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1. Opening of the session 

[1] The Director of the FAO Plant Production and Protection Division, Mr Jingyuan XIA, welcomed 

participants to the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM), which was 

being held in virtual mode for the first time owing to the COVID-19 pandemic. He extended a particular 

welcome to Uzbekistan as the 184th contracting party to the International Plant Protection Convention 

(IPPC). 

[2] The CPM observed a one-minute silence to honour the former CPM Chairperson Mr Felipe CANALE and 

other members of the IPPC community who had been victims of the pandemic. 

[3] In her opening remarks, the FAO Deputy Director-General Ms Beth BECHDOL assured the CPM that the 

FAO remains fully committed in its support of the IPPC community and the mission it shares with FAO in 

protecting the world’s plant resources while also contributing to safe trade and environmental protection. 

She highlighted some of the landmark achievements of the past two years and thanked Finland for 

spearheading the proclamation of the International Year of Plant Health (IYPH). Looking forward, the 

Deputy Director-General highlighted the importance of the new IPPC 2020–2030 Strategic Framework, but 

noted that it will require appropriate implementation plans to deliver it. She expressed appreciation for the 

role of the IPPC community in supporting Zambia as Champion of the proposal for an International Day of 

Plant Health and envisioned global implementation of the ePhyto (electronic phytosanitary certificate) 

Solution. Finally, she updated the CPM on the rigorous progress for the upcoming selection of a new IPPC 

Secretary. 

[4] Mr XIA thanked the Deputy Director-General and, on the occasion of his last CPM session, highlighted 

some of the main achievements during his tenure as IPPC Secretary. These included: the development and 

promotion of IPPC annual themes, IYPH and IPPC strategic frameworks; the adoption of 56 international 

standards; the delivery of 34 regional workshops; an enhanced IPPC ePhyto Solution; enhanced external 

collaboration; the issue of over 700 headline news; increased funding; and the reorganization of, and 

increase in, the IPPC Secretariat (hereafter referred to as the “Secretariat”). 

2. Keynote address by the Finnish Minister of Agriculture and Forestry 

[5] The CPM Chairperson, Mr Francisco Javier TRUJILLO-ARRIAGA, welcomed participants and thanked 

Mr XIA and Ms BECHDOL for their encouraging words and continuous support. He congratulated all 

contracting parties, CPM observers, Mr Lucien KOUAMÉ KONAN (the CPM Vice-Chairperson), his 

fellow CPM Bureau members, Mr Avetik NERSISYAN (IPPC Officer-in-Charge of daily matters) and the 

Secretariat on their work and thanked them for their support. He also expressed his sincere gratitude for the 

commitment, confidence, flexibility and support that contracting parties (CPs) had shown by endorsing the 

use of a virtual mode for this CPM session. The Chairperson then introduced the keynote speaker. 

[6] The keynote address was delivered by the Finnish Minister of Agriculture and Forestry, Mr Jari LEPPÄ, 

who reflected on the impact and legacy of the events of the past year for plant health. The Minister recalled 

the original proposal by Finland to celebrate the year 2020 as the IYPH, and the ambitious plans of Finland, 

the FAO and the IPPC community that followed. The aim had been to establish an understanding around 

the world that plant health is as important for the environment and livelihoods as human health is to the 

well-being of people. For this reason, the Minister believed that plant health needs to be strengthened at all 

levels and that we need to build up sustainable plant-health structures nationally, regionally and globally, 

which do not fluctuate in resourcing depending on the occurrence or non-occurrence of a crisis. 

[7] The Minister acknowledged the enormous impact of the pandemic on IYPH activities, but noted that now 

it would be easier to demonstrate to the public that plant-health epidemics can spread as fast as human-

health epidemics, and that prevention is far more economical than dealing with a full-blown, plant-health 

emergency. However, the Minister highlighted that we would not be able to prevent a future plant-health 
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pandemic unless we also tackled climate change and environmental degradation. Emphasizing the role of 

strong international cooperation, he said that the world needed the cooperation, energy and knowledge of 

the IPPC community to find meaningful ways to prevent the spread of plant pests. He finished by expressing 

a dream that in 30 years’ time the year 2020 would not only be remembered for the COVID-19 pandemic, 

but also as the beginning of a new international consciousness about One Health, including plant and 

environmental health. 

3. Adoption of the agenda 

[8] The CPM added an update on the desert locust under agenda item 18 (Any other business), to raise 

awareness of the effects of this pest on food security. 

[9] The CPM noted that the inclusion of plant health in the One Health approach, and in biosecurity and 

biosafety, was a matter for the SPG to examine, as there may not be enough information for it to be 

discussed at this CPM session. 

[10] The CPM: 

(1) adopted the Agenda with changes (Appendix 01) and noted the List of Documents (Appendix 02). 

The List of Participants is also attached (Appendix 03). 

3.1 European Union Statement of Competence 

[11] In response to a question from the European Union, the CPM Chairperson clarified that it was possible that 

an online polling system would be used during the session, but this would not constitute voting. In the event 

of a poll, time would be given to allow the European Union to hold internal consultations. 

[12] The CPM: 

(1) noted the Declaration of Competences and Voting Rights submitted by the European Union and its 

27 member states.1 

4. Election of the Rapporteur 

[13] The CPM: 

(1) elected Ms Mariangela CIAMPITTI (Italy) and Ms Raymonda JOHNSON (Sierra Leone) as 

Rapporteurs. 

5. Report from the CPM Bureau on credentials 

[14] The CPM Chairperson informed the session that this year, in agreement with the FAO Legal Office, 

credentials submitted by contracting parties for their participation at CPM-15 (2021) had been reviewed by 

the CPM Bureau. He informed the session that 115 valid credentials had been received (plus three not 

valid), which was enough to constitute the quorum of a majority of CPM members.  

[15] The CPM: 

(1) noted the report from the CPM Bureau on credentials. 

