Annex
Minamata Convention on Mercury
Third Review of the Financial Mechanism
Template for the submission of information by Parties and stakeholders
1. In paragraph 5 of article 13 on financial resources and mechanism, the Minamata Convention on Mercury defines a mechanism for the provision of adequate, predictable and timely financial resources to support developing-country parties and parties with economies in transition in implementing their obligations under the Convention. Paragraph 6 of the same article states that the mechanism is to include the Global Environment Facility (GEF) trust fund and the Specific International Programme to support capacity-building and technical assistance (SIP).
2. In accordance with decision MC-6/11 of the Conference of the Parties to the Minamata Convention on Mercury, Parties, intergovernmental organizations, non-governmental organizations and stakeholders are invited to submit information on their experience gained through their interactions with the financial mechanism of the Convention, consistent with the terms of reference for the third review. 
3. The terms of reference are informed by the respective mandates of GEF and the Specific International Programme for their support for the Minamata Convention on Mercury, as set forth in article 13 of the Convention, and in relevant decisions of the Conference of the Parties (see decisions MC-1/5, MC-5/7, MC-5/11, and MC-6/10, on guidance to GEF, and decision MC 1/6, on the Specific International Programme).
4. The third review of the financial mechanism will be of use in the development of GEF projects and programmes within the funding allocation and programming directions of the ninth GEF replenishment period, and for future rounds of the Specific International Programme.
5. Submissions should be communicated to the Secretariat by email mea-minamatasecretariat@un.org, with copies to brenda.koekkoek@un.org and alexander.romanov@un.org, by 30 April 2026.
Section I: Identification of the Submitting Entity
Please complete the following information to identify the entity making this submission.
	Name of Party / Organization
	[Mozambique]

	Type of Entity
	[Party]

	Contact Person
	[Margarida Mabjaia/ Focal Point]

	Email Address
	[magui.mabjaia@gmail.coml]

	Date of Submission
	[30/04/2026]


Section II: Executive Summary
Please provide a brief overview of your experience with the financial mechanism (recommended length: 250–500 words).
	[Please insert your executive summary here.]

Mozambique gained access to international funds from the Global Environment Facility (GEF) through UNIDO and UNITAR to conduct studies in the country, culminating in the preparation of the following reports:

· Minamata Initial Assessment (MIA) – With the former Ministry of Land and Environment MTA (Currently the  Ministry of Agriculture, Environment and Fisheries MAAP)
· National Action Plan (NAP) – Ministry of Mineral Resources and Energy, in collaboration with the Ministry of Land and Environment MT and the Ministry of Health (MISAU,
· The development of MIA (Minamata Initial Assessment) it was a crucial step as it allowed for the identification of the main sources of mercury use and emission in the country, with artisanal and small-scale gold mining as a critical sector, and also for the assessment of legal and institutional gaps.
· With MIA data, Mozambique will be able to develop or incorporate mercury-related issues into existing laws and regulations, and integrate mercury management into environmental and public health policies.
· The funding also enabled awareness-raising activities to spread the message about the use of mercury and its consequences for public health and the environment, to protect vulnerable groups (such as pregnant women and children), and to prevent diseases associated with mercury exposure, such as neurological problems, among others.

Mozambique ratified the Minamata Convention in 2023, which was preceded by the development of the National Action Plan (NAP) for reduction or elimination of mercury use in Artisanal and Small Scale Gold Mining (ASGM) with financial support of 176,188.52 USD from the Global Environment Facility (GEF) through the United Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO). 

During the NAP project, two ASGM mine sites were assessed in Niassa and Manica provinces. 
The appraisal of the ASGM sector, which includes its origin and causes, context, extent, demography, economics, social and environmental issues, methods and technology, with special emphasis on the supply chain and forms of use of mercury for the amalgamation of gold, constitute part a baseline ASGM estimate, which leaded to a mercury inventory. Using soil and water samples was possible to determine the presence of high level of mercury. Therefore, during the mineral processing was possible to realize that the miners were not able to recover the amount mercury due to emissions and releases of mercury in the ASGM sector in Mozambique. The provenance of mercury used by artisanal miners in ASGM areas is generally unknown and data from the field showed that there is a discreet distribution network of mercury to artisanal and informal gold miners from neighboring countries.

The Artisanal Mining Census conducted in 2021, identified a total of 1,577 artisanal mining sites throughout the country, overall of 136 160 miners, out of which 483 are related to ASGM mine sites (240 primary mining and 243 alluvial mining) located in the following Provinces: Sofala, Manica, Tete, Zambézia, Nampula, Cabo Delgado and Niassa. 

The results highlighted above allowed the development of implementation strategies for 5 years NAP project estimated in 4 448 250 USD.

Since ratifying the convention, the country has faced difficulties in effectively implementing the obligations for the gradual and total elimination of mercury, mainly due to a lack of financial resources.












Section III: Information Organized by Performance Criteria
In accordance with the terms of reference for the third review of the financial mechanism (Annex to decision MC-6/11), Parties and stakeholders are invited to provide information organized according to the following performance criteria.


Criterion (a): Responsiveness of the GEF and the Specific International Programme
Please describe your experience with the responsiveness of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) and/or the Specific International Programme (SIP) to guidance adopted by or provided by the Conference of the Parties. You may wish to address the alignment of funded projects with COP decisions, strategic priorities, and the needs of your country or region.
	[Please insert your response here.]

