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Minamata Convention – Parties



Reduce 
mercury to 

the 
environment

Logic of the Minamata Convention

Keep mercury 
underground

Reduce the use and presence of mercury 
in the economy, industry and society

Art. 3.3: No new 
primary mines

Art. 3.4: Existing 
mines - 15 years

Art. 3.5 (a): Stocks

Art. 3.5 (b): Excess mercury from 
decommissioned chlor-alkali facilities

Art. 3.6 – 3.10: Trade of mercury

Art. 4: Mercury-added Products

Art. 5: Manufacturing Processes

Art. 7: ASGM

Art. 10: Interim Storage

Art. 11: Mercury wastes

Art. 12: Contaminated sites

Art. 8: 
Emissions

Art. 9: 
Releases

Control Measures Enabling / Supportive Context

Art. 15: Implementation and Compliance Committee

Art. 16: Health aspects

Art. 17: Information Exchange

Art. 18: Public information, awareness and education

Art. 19: Research, development and monitoring

Art. 20: Implementation plans

Art. 21: Reporting

Art. 22: Effectiveness evaluation

Art. 23: Conference of the Parties

Art. 24: Secretariat

Arts. 25-35: Various procedural articles

Art. 13: Financial Mechanism 

Art. 14: Capacity-building, technical 
assistance and technical transfer

How is the Convention 
structured for action + support?



Effectiveness evaluation – Article 22

1. The Conference of the Parties shall evaluate the effectiveness of this Convention, 

beginning no later than six years after the date of entry into force of the Convention and 

periodically thereafter at intervals to be decided by it.

2. To facilitate the evaluation, the Conference of the Parties shall, at its first meeting, initiate the 

establishment of arrangements for providing itself with comparable monitoring data on the 

presence and movement of mercury and mercury compounds in the environment as well as 

trends in levels of mercury and mercury compounds observed in biotic media and vulnerable 

populations.

3. The evaluation shall be conducted on the basis of available scientific, environmental, 

technical, financial and economic information, including:

(a) Reports and other monitoring information provided to the Conference of the Parties pursuant to 

paragraph 2;

(b) Reports submitted pursuant to Article 21;

(c) Information and recommendations provided pursuant to Article 15; and

(d) Reports and other relevant information on the operation of the financial assistance, technology 

transfer and capacity-building arrangements put in place under this Convention.



COP-3 Outcome (Nov 2019)



Annex II to Decision MC-3/10



Roadmap for developing monitoring guidance

Starting in May 2020 As a first step, the Secretariat collects information on the following:

- Information and lessons learnt about the existing monitoring guidance and their use for 

effectiveness evaluation under other MEAs.

- Information on existing global, regional and national monitoring networks, including sampling, 

sample analysis, data handling, statistical analysis and reporting.

The collected information will be stored in an online web-based workspace.

Late May 2020 The Secretariat will advertise a call for consultants to develop elements of the draft guidance.

By 30 May 2020 The Secretariat develops a draft annotated outline of the guidance, taking into consideration the 

draft structure set out in UNEP/MC/COP-3/INF/15 and using the collected information. The draft 

annotated outline will be posted on the website for comments. Submission of technical information 

on sampling, chemical analysis, data handling, statistical analysis etc will also be invited.

Early June 2020 The Secretariat issues a call for interest in contributing to the drafting of the guidance on the 

Convention website. Parties and stakeholders are invited to identify experts and scientists to 

contribute to the drafting. 

Early June 2020 The Secretariat makes itself available to present the draft annotated outline to interested parties 

and stakeholders.

By 31 July 2020 Parties and stakeholders submit their input on the annotated outline. The input received will be 

posted on the web-based workspace.

Early August 2020 The Secretariat will further develop the draft annotated outline taking into account the comments, 

and convening informal consultation as needed.