                                                      
1 CPM 2021/CRP/02 
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6. Report by the Chairperson of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures 

[16] The CPM Chairperson presented his report.2 As well as highlighting some of the key achievements of the 

last year and looking ahead to the challenges of the coming year, the report also outlined the governance 

position taken by the CPM Bureau following the cancellation of CPM-15 in 2020 owing to the COVID-19 

pandemic. This included the Bureau taking various decisions on behalf of the CPM, to progress the annual 

IPPC work plan to the extent that was possible. 

[17] The CPM noted that, in accordance with the IPPC procedure manual, reports that do not contain any 

decisions should be information papers (INFs) rather than DOCs.3 

[18] The CPM:   

(1) noted the report presented by the CPM Chairperson, including decisions taken by the CPM Bureau 

by virtual means throughout 2020; 

(2) noted that the CPM Bureau, on behalf of the CPM, established a CPM Focus Group on Pest Outbreak 

Alert and Response Systems; 

(3) noted that the CPM Bureau approved the Terms of Reference for a CPM Focus Group on Pest 

Outbreak Alert and Response Systems as presented in CPM 2021/13; 

(4) noted the composition of the CPM Focus Group on Pest Outbreak Alert and Response Systems as 

selected by the CPM Bureau. 

7. Report by the IPPC Secretariat 

[19] The IPPC Officer-in-Charge of daily matters presented the 2020 annual report of the IPPC Secretariat,4 

highlighting important achievements in ten areas of IPPC work: the CPM and subsidiary bodies, standard 

setting, implementation and capacity development, IPPC networks, the IPPC ePhyto Solution, IYPH, 

communication and advocacy, international cooperation, resource mobilization, and internal management. 

[20] The CPM Chairperson clarified that financial and in-kind contributions were covered in the financial report 

under agenda item 12. 

[21] The CPM:   

(1) noted the 2020 annual report of the IPPC Secretariat. 

8. Governance and strategy 

8.1 Adoption of the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 

[22] The Secretariat presented the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 to the CPM.5 It had been revised to 

incorporate the adjustments agreed by CPM-14 (2019) and was now presented to the CPM for adoption. 

[23] The IPPC Strategic Framework received broad support from CPs. Contracting parties commented on the 

benefits of identifying the links between the IPPC work programme and the United Nations Sustainable 

Development Goals, and the usefulness of the framework as a tool when promoting plant health activities. 

The need to have sufficient funding in place was emphasized, as was the importance of having an 

implementation plan for the Framework. The CPM noted that the development agenda and other parts of 

                                                      
2 CPM 2021/13 
3 IPPC Procedure Manual: https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/ippc-procedure-manual/ (section 2.7.3) 
4 CPM 2021/24 
5 CPM 2021/03 

https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/ippc-procedure-manual/
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the Framework could be reviewed when necessary by the IPPC Strategic Planning Group (SPG) and the 

CPM Bureau, who could then seek agreement for proposed changes from the CPM. 

[24] The CPM: 

(1) adopted the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–20306 

8.2 Adoption of the revision of the Implementation and Capacity Development 

Committee Terms of Reference and Rules of Procedure 

[25] The Secretariat presented the paper on the proposed revisions to the Terms of Reference and the Rules of 

Procedure of the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee (IC).7 These revisions were 

undertaken as advised by the FAO Legal Office to clarify several issues and were now being submitted for 

CPM adoption. 

[26] The CPM noted the call from some CPs and a regional plant protection organization (RPPO) to have more 

time to observe the work of the IC before changing its Terms of Reference and Rules of Procedure. 

[27] The CPM: 

(1) deferred consideration of the revision of the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee 

Terms of Reference and Rules of Procedure to a future session of the CPM. 

8.3 Report from the Strategic Planning Group 

[28] The Chairperson of the SPG, Mr Lucien KOUAME KONAN, presented the 2020 summary report from the 

SPG,8 which highlighted the main issues considered by the SPG at its meetings in 2020. The main focus of 

the group’s discussion had been the implementation of the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 and the 

development agenda items identified therein. Areas that needed strengthening had been identified and it 

had been recognized that these needed to be supported by an adequate budget. The SPG had also reviewed 

its Rules of Procedure. 

[29] The CPM considered the following four proposals arising from the SPG meetings, each being presented in 

a separate paper (the first by the United States of America and the others by the SPG Chairperson). 

Revision of the Strategic Planning Group Rules of Procedure 

[30] The SPG had drafted revised Rules of Procedure, with the aim of providing more focus on emerging 

strategic issues, rather than reviewing operational and administrative matters, and incorporating a 

mechanism for CPs to submit proposals for topics for discussion at SPG meetings.9 The CPM was invited 

to adopt the revised Rules of Procedure. 

[31] The views of CPs were mixed as to whether the proposed changes would serve to strengthen the role of the 

SPG or were not necessary at this time given the success of the SPG in recent years. Acknowledging the 

lack of consensus, the CPM Chairperson suggested that the SPG discuss the matter further. 

Establishment of CPM Focus Group on Implementation Plans for the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–

2030 

[32] The SPG had recommended to the CPM Bureau that Terms of Reference be developed for a focus group, 

to be established by the CPM, to develop a clear plan for sequencing the implementation of the IPPC 

                                                      
6 http://www.fao.org/documents/card/en/c/cb3995en  
7 CPM 2021/09 
8 CPM 2021/19 
9 CPM 2021/06 

http://www.fao.org/documents/card/en/c/cb3995en
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Strategic Framework 2020–2030 development agenda items. The resulting Terms of Reference were 

presented to the CPM for consideration.10 

[33] Some CPs expressed their support for the establishment of the CPM focus group, one of which highlighted 

the importance of sequencing as it is better to focus upon a few items at a time and to do them well, rather 

than trying to do everything at once. The CPM stressed the importance of the Strategic Framework in 

promoting plant health and the work of the IPPC community to CPs and audiences outside the plant health 

community. The CPM expressed appreciation to New Zealand and Finland for the preparing the draft 

Framework. 

