEERICOMERT —FICBUTREL TLSH. AML/CFT BEABEDSHICERITRITONEN T BFEDOT — R TA— LDV TEE
requirements, on the basis of the FATF standards (FATF Recommendation 16 in [Jlf@W\efeEfzW. EARC(E, $R1T(CEOT RFI (Request for Information) ORBEHER I TVBcHIISICERELU TS, IRITREICHITS
particular) and related guidance. It also calls for the use of global data AML/CFT BEEDDEDFB{EDIzsh. RFI ZE KT BFROTEELTA— Y NI OWTERLU TOIZER L,

standards if and when national authorities are requiring additional information.

Do you have any additional suggestions on AML/CFT data-related issues? If so,

please specify.

9. Industry feedback highlights that uneven regulatory expectations for —
sanctions compliance create significant frictions in cross-border payments

affecting the Roadmap objectives. What actions should be considered to address
this issue?

10. Do the recommendations sufficiently balance policy objectives related to the [+ (NS> ZANERN TLREBHL,
protection of individuals’ data privacy and the safety and efficiency of cross-
border payments?

Section 3: Mitigating restrictions on the flow of data related to payments across borders

11. The FSB understands that fraud is an increasing challenge in cross-border TP R=-RUTVRERRL
payments. Do the recommendations sufficiently support the development of
data transfer tools that specifically address fraud? IZIU RIEFTRBOFEF B 4 Z4R1(6. I5EELTVWSIzs. F— A7 1 (SRR (CEEFT T 2 BN HHE R,

12. Is there any specific sectoral- or jurisdiction-specific example that you would [f|—
suggest the FSB to consider with respect to regulation of cross-border data

flows?




Questions ‘ IAYB
Section 4: Reducing barriers to innovation

13. How can the public sector best promote innovation in data-sharing —
technologies to facilitate the reduction of related frictions and contribute to
meeting the targets on cross-border payments in 2027?

14. Do you have any further feedback not captured by the questions above? —

Bk
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