By 15 August 2020 The Secretariat will post the annotated outline on the website.
Development of annotated outline Drawing on scientific expertise to create the content Consultation with parties and stakeholders 



Roadmap for developing monitoring guidance

By 15 August 2020 Parties and stakeholders identify experts and scientists interested in contributing to the drafting of 

the guidance.

August 2020 The Secretariat will collect further technical information on sampling, chemical analysis, data 

handling, statistical analysis etc., in addition to the information already collected by the Secretariat 

and stored in the web-based workspace.

Early September 2020 The first webinar of the identified experts and scientists is convened.

September – December 

2020

The Secretariat and the consultants develop elements of guidance through thematic online meetings 

of identified experts and scientists. Thematic face-to-face meetings of relevant identified experts and 

scientists may be convened as needed.

24 February 2021 The Secretariat posts a zero draft of the guidance on the website .

March 2021 The Secretariat convenes additional round of thematic online meetings of identified experts and 

scientists to further develop the draft guidance. Parties may identify additional experts to contribute 

to the finalization of the guidance.

By 15 April 2021 The Secretariat posts draft guidance on the website for comments.

By 31 May 2021 Parties and stakeholders submit comments on the draft guidance.

June 2021 The Secretariat further develop the draft guidance taking into account the comments received, in 

cooperation with the consultants as appropriate.

July 2021 Draft guidance document finalized for processing as COP-4 document. The COP document may 

include issues that require COP-4 attention.

Development of annotated outline Drawing on scientific expertise to create the content Consultation with parties and stakeholders 



Guidance on monitoring to maintain comparable information on mercury 

levels in the environment and humans

Annotated outline

1. Acknowledgements

2. List of abbreviations and glossary of terms

3. Introduction and objectives

4. Use of comparable monitoring data for the 

effectiveness evaluation

5. Air monitoring

(1) Mercury monitoring in air – rationale 

(2) Consideration of monitoring sites 

(3) Sampling and measurement: methods 

(4) Quality control and assurance 

(5) Data collection 

(6) Data management, analysis and evaluation 

6. Biota monitoring

(1) Identification of target ecosystems 

(2) Mercury monitoring in biotic media – rationale 

(3) Consideration of monitoring sites 

(4) Sampling and measurement

(5) Quality control and assurance 

(6) Data collection 

(7) Data management, analysis and evaluation

7. Human biomonitoring

(1) Ethical considerations 

(2) Identification of target population 

(3) Human biomonitoring for mercury exposure –

rationale. 

(4) Development of a survey protocol 

(5) Data management, analysis and evaluation 

with particular emphasis on health/risk guidelines

8. Cross-media data management, modeling 

and analysis

9. References

Annex 1: Review of existing monitoring, modeling and 

data management activities 

Annex 2: Gap analysis



Objectives of the monitoring 

guidance

• Explain the role of monitoring in the 

effectiveness evaluation and set 

realistic expectations about what can 

be learned over time.

• Provide guidance to Parties and other 

organizations that conduct existing 

monitoring programs on what data 

and accompanying information 

should be provided to inform the 

effectiveness evaluation.

• Provide guidance to Parties who want 

to invest in developing new or 

improving existing monitoring 

programs to contribute to the 

effectiveness evaluation.

Policy questions for the 

effectiveness evaluation

1) Have the Parties taken actions to implement 

the Minamata Convention?

2) Have the actions taken resulted in changes in 

mercury supply, use, emissions and 

releases into the environment?

3) Have those changes resulted in changes in 

levels of mercury in the environment, biotic 

media and vulnerable populations that can 

be attributed to the Minamata Convention?

4) To what extent are existing measures under 

the Minamata Convention meeting the 

objective of protecting human health and 

the environment from mercury?



Monitoring information 

contributing to 

effectiveness evaluation 

1) Characterization of representative 

levels and spatial patterns

2) Identification of temporal trends

3) Quantification of key 

environmental processes as input 

to mechanistic or statistical 

models 

4) Identification of information 

required for source attribution

5) Estimation of exposure and 

adverse health impact