[34] The CPM agreed to amend the proposed Terms of Reference of the focus group to change the nomination 

process so that the CPM Bureau endorses rather than reviews nominations and to change the section on 

Functions to align better with the wording in the IPPC Strategic Framework.11 

Establishment of CPM Focus Group on Communications 

[35] The SPG had endorsed a proposal to develop a new IPPC Communications Strategy, which would be 

aligned with the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030, and had recommended that the CPM establish a 

focus group on communications to be responsible for drafting and supporting the implementation of the 

new strategy. 

[36] The CPM considered this proposal, together with the corresponding draft Terms of Reference,12 and agreed 

to amend the Terms of Reference to include an additional point to include IPPC communication activities 

on the planning and implementation of future International Days of Plant Health. 

Establishment of CPM Focus Group on Climate Change Impacts on Plant Health 

[37] The SPG had recommended that the CPM establish a focus group on climate change impacts on plant 

health, which would be mandated to develop an IPPC action plan on climate change and to coordinate its 

implementation. The CPM considered this proposal, together with the corresponding draft Terms of 

Reference.13 

[38] There was broad support for the establishment of this focus group among CPs, but some also suggested 

amendments to the Terms of Reference or commented on possible changes to it. These included: 

amendments to the membership, in terms of having a broader range of skills, a regional nomination 

component, a clear process for selection of experts, and an open call for nominations including regional 

nomination; a possible additional function; and amendments to bring the Terms of References into greater 

alignment with those of the other focus groups being considered under this agenda item. The CPM 

acknowledged the need for representation from all regions of the world, and noted the concerns expressed 

that countries should not be asked to commit to cover the costs of participating in face-to-face meetings. 

Some CPs suggested that the focus group be opened up to other entities working on climate change. 

[39] Wider comments from CPs on the subject of climate included the suggestion for a group to be set up to 

debate the challenges posed by climate change, and the suggestion that an introductory webinar be held to 

present the findings of the study on the impact of climate change on plant health. Some CPs emphasized 

the need to generate a common understanding of the effects of climate change on plant health, and more 

importantly a shared understanding of the potential actions that the IPPC community and NPPOs can take, 

as plant health officials, to mitigate those phytosanitary impacts. 

                                                      
10 CPM 2021/08 
11 CPM 2021/CRP/10 
12 CPM 2021/07 
13 CPM 2021/14 
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[40] Interested CPs considered the suggested changes to the Terms of Reference in more detail outside of the 

session, and brought an amended version back to the CPM for consideration.14 This took account of the 

need to base membership of the focus group on scientific expertise as well as regional representation, 

including experts on climate change related to pests. The CPM agreed to the revised Terms of Reference 

[41] The CPM: 

(1) noted the summary of the 2020 meetings of the IPPC Strategy Planning Group;  

(2) agreed not to revise the Rules of Procedure for the IPPC Strategic Planning Group (SPG) at this time, 

and noted that the matter needed further consideration by the SPG; 

(3) agreed to establish a CPM Focus Group on Implementation of the IPPC Strategic Framework’s 

2020–2030 Development Agenda Items, and adopted Terms of Reference for the group as modified 

in this meeting (Appendix 04); 

(4) agreed to establish a CPM Focus Group on Communications, and adopted Terms of Reference for 

the group as modified in this meeting (Appendix 05); 

(5) agreed to establish a CPM Focus Group on Climate Change Impacts on Plant Health, and adopted 

Terms of Reference for the group as modified in this meeting (Appendix 06). 

8.4 Endorsement of updated Framework for Standards and Implementation 

[42] The IPPC Officer-in-Charge of daily matters presented the Framework for Standards and Implementation, 

which had been updated, restructured and aligned with the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030, reviewed 

by the SC, IC and SPG, and was now being presented to the CPM for endorsement.15  

[43] The CPM:  

(1) endorsed the revision of the Framework for Standards and Implementation as presented in the paper; 

(2) requested that the Secretariat update the content of the Framework for Standards and Implementation, 

including updates to reflect decisions made by CPM-15 (2021); 

(3) agreed that the most current version of the Framework for Standards and Implementation, updated 

by the Standards Committee, Implementation and Capacity Development Committee and Strategic 

Planning Group, will be maintained and fully accessible on the International Phytosanitary Portal 

(IPP). 

9. Standard setting 

9.1 Report from Standards Committee 

[44] The SC Chairperson presented the report of the SC’s activities during 2019 and 2020.16 He outlined the 

progress made with development of standards, the work done on the development and governance approach 

for commodity standards with a new technical panel formed, the discussions held on the reorganization of 

the pest risk analysis standards, and the webinar held on the authorization of entities to perform 

phytosanitary actions. He also pointed out that approximately 50 of the 100 topics on the SC work 

programme have progressed. The SC Chairperson highlighted the collaborative work with the IC in revising 

the Framework for Standards and Implementation. Finally, he thanked all those involved in the standard 

setting process, including the Technical Panels and especially the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine, 

whose disestablishment was to be considered under agenda item 9.3 of this CPM. 

                                                      
14 CPM 2021/CRP/11_REV1 
15 CPM 2021/11 
16 CPM 2021/17, CPM 2021/INF/17 
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[45] The CPM:  

(1) noted the report on the activities of the Standards Committee in 2019 and 2020. 

9.2 Adoption of standards 

[46] The Secretariat introduced the papers for this agenda item, which presented the draft International Standards 

for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) proposed by the SC for adoption by the CPM, the diagnostic protocols 

(DPs) adopted by the SC on behalf of the CPM since the last session of the CPM, and activities related to 

translation of adopted standards.17 The SC had requested that the CPM convey its appreciation to the experts 

of the drafting groups for their active contribution to the development of these standards. 

