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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
	Environmental Authority  


	Type of Entity
	Government 

	Contact Person
	Director of Chemicals and Waste Management Department

	Email Address
	chemical_dept@ea.gov.om

	Date of Submission
	29/4/2026


Section II: Executive Summary
Please provide a brief overview of your experience with the financial mechanism (recommended length: 250–500 words).
	The Sultanate of Oman’s engagement with the financial mechanism of the Minamata Convention on Mercury as the Sultanate received funding from GF to implement the MIA project, which was carried out with the participation of various stakeholders in partnership with the private sector. This has supported initial efforts to strengthen national capacity in mercury management and align with international environmental commitments.
Through the Global Environment Facility, Oman has benefited from technical and financial support in areas such as preliminary mercury inventory development. These efforts have contributed to build a foundational understanding of mercury sources, uses, and potential environmental impacts within the country.



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.
	The responsiveness of the Global Environment Facility has been generally positive in addressing the needs and priorities of the Sultanate of Oman under the Minamata Convention on Mercury.
The Global Environment Facility has demonstrated responsiveness by aligning its funding support with national priorities, particularly in the areas of mercury inventory development, institutional strengthening, and technical capacity-building.




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.
	The financial mechanism of the Minamata Convention on implementing MIA project, through support from the Global Environment Facility, has contributed to foundational progress in addressing mercury supply, use, emissions, and releases in the Sultanate of Oman.
1. Mercury Supply
Support has enabled the development of preliminary national understanding of mercury sources and supply chains. This has strengthened awareness of imported mercury and mercury-added products, supporting early steps toward inventory development and control measures.
2. Mercury Use
Capacity-building activities have improved national knowledge of mercury use in industrial processes and products. This has supported the identification of priority sectors and encouraged movement toward safer alternatives and reduced reliance on mercury-containing materials.
3. Emissions
Technical assistance has contributed to building institutional awareness of mercury emissions from relevant sectors. While large-scale emission reduction measures are still in early stages, the groundwork has been established for future adoption of Best Available Techniques (BAT) and Best Environmental Practices (BEP).
4. Releases to Environment
Initial assessments supported through the financial mechanism have improved understanding of potential releases of mercury to air, water, and soil. This includes identification of key pathways and sectors contributing to environmental contamination, forming the basis for future mitigation strategies.




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.
	The project approval processes under the financial mechanism of the Minamata Convention on Mercury, particularly through the Global Environment Facility demonstrated transparency in its operational procedures, particularly in outlining eligibility criteria and supporting documentation for capacity-building requests. Its communication with national focal points has generally supported clarity in expectations and reporting requirements.


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.
	Generally it was more straight forward procedures for capacity-building support, making it relatively easier for countries to request and receive technical assistance



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.
	The adequacy of resources under the financial mechanism of the Minamata Convention on Mercury, primarily through the Global Environment Facility, is generally considered sufficient for initiating and supporting early-stage implementation activities, particularly in developing national capacities.
Financial Resources
The Global Environment Facility provides essential grant-based financing that has enabled countries, including the Sultanate of Oman, to undertake foundational activities such as mercury inventories, institutional strengthening, and initial policy development. However, available funding is often limited in scale compared to the full scope of national implementation needs, particularly for large-scale infrastructure or long-term mitigation projects.



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.
	The Sultanate of Oman has demonstrated increasing national ownership by actively engaging relevant institutions in the implementation of mercury-related activities, including inventory development, regulatory strengthening, and awareness-raising initiatives. National focal points and competent authorities have played a central role in coordinating with international partners and ensuring alignment of activities with national priorities.
Support from the Global Environment Facility has been instrumental in enabling nationally driven project design and implementation, strengthened institutional engagement through targeted capacity-building and technical assistance.
Sustainability
Sustainability of outcomes remains a central focus. Initial interventions have contributed to building institutional frameworks, improving technical knowledge, and establishing baseline data systems for mercury management. However, long-term sustainability requires continued integration of mercury management into national policies, environmental strategies, and regulatory systems.



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.
	In Oman, stakeholder engagement includes relevant government entities responsible for environmental protection, industry regulation, customs control, and public health. These institutions have been progressively involved in activities such as mercury inventory development, regulatory review, and awareness-raising initiatives. Coordination among national stakeholders has improved through designated focal points and inter-agency collaboration mechanisms.
Private Sector Involvement
The private sector’s involvement is gradually increasing, particularly in industries where mercury may be used or encountered. Engagement has mainly focused on compliance awareness, data provision, and participation in consultations related to environmental regulations and best practices.
International Partners
International stakeholders, including the Global Environment Facility, have played a significant role in providing financial support, technical expertise, and capacity-building assistance. Their involvement has strengthened national efforts and ensured alignment with global standards.



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.
	Health Protection
One of the key benefits is improved protection of public health, particularly for communities that may be exposed to mercury through occupational activities or environmental contamination. Awareness-raising activities and improved regulatory controls have contributed to reducing potential exposure risks.
Occupational Safety
Workers in sectors where mercury may be present, such as industrial processes and waste management activities, benefit from strengthened safety awareness and improved handling practices. Capacity-building initiatives have supported safer working conditions and promoted better compliance with environmental and health standards.
Environmental Quality
Measures supported under the financial mechanism have contributed to reducing potential mercury releases into air, water, and soil, which directly benefits communities that are more dependent on natural resources, including fishing and coastal populations.



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.
	1. Adequacy and predictability of funding
While the financial mechanism composed of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) Trust Fund and the Specific International Programme (SIP) has enabled important implementation activities, many developing-country Parties continue to face gaps between available resources and actual implementation needs, particularly for long-term obligations related to mercury-added products, waste management, contaminated sites, emissions control, and monitoring systems. Concerns remain regarding the sustainability and predictability of funding streams.
2. Need for increased support for implementation beyond enabling activities
Initial support has focused significantly on Minamata Initial Assessments (MIAs) and National Action Plans (NAPs) for artisanal and small-scale gold mining (ASGM). However, many Parties now require greater investment support for full-scale implementation, technology transfer, infrastructure upgrades, laboratory capacity, and enforcement systems.
3. Mobilization of additional financial resources
Given the scale of global mercury challenges, the COP may wish to encourage broader partnerships involving international financial institutions, the private sector, philanthropic organizations, and regional development banks to complement existing GEF and SIP resources



Section IV: Additional Information
Please provide any supporting documentation, data or references that may complement your submission (optional).
	Thank you for your support.
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