Mozambique benefited of GEF funding for baseline survey development and implementation of mercury use in ASGM. Although its implementation was through UNIDO, there were no constraints in terms of responses from GEF.
The implementation of the NAP in Mozambique considers the following strategies priority among the others: 
i) actions to eliminate worst practices in ASGM, prevent exposure of vulnerable populations, particularly children and women of childbearing age, to mercury used in ASGM, 
ii) Strategy for instituting market-based on mechanisms to promote for reducing use of the Hg, and 
Managing trade and smuggling of mercury and its compounds in Mozambique.

The development of the NAP, funded by the GEF through UNIDO, focused on artisanal and small-scale gold mining, which is the article 7 We would like to have further funding to conduct a broader and more in-depth inventory covering electrical circuits, light bulbs, cosmetics, dental amalgams, and hospital equipment.

We need to develop a legal framework with specific regulations for the effective implementation of the Minamata Convention.




Criterion (b): Impact on mercury supply, use, emissions and releases
Please describe the extent to which projects funded by the financial mechanism have reduced, or are expected to reduce, the supply, use, emissions and releases of mercury, and deliver other benefits in terms of Convention implementation. Where possible, please provide specific examples and quantitative data.
	[Please insert your response here.]


Mozambique received funds to conduct a baseline study on mercury use as part of the development of the NAP and MIA. However, has not yet benefited from funding for the development of specific projects related to the aspects raised in this point we are still seeking funding from the financial mechanism for project implementation. 

The implementation of the project, it was allowed to understand the massive use of mercury (Hg) in the provinces of Manica and Niassa, whose analysis results indicate levels above the permissible concentrations of Hg in soil and water.










Criterion (c): Transparency and timeliness of project approval processes
Please describe your experience with the transparency and timeliness of project approval processes under the financial mechanism. You may wish to address the clarity of decision-making procedures, communication with applicants, and the duration of the approval process.
	[Please insert your response here.]


Within the scope of the project application for the baseline study of mercury use, the funder fully complied with the terms of reference. In addition, the decision-making and communication  between the GEF and the Ministries  of Mineral Resources and Energy (MIREME)  and Agriculture Environment and Fisheries (MAAP),  the only regrettable aspect is the limited funding, which prevents financing for many projects in different regions, for example, the SIP has limited fund but there is transparency, punctuality and communication in the project approval processes.










Criterion (d): Simplicity, flexibility and expeditiousness of procedures
Please describe your experience with the simplicity, flexibility and expeditiousness of the procedures for accessing funds and for implementing and reporting on projects. You may wish to address the administrative burden of application, reporting requirements, and any challenges encountered.
	[Please insert your response here.] 

Semestral reports were produced and presented in accordance with the project's terms of reference. 






Criterion (e): Adequacy of resources
Please provide your views on the adequacy of resources available through the financial mechanism to support Convention implementation. You may wish to address whether the level of funding is sufficient to meet identified needs and priorities.
	[Please insert your response here.]

The funds provided were not enough to support the project, the ASGM occurs in 7 of the 10 Provinces of Mozambique therefore the project was implemented in only two.

The awareness raising activities were conducted in the south, center and north of Mozambique.





Criterion (f): Country ownership and sustainability
Please describe your experience with the level of country ownership and sustainability of activities funded by the financial mechanism. You may wish to address the involvement of national institutions, alignment with national priorities, and the sustainability of project outcomes beyond the funding period.
	[Please insert your response here.]

The project was carried out by Mozambican entities and consultants allowed the elaboration of the NAP strategies and MIA. An implementation committee was established, composed by various sectors to safeguard the health and environment of the local community.




Criterion (g): Level of stakeholder involvement
Please describe your experience with the level of stakeholder involvement in the design, implementation and evaluation of projects funded by the financial mechanism. You may wish to address the participation of civil society, the private sector, indigenous peoples and local communities.
	[Please insert your response here.]

Multi-sectoral working groups were created at the central and provincial levels with periodically meets to evaluate and improve the work strategy as well as to prepare activity reports. The local communities were involved during data collection stage.








Criterion (h): Benefits to groups in vulnerable situations
Please describe the extent to which projects funded by the financial mechanism have benefited groups in vulnerable situations, including women, children, indigenous peoples and local communities, and workers exposed to mercury.
	[Please insert your response here.]

The baseline study identified vulnerable groups that include pregnant women and children. But at this stage of the project, it did not allow for the creation of direct benefits for vulnerable groups, as it was a study for the development of the NAP and MIA.







Criterion (i): Any other significant issues
Please provide information on any other significant issues related to the financial mechanism that you wish to bring to the attention of the Conference of the Parties.
	[Please insert your response here.]

The financial mechanism should mobilize funds for countries to implement the convention, if possible, establishing an annual budget for the parties. Because in the case of our country, the state is unable to have a budget convention implementation.

The financial mechanism must allow flexible implementation of strategic objectives defined in the NAP and MIA. 



Section IV: Additional Information
Please provide any supporting documentation, data or references that may complement your submission (optional).
	[Please list or describe any annexes, data sets or references attached to this submission.]


Minamata Initial Assessment (MIA)
National Action Plan (NAP)
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