[47] The Secretariat informed the CPM that the deadline for objections specified in the Standard Setting Process 

was three weeks before CPM-15 (2021), namely 22 February 2021, but by that date no objections had been 

received.18 

[48] The CPM noted the need for capacity development to help CPs in developing countries implement standards 

such as the one on modified atmosphere treatments. 

[49] The CPM:  

(1) adopted the revision of ISPM 8 (Determination of pest status in an area) (2009-005) (Appendix 15) 

and revoked the previously adopted version; 

(2) adopted ISPM 44 (Requirements for the use of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary 

measures) (2014-006) (Appendix 15); 

(3) adopted the 2018 amendments to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) (1994-001) 

(Appendix 17) and revoked the previously adopted version; 

(4) adopted ISPM 45 (Requirements for national plant organizations if authorizing entities to perform 

phytosanitary actions) (2014-002) (Appendix 15); 

(5) noted that the Standards Committee adopted on behalf of the CPM the following diagnostic protocol 

(DP) as an annex to ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests): DP 29 (Bactrocera dorsalis) 

(2006-026); 

(6) adopted PT 33 (Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera dorsalis) (2017-015) as Annex 33 to ISPM 28 

(Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests) (Appendix 15); 

(7) adopted PT 34 (Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus 

persica) (2017-022A) as Annex 34 to ISPM 28 (Appendix 15); 

(8) adopted PT 35 (Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus 

persica) (2017-022B) as Annex 35 to ISPM 28 (Appendix 15); 

(9) adopted PT 36 (Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Vitis vinifera) (2017-023A) as Annex 36 to 

ISPM 28 (Appendix 15); 

(10) adopted PT 37 (Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Vitis vinifera) (2017-023B) as Annex 37 to 

ISPM 28 (Appendix 15); 

(11) adopted PT 38 (Irradiation treatment for Carposina sasakii) (2017-026) as Annex 38 to ISPM 28 

(Appendix 15); 

(12) adopted PT 39 (Irradiation treatment for the genus Anastrepha) (2017-031) as Annex 39 to ISPM 28 

(Appendix 15); 

                                                      
17 CPM 2021/15 (including attachments 01–11) 
18 CPM 2021/INF/11 
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(13) thanked the experts of the groups who drafted the adopted standards for their active contribution to 

the development of these standards (Appendix 07); 

(14) noted that the following three ISPMs (including one diagnostic protocol (DP)) had been reviewed by 

the Arabic, Chinese, Russian and Spanish Language Review Groups and FAO Translation Services, 

and that the IPPC Secretariat had incorporated the modifications accordingly and posted the new 

versions on the Adopted Standards page of the IPP to replace the previous versions: 

 ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms), 

 ISPM 43 (Requirements for the use of fumigation as a phytosanitary measure), 

 DP 2 (Plum pox virus); 

(15) thanked contracting parties and regional plant protection organizations involved in the Language 

Review Groups, as well as FAO Translation services, for their efforts and hard work to improve the 

language versions of ISPMs; 

(16) acknowledged the contributions of contracting parties, regional plant protection organizations, and 

organizations who hosted or helped organize standard setting meetings in 2019: 

 Canada for hosting the Expert Working Group on Audit in the Phytosanitary Context (2015-

014), 

 The Joint FAO/International Atomic Energy Agency Centre for Nuclear Techniques in Food 

and Agriculture for hosting the meeting of the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments 

in Vienna, Austria, 

 Australia, the Agribio Centre at La Trobe University for hosting the meeting of the Technical 

Panel on Diagnostic Protocols, 

 France, for providing in-kind staff support in 2019 for the Standard Setting Unit of the IPPC 

Secretariat; 

(17) acknowledged the contributions of the members of the Standards Committee who had left the 

committee in 2019 and 2020: 

 Australia, Mr Bruce HANCOCKS, 

 Brazil, Mr Jesulindo Nery DE SOUZA JUNIOR, 

 Canada, Mr Rajesh RAMARATHNAM, 

 Iraq, Mr Abdulqader Khudhair ABBAS, 

 Kenya, Ms Esther KIMANI, 

 Lebanon, Mr Nicholas EID, 

 New Zealand, Mr Stephen BUTCHER, 

 Samoa, Mr Lupeomanu Pelenato FONOTI, 

 Sri Lanka, Ms Jayani Nimanthika WATHUKARAGE, 

 Syria, Ms Ouroba ALZITANIABOALBORGHOL; 

(18) acknowledged the contributions of the members of the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments 

who left in 2019: 

 FAO/IAEA Joint Centre, Mr Andrew PARKER (member), 

 China, Yuejin WANG (member), 

 Egypt, Ms Shaza OMAR (Assistant Steward); 

(19) acknowledged the contribution of the following member of the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine 

who left in 2019: 

 Poland, Mr Krzysztof SUPRUNIUK (member). 
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[50] The Secretariat presented the paper on proposed ink amendments to adopted ISPMs, arising from 

consistency reviews,19 and also highlighted that the ink amendments to phytosanitary treatments on 

irradiation described in the paper would also be applied to the two irradiation treatments adopted at this 

CPM as annexes to ISPM 28.20  

[51] The CPM noted the request that, in future, changes of a technical nature that change the substance or content 

of a standard, such as the removal of the disclaimer from the irradiation treatments, should be considered 

to be technical revisions and not be submitted as ink amendments, and that ink amendments should be 

reserved for changes that improve the consistency of terminology. 

[52] The CPM:  

(1) noted the ink amendments to the following adopted annexes to ISPM 28 (Appendix 16, attached to 

the English version only): 

 PT 1 (Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha ludens),  

 PT 2 (Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha obliqua), 

 PT 3 (Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha serpentina), 

 PT 4 (Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera jarvisi), 

 PT 5 (Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera tryoni), 

 PT 7 (Irradiation treatment for fruit flies of the family Tephritidae (generic)), 

 PT 14 (Irradiation treatment for Ceratitis capitata), 

 PT 33 (Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera dorsalis), 

 PT 39 (Irradiation treatment for the genus Anastrepha); 

(2) noted the ink amendments to the use of “commodity class” to ensure a consistent use across adopted 

ISPMs (Appendix 16, attached to the English version only); 

(3) noted that the ink amendments will be implemented into the language versions of the standards 

concerned as resources permit; 

(4) agreed that, once the Secretariat has applied the ink amendments, the previous versions of the 

standards will be replaced by the newly implemented versions; 

(5) noted the comments made at this meeting that ink amendments should be reserved for changes that 

improve the consistency of terminology. 

