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Distinguished Delegates, National Focal Points, Secretariat Staff and other participants, 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is an honour for me to say a few words as a member of the the CHM Award Jury, and 

also as a member of the CHM Informal Advisory Committee (CHM-IAC). 

When we started discussing this item between CHM-IAC members, we decided to create 

a working group who would focus on this issue and drive the process forward. This working 

group had an initial brainstorming session to collect views and from the beginning, we identified 

two major guiding principles: 

1) First, the CHM award process should serve the purpose of the CHM by encouraging 

countries to establish or strengthen their CHM in a way that make them more effective to support 

NBSAP implementation; 

2) Second, it should be a fair and neutral process. We felt that the Jury had a major 

responsibility at this level. 

Then, this working group held further discussions in order to propose modalities to the 

Executive Secretary. These modalities proposed two CHM award categories: one for existing 

national CHMs and one for new national CHMs established after COP 12. A set of criteria were 

identified to evaluate national CHM websites. But then, the working group realized that it was 

not possible to fully assess a national CHM based on its website. Additional information was 

needed, and this is why it was proposed to have two questionnaires to collect such additional 

information: 

1) The first questionnaire was designed to allow Parties to summarize the progress made 

so far, and to indicate their plans for the coming year. 

2) The second questionnaire was designed to report on the progress made one year later. 

There was a consensus that the review of the national CHM combined with the answers to 

the two questionnaires would provide sufficient information for making a good assessment. 

These proposed modalities were reviewed by the Executive Secretary in order to incorporate 

them in a notification to the Parties. Then, the Secretariat issued the notifications with the 

modalities and questionnaires, and compiled the answers.  
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As Jury members, we received a compilation of all submissions, and we started reviewing 

the submissions as well as the various national CHMs. On the one hand, it was a very time-

consuming process. This was difficult for all jury members, because we have other 

responsibilities and commitments, and this assessment was an additional activities on top of our 

normal duties. In total I believe that I have spent more two weeks to review the submissions. This 

is perhaps one lesson learned for the next CHM Award cycle. 

On the other hand, this process has been a very interesting learning experience for me. It 

gave me the opportunity to discover how other national CHM are structured and the type of 

information services they offer. I now have a couple of ideas on how to improve my national 

CHM. 

Regarding the assessment to determine the winners, we used a tool allowing each jury 

member to give a score to each question and to assess the national CHM. The Secretariat ensured 

that each jury member could work independently without seeing the scores given by other jury 

members. I would like to take this opportunity to thanks the Secretariat for facilitating this 

process and ensure its fairness. 

Last but not least, I must say that I was impressed by some of the national CHMs that I 

have reviewed and I want to sincerely congratulate the CHM Award winners as well as all 

countries that have made significant efforts to improve their national CHM. 

Thank you for your attention. 

 


