2025-12-12

BOS — The Swedish Trade Association ‘ S- nu

for Online Gambling

Referral statement 25S5i1262, Proposal for amendment to regulations
and general advice on measures against money laundering and terrorist
financing (SIFS 2019:2)

About BOS

The Swedish Trade Association for Online Gambling — BOS — represents 19 gambling
companies that operate in the Swedish gambling market. This makes us, measured in
terms of number of members, Sweden's largest industry association in our industry. All
members have licenses/permits issued by the Swedish Gambling Authority and all are
independent of states and governments in their ownership structure and board
composition.

BOS's position

BOS has no opinion on the actual issue. BOS has no member that offers restaurant
casinos in Sweden, which is the only gambling vertical affected by the proposed
amendment.

Advocacy

BOS has no member that offers restaurant casino on the Swedish gambling market.
We therefore refrain from expressing our opinion on the actual issue. However, in a
broader AML context, we would like to point out two things.

1. We believe that the Swedish Gambling Authority, together with other relevant
authorities — primarily the Swedish Financial Supervisory Authority — should pay
greater attention to the risk and occurrence of money laundering and terrorist
financing in the unlicensed gambling market. This part of the Swedish gambling market
is significant. According to the SGA, it comprises 15 percent of the gambling market,
and within online casino as much as 18-28 percent of the market.



It is hardly a bold assumption that the occurrence of money laundering is significantly
more prevalent in the unlicensed unregulated gambling market. Despite this, it is
difficult to discern a corresponding interest on the part of the authorities in this part of
the gambling market, compared to the legal licensed market.

2. It must be taken for granted that an even greater value than setting a risk level as
finely calibrated as possible is to contribute to ensuring that the actual risk of money
laundering and terrorist financing is as low as possible. Against this background, it is
unfortunate that the SGA does not invite representatives of the licensees to work-
shops or the like before a risk level is proposed. The representative in question in this
case — restaurant casino — could perhaps have taken measures in dialogue with the
SGA that would have reduced the risk of money laundering and thus received a lower
risk rating. It would have been an outcome that would have benefited both the
licensees in that gambling vertical and the work against money laundering. The same
reasoning naturally applies to the other verticals of the gambling market.

We recommend that the SGA in future take the initiative for such meetings well in
advance before adjustments to risk levels are proposed. Similarly, there are good
reasons for the SGA to have a close dialogue on these issues with representatives of
gambling verticals that have already received the highest risk rating; how can these
representatives act to obtain a lower risk level?
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