9.3 Standards Committee recommendations to the CPM 

[53] The SC Chairperson presented the SC’s recommendations to the CPM from 2019 and 2020.21 These 

included updates to the List of topics for IPPC standards22, including topics added by the CPM Bureau on 

behalf of the CPM, and a proposal to disestablish the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine because none 

of the current topics on its work programme are anticipated to move forward in the coming years and the 

panel had not met since September 2017. 

                                                      
19 CPM 2021/22 
20 CPM 2021/INF/12 
21 CPM 2021/18 
22 List of topics for IPPC standards: https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/standards-setting/list-topics-ippc-

standards/list  

https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/standards-setting/list-topics-ippc-standards/list
https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/standards-setting/list-topics-ippc-standards/list
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[54] The CPM noted that the disestablishment of the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine would not hinder 

progress on topics related to forestry, as work on individual topics could still proceed via expert working 

groups or the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments. 

[55] The CPM:  

(1) adopted the List of topics for IPPC standards, with the adjustments outlined in CPM 2021/18; 

(2) disestablished the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine (TPFQ); 

(3) thanked the members of the TPFQ for their contributions over the years (Appendix 08). 

10. CPM recommendations 

[56] The Secretariat presented the paper outlining the development of draft CPM Recommendations since CPM-

14 (2019).23 A CPM Recommendation is an adopted text by the Commission on important issues related to 

plant health, either to promote action on a specific phytosanitary issue or to address a more generalized 

issue.24 

10.1 Adoption of draft CPM Recommendation on “food aid” 

[57] The draft CPM Recommendation on Safe provision of food and other humanitarian aid to prevent the 

introduction of plant pests during an emergency situation (2018-026) had been submitted to two rounds of 

consultation and had been revised accordingly. This had included removing the appendices because it had 

been suggested that these would go beyond the scope of the IPPC. It was proposed that the appendices be 

submitted as contributed resources on the IPP instead, following the usual contributed resources process. 

Further to these changes, the CPM Bureau had recommended the draft CPM Recommendation to CPM-15 

(2021) for adoption.25 

[58] Some CPs expressed support for adoption of the draft CPM Recommendation, noting the particular 

importance of the Recommendation for countries that are vulnerable to natural disasters. A few of these 

also expressed disappointment about the removal of the appendices. One RPPO informed the CPM of its 

intention to submit a proposal for an ISPM on the provision of food and humanitarian aid during the 2021 

Call for Topics, including the information contained in the appendices removed from the CPM 

Recommendation, as it felt there is a need for more detailed guidance. A few CPs lent their support to the 

idea of developing a standard, with one also intending to submit a proposal for a topic. 

[59] The CPM: 

(1) adopted CPM Recommendation R-09 (Safe provision of food and other humanitarian aid to prevent 

the introduction of plant pests during an emergency situation) (2018-026) (Appendix 16) 

10.2 Approval for consultation of CPM Recommendation on “contaminating pests” 

[60] The draft CPM Recommendation on Facilitating safe trade by reducing the incidence of contaminating 

pests associated with traded goods (2019-002) had been developed through an international workshop and 

virtual drafting group,26 and the SPG had subsequently recommended it to CPM-15 (2021) for approval for 

consultation. 

                                                      
23 CPM 2021/16 
24 CPM Recommendations: https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-recommendations-1/cpm-

recommendations/  
25 CPM 2021/16_01 
26 CPM 2021/16_02 

https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-recommendations-1/cpm-recommendations/
https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-recommendations-1/cpm-recommendations/
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[61] The CPM noted the support of CPs for this proposal. 

[62] The CPM: 

(1) agreed to submit to consultation the draft CPM Recommendation on Facilitating safe trade by 

reducing the incidence of contaminating pests associated with traded goods (2019-002), contained 

in CPM 2021/16_02, between 1 July and 30 September 2021 using the Online Comment System, 

with a view to presenting a final version for adoption at CPM-16 (2022). 

10.3 Inclusion of any other topics submitted by contracting parties in the CPM work 

programme 

[63] The Secretariat informed the CPM that the only proposal received thus far was the proposal to revise CPM 

Recommendation R-06 (Sea containers), which was to be considered under agenda item 11.3. 

[64] No other proposals for new CPM recommendations were made. 

11. Implementation and capacity development 

11.1 Report from Implementation and Capacity Development Committee 

[65] The Chairperson of the IC presented the IC’s report for 2019 and 2020.27 He summarized the matters 

considered by the IC during this period, including work related to the global plant health surveillance 

programme, the Sea Containers Task Force (SCTF), e-commerce, national reporting obligations, the dispute 

avoidance and settlement programme, the Implementation Review and Support System (IRSS), guides and 

training materials, monitoring and evaluation, and phytosanitary capacity evaluation (PCE). Finally, he 

thanked the IC members who had left the committee, welcomed the new members, and thanked the former 

Chairperson Ms Olga LAVRENTJEVA and the Secretariat. 

[66] Contracting parties commented on various aspects of implementation and capacity development activities. 

These included the need to provide sufficient Secretariat support for IC work; the need to encourage CPs, 

RPPOs and other institutions to provide resources; and the benefits of shifting the IRSS from a project-

driven activity to a system, driven by the IPPC community. The value of PCEs was highlighted, while 

recognizing that PCE needs to be promoted.  

[67] The CPM: 

(1) thanked the following Implementation and Capacity Development Committee members who ended 

their term in 2020 for their work and important contributions to the work of this committee: 

 Ms Sally JENNINGS (New Zealand), 

 Mr Mamoun ALBAKRI (Jordan), 

 Mr Dilli Ram SHARMA (Nepal), 

 Mr Yuji KITAHARA (Japan), 

 Mr Ngatoko NGATOKO (Cook Islands), 

 Mr Philip KARONJO NJOROGE (Kenya); 

(2) thanked the experts who had contributed to the Guide for establishing and maintaining pest free 

areas and the IPPC guide to pest risk communication (Appendix 09); 

(3) noted the activities undertaken to advance the e-Commerce Programme; 

(4) noted the activities undertaken to advance the National Reporting Obligations programme; 

                                                      
27 CPM 2021/26, CPM 2021/INF/18 
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(5) noted that the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee, based on a SPG 

recommendation, had agreed to put the work on dispute avoidance and settlement on hold until the 

end of the IYPH; 

(6) noted the request from the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee for the CPM to 

consider allocating funds to the revision of the CPM-approved IPPC dispute settlement procedures 

to ensure their clarity and consistency; 

(7) noted the activities undertaken to advance the work under the Implementation Review and Support 

System (IRSS); 

(8) noted the intention of the IPPC Secretariat to move the IRSS from a project driven activity to a 

System for the IPPC Community with a long-term work plan that will be funded by multiple donors; 

(9) acknowledged that the following three projects were reviewed by the Implementation and Capacity 

Development Committee and noted that they are aligned with the IPPC strategic objectives, have 

strategic value and a competitive advantage: 

 The phytosanitary component of a FAO project “Common Market for Eastern and Southern 

Africa (COMESA) Trade Facilitation Project” (2019-2023) (GCP /INT/387/COM), 

 The EU project “Support the IPPC Strategic Framework: Commodity and pathways standards, 

Pest Outbreak Alert and Response Systems and e-Phyto” (2020-2022) (GCP/GLO/040/EC), 

 The EU project “Supporting the implementation of the International Plant Protection 

Convention (IPPC)” (2020-2022) (GCP/GLO/040/EC); 

(10) agreed that the phytosanitary capacity evaluation (PCE) is a useful tool to help evaluate and develop 

national phytosanitary capacities; 

(11) noted the PCEs conducted by several contracting parties and the achievements of contracting parties 

where PCE was conducted; 

(12) noted the Implementation and Capacity Development activities (2019 and 2020) presented by the IC 

Chairperson in the IC report to the CPM. 

11.2 Adoption of the list of implementation and capacity development topics 

[68] The Secretariat presented the paper outlining the proposed adjustments to the List of implementation and 

capacity development topics.28 The list had been reviewed by the IC based on priorities and potential 

linkages between implementation and capacity development topics and other ongoing work. As a result of 

the review, the IC had recommended that 13 topics be deleted because they can be merged with other topics 

or are no longer needed or relevant, and that six topics be removed because they have been completed. The 

IC had also proposed seven new topics. In addition, the IC had changed the priorities of four topics. 

[69] The suggestion was made that, when presenting the table of the list of topics in the future, the addition of 

three columns should be considered: one briefly describing the main deliverables of each topic, one giving 

the projected timeframe and one giving the source of funding. 

[70] The CPM noted the confirmation from the Republic of Korea that it would be providing funding for some 

implementation and capacity development activities. 

[71] The CPM also acknowledged the contribution of the people working “behind the scenes” for the successful 

operation of both the IC and SC. 

[72] The CPM: 

                                                      
28 CPM 2021/29 
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(1) noted the changes to the priority level of four topics made by the Implementation and Capacity 

Development Committee, as detailed in Appendix 11; 

(2) agreed to adjust the List of implementation and capacity development topics to delete thirteen topics, 

remove six topics and add seven topics, as detailed in Appendix 10; 

(3) adopted the List of implementation and capacity development topics as detailed in Appendix 11. 

(4) requested that the IPPC Secretariat add three columns (“main deliverables of each topic”, “projected 

timeframe” and “the source of funding”) when presenting the table of the list of topics in the future. 

11.3 Update from the Sea Containers Task Force 

[73] The Secretariat presented the paper outlining the work of the SCTF during 2019 and 2020.29 This 

highlighted the difficulties in gathering data on sea container cleanliness and the various activities 

undertaken by the SCTF to raise awareness of the pest risks associated with the movement of sea containers. 

Among the issues put forward for consideration by CPM-15 (2021) was the suggestion that CPM 

Recommendation R-06 (Sea containers) be revised to reflect the work done by the SCTF. 

[74] Contracting parties commented on the importance of sea container cleanliness, acknowledging that it is a 

complicated and challenging issue and recognizing that there was still a need for further international 

cooperation. The CPM noted that there had been limitations to gathering data; however, useful conclusions 

may still be drawn, given that sea containers travel all over the world.  

[75] Regarding the work of the SCTF in the remaining months until their mandate elapses at the end of 2021, 

the CPM considered various suggestions made by CPs. These included a suggestion that the SCTF address 

some core strategic questions and consider the possibility of an international workshop (or open-ended 

technical consultation) in late 2022. It was agreed that after the report and recommendations of the SCTF 

are presented to CPM-16 (2022), the CPM would then consider how to move forward on this topic 

including: the establishment of a CPM focus group to drive the delivery of the agreed approach, the revision 

of CPM Recommendation R-06, or resuming the development of a draft ISPM on sea container cleanliness. 

[76] The CPM Chairperson suggested that interested CPs participate in a Friends of the Chair meeting, which 

took place outside of the session and resulted in agreement to revised decisions that were presented to the 

CPM to consider.30 The CPM considered these and agreed to them. 

[77] The CPM: 

(1) noted the outcome of the Friends of the Chair meeting; 

(2) communicated to contracting parties the value of carrying out sea container surveys and, in so doing, 

making use of the IPPC Guidelines on Sea Container Surveys for national plant protection 

organizations31 and encouraging the submission of any related information to the Secretariat once 

any survey is executed; 

(3) noted the executive summary of the “Questionnaire on Monitoring of Sea Container Cleanliness” 

(Appendix 12); 

(4) noted the work of the Secretariat and the Sea Container Task Force (SCTF) in encouraging the 

inclusion of sea container cleanliness among the criteria for the International Maritime 

Organization’s (IMO’s) inspection programmes for cargo transport units; 

                                                      
29 CPM 2021/27 
30 CPM 2021/CRP/12_REV01 
31 https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/87069/  

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/87069/
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(5) noted that contracting parties may contact their IMO national contact points to support the inclusion 

of sea container cleanliness among the criteria for the IMO’s inspection programmes for cargo 

transport units; 

(6) requested that the Secretariat and SCTF continue to explore the potential use of the Authorized 

Economic Operators framework to incorporate phytosanitary criteria and the inclusion of additional 

fields in the World Customs Organization Data Model to track container cleanliness; 

(7) noted the Secretariat’s and SCTF’s arrangements to update the IMO/International Labour 

Organization/United Nations Economic Commission for Europe’s Code of Practice for Packing of 

Cargo Transport Units (CTU Code) and the potential co-sponsoring of the CTU Code by the FAO; 

(8) encouraged contracting parties to use CPM Recommendation R-06 (Sea containers); 

(9) encouraged contracting parties to use the IPPC guidance document Sea container supply chains and 

cleanliness: An IPPC best practice guidance on measures to minimize pest contamination32; 

(10) noted the IPPC leaflet Reducing the spread of invasive pests by sea containers33; 

(11) confirmed the following key objectives for the SCTF to pursue during the remainder of its mandate 

(which extends to the end of December 2021) and which are to be reported on at CPM-16 in 2022 

on behalf of the SCTF. In this regard, under the direction of the Implementation and Capacity 

Development Committee, the SCTF is asked, as feasible in the remaining time available, to: 

 consider and prepare responses to the core strategic questions laid out in CPM 2021/INF/13, 

“Update from the Sea Containers Task Force – Proposal for a Path Forward for the Sea 

Container Task Force”. The SCTF may also review additional sources of information of 

potential value in this regard, such as information gathered by the earlier IPPC working group 

that developed the recommendation on contaminating pests; 

 outline potential core aspects that the SCTF would consider important for inclusion in (a) a 

potential revision of CPM Recommendation No. 6 on Sea Containers, and (b) a potential ISPM 

on sea containers, recognizing that the CPM has yet to determine whether to proceed with 

further development of either approach; 

 consider and communicate viewpoints on the potential value of an international workshop (or 

open-ended technical consultation) that could be held in late 2022, subject to CPM-16 

approval, to be arranged by a CPM focus group as described below, which would allow for: 

(a) the discussion of the SCTF’s final report and any related recommendations; (b) exchange 

of relevant lessons learned, views, experiences and recommendations; and (c) identification of 

critical elements which should be considered in conjunction with any future related activities 

or development of related IPPC guidance. The outcomes of the workshop would be expected 

to be presented to CPM-17 in 2023; 

 develop any other considerations, recommendations or options that CPM-16 may wish to take 

into account during related decision-taking in 2022; 

 develop a draft Terms of Reference for a prospective CPM focus group that would be charged 

with arranging a possible 2022 workshop or consultation or any other tasks which CPM-16 

(2022) decides upon and assembling related information or recommendations for subsequent 

communication to CPM-17 (2023). The draft Terms of Reference for this focus group would 

be presented to the Strategic Planning Group in 2021 for review and subsequently presented 

to CPM-16 (2022) for consideration and decision on holding the workshop or consultation.  

                                                      
32 http://www.fao.org/documents/card/en/c/ca7963en   
33 https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/88564/  

http://www.fao.org/documents/card/en/c/ca7963en
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/88564/
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12. Financial report and budget 

12.1 IPPC Secretariat financial report (2019 and 2020) 

[78] The IPPC Secretariat presented its financial reports, detailing the resources available from FAO’s regular-

programme budget, extra-budgetary and in-kind (non-financial) sources.34 As the CPM had not been able 

to convene in 2020, two reports were presented: one for 2019 and the other for 2020. The year 2019 had 

been a record year for the Secretariat in terms of extra-budgetary contributions received. In 2020, only four 

CPs had contributed to the IPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund, but this reduction in contributions had been offset 

by an increase in regular-programme funding from FAO and by the reduction in travel expenses as a result 

of the pandemic. In both 2019 and 2020, in-kind contributions had totalled approximately USD 1 million. 

[79] While welcoming the increase in FAO regular-programme funding, some CPs asked the Secretariat to 

confirm that this increased level of funding would continue and voiced concerns that the funding was still 

not sufficient (see also agenda item 12.2). 

[80] The CPM noted a suggestion that the funds saved for contingencies should be increased, given the recent 

reduction in contributions and the current uncertain times. 

[81] The CPM welcomed the confirmation from the Republic of Korea that its contribution to the Multi-Donor 

Trust Fund would be the same in 2021 as in 2020 and that it would support the IPPC regional workshop for 

Asia in 2021. 

[82] The CPM: 

(1) noted the Financial Report of the IPPC Secretariat for 2019; 

(2) adopted the financial report for 2019 of the IPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund (Special Trust Fund of the 

IPPC) as presented in CPM 2021/23; 

(3) noted the Financial Report for 2020 of the IPPC Secretariat; 

(4) adopted the Financial Report for 2020 of the IPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund (Special Trust Fund of 

the IPPC) as presented in CPM 2021/23; 

(5) authorized the CPM Bureau to allocate USD 650 000 of the IPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund (Special 

Trust Fund of the IPPC) un-earmarked funds in 2021 to fund CPM priorities from the CPM-15 

session and Secretariat’s priority needs to support its operations; 

(6) encouraged contracting parties to contribute to the IPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund (Special Trust 

Fund of the IPPC) and IPPC Projects, preferably on an ongoing basis; 

(7) thanked contracting parties that had contributed to the IPPC Secretariat’s programme of work in 2019 

and 2020. 

