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non-compliant as they have not yet been able to make progress on their deficiencies. 
A further two have been given an extended time to request a supplementary report 
until December 2015 due to difficult economic political or social situations in their 
respective countries.]

As ever, the Global Forum worked at a rapid pace to meet its schedule of peer 
reviews. 41 reports were published this year. As of October 2015, 86 jurisdictions 
have received ratings after the completion of their phase 2 reviews, of which 74 are 
rated as compliant or largely compliant. A further three jurisdictions have been 
exceptionally rated as Non-Compliant, as above. The results of the peer review for 
each jurisdiction reviewed so far are shown in the table below. More detail on the 
publication of reports for each jurisdiction is found in Annex 1.

The results of peer reviews (as of October 2015).
RATINGS OF JURISDICTIONS FOLLOWING A PHASE 2 REVIEW

Australia, Belgium, Canada, China, Colombia, 
Denmark, Finland, France, Iceland, India, Ireland, Isle of Man, Japan, Korea, 
Lithuania, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, 
Sweden

Compliant

Argentina, Aruba, Austria, The Bahamas, Bahrain, Belize, Bermuda, Brazil, 
British Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands, Chile, Cook Islands, Cyprus, Czech 
Republic, Estonia, Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Germany, 
Ghana, Gibraltar, Greece, Grenada, Guernsey, Hong Kong (China), Hungary, 
Italy, Jamaica, Jersey, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Macao (China), 
Malaysia, Malta, Mauritius, Monaco, Montserrat, Netherlands, Philippines, 
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Russia, San Marino, Singapore, Slovak Republic, 
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Seychelles, Turks 
and Caicos Islands, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay

Largely 
compliant

Andorra, Anguilla, Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, Costa Rica, Curaçao, 
Indonesia, Israel, Samoa, Saint Lucia*, Sint Maarten, Turkey

Partially 
compliant

JURISDICTIONS THAT HAVE BEEN RATED AS NON-COMPLIANT AS THEY HAVE BEEN BLOCKED 
FROM MOVING TO A PHASE 2 REVIEW FOR MORE THAN TWO YEARS

Guatemala**, Nauru**, Trinidad and Tobago** Non-compliant

JURISDICTIONS THAT CANNOT BE RATED BECAUSE THEY CANNOT MOVE TO PHASE 2

Kazakhstan, Lebanon***, Liberia*, Micronesia, Vanuatu*** Jurisdictions not 
moving to 

Phase 2
* The jurisdiction is undergoing a Supplementary review.
** The jurisdiction has been rated overall Non-Compliant on an exceptional basis without having 
undergone a Phase 2 review, as elements critical to ensuring effective exchange of information in its 
legal and regulatory framework remained not in place for more than two years after its Phase 1 
review. Individual ratings for each element are not assigned for the jurisdiction. .