12.2 2021 IPPC Secretariat work plan and budget  

[83] The IPPC Secretariat presented the work plan and budget of the IPPC Secretariat for 2021.35 The work plan 

and budget are aligned with the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 and the five-year investment plan, 

and takes into account all core activities of the Secretariat. 

[84] Some CPs suggested that the CPM, in its conclusions of this meeting, appreciates the FAO increased 

contribution in 2020–2021 from the FAO regular programme, and calls on the FAO to keep this increased 

contribution on a permanent basis. This was accepted by the CPM. 

                                                      
34 CPM 2021/23 
35 CPM 2021/25 
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[85] Other suggestions made by CPs were to: prioritize activities on issues that are important to plant health, 

such as pest outbreak alert and response systems; use savings from reduced travel to support activities, such 

as SC meetings or IC projects that are lacking funds; and provide special assistance to the ePhyto 

programme. 

[86] The CPM: 

(1) approved the 2021 IPPC Secretariat work plan and budget. 

(2) expressed its appreciation to FAO for the increase in regular-programme funding in 2021 and called 

upon FAO to make this funding level permanent. 

13. ePhyto 

13.1 Long-term financial sustainability 

[87] The Secretariat presented the paper on how to financially sustain the IPPC ePhyto Solution.36 The CPM 

was invited to consider which of the seven potential options set out in the paper should be explored in 

greater detail. 

[88] One additional option was suggested: to embed ePhyto into a supplementary agreement under Article XVI 

of the IPPC. 

[89] The CPM noted the need to consider some basic fundamentals, including fee exemptions for countries that 

have a low usage of ePhytos or were least developed, payments being based on the value of export rather 

than import (if basing payments on volume of ePhytos), and that the funding should support the ePhyto 

Solution but not be used as a funding stream for other IPPC activities. The CPM noted that, regardless of 

the mechanism that is finally agreed by the CPM, it does not need to be a permanent arrangement but could 

be reviewed depending on the experiences gained. 

[90] The CPM deferred further discussion and came back to it later in the meeting. In the intervening time, the 

Secretariat and the IPPC Finance Committee had confirmed that sufficient funds for ePhyto were in place 

for 2021 and 2022. The CPM therefore considered a proposal for a CPM focus group to be established to 

develop a two-phase funding solution. The first phase of this would be an interim solution, which might 

rely upon a coalition of parties willing to provide funding or be a multi-pledge solution. This would give 

more time for a more permanent solution (e.g. a supplementary agreement or a charging scheme) to be 

developed as the second phase. The interim phase would last until the long-term solution could be 

implemented.  

[91] Some CPs expressed support for the establishment of a small working group to consider some of the options 

in greater detail and were willing to take part in the group. The CPM considered the membership of the 

proposed focus group. The CPM noted the need for a balanced representation from all FAO regions while 

avoiding an over-sized group. Several suggestions were made by CPs about the number and composition 

of the focus group membership, but the CPM noted that no decision on this was needed at this meeting. 

The CPM noted the suggestion that the group should include people with administrative and funding 

experience. 

[92] The United States of America offered to continue funding ePhyto until this long-term scheme could be 

implemented, and the European Union offered to look into how it could contribute. New Zealand added 

that it would also provide transitional funding for ePhyto. 

[93] The CPM: 

                                                      
36 CPM 2021/31 
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(1) agreed to pursue a two-phase funding solution for the IPPC ePhyto Solution, with the first phase 

relying on funding from interested contracting parties and the second phase providing long-term 

financial sustainability; 

(2) requested that the Secretariat take the lead in drafting Terms of Reference for a CPM focus group, 

including its composition, to be presented to the CPM Bureau for review and approval, and agreed 

that the membership would include at least one representative from each region; 

(3) agreed that the focus group be tasked with preparing a decision document on the funding solution 

for the second phase, for presentation at the CPM session in 2023. 

14. IPPC communication 

14.1 Update on IPPC communications 

[94] The Secretariat presented the paper, summarizing the communication and advocacy activities undertaken 

by the Secretariat in 2019 and 2020, and presenting a communication and advocacy action plan for 2021.37 

Activities had included publications, headline news, revision of the IPP, an upgrade to the Online Comment 

System, social media, media outreach, promotion of the annual theme for 2019 “Plant Health and Capacity 

Development”, and the various initiatives taken to promote the IYPH in 2020. 

[95] The CPM thanked the Secretariat for their ongoing work and recalled the decision taken earlier in the 

meeting in relation to the CPM Focus Group on Communications (agenda item 8.3) that the International 

Day of Plant Health should be the focus of the IPPC communications strategy. 

[96] The Secretariat clarified that there was no firm timeline for the migration of the IPP to the FAO domain, 

because the latter was in the process of being restructured, but it would not happen in 2021. 

[97] The CPM: 

(1) noted the report of communication and advocacy activities carried out by the IPPC Secretariat in 

2019 and 2020; 

(2) noted the IPPC Secretariat’s communication and advocacy action plan for 2021; 

(3) agreed to develop a new IPPC Communications Strategy 2022–2030 under the auspices of the CPM 

Focus Group on Communications; 

(4) encouraged contracting parties to continuously report on national level activities, which may be 

advertised via the IPPC Secretariat’s communication channels. 

14.2 Update on International Year of Plant Health 

[98] The Secretariat, together with the Chairperson of the IYPH International Steering Committee, Mr Ralf 

LOPIAN, presented the paper.38 This outlined the IYPH activities during 2020, the changes that had been 

necessary in response to the COVID-19 pandemic, and plans for 2021 and beyond, including the proposed 

rescheduling of the First International Plant Health Conference, which had been postponed and then 

cancelled because of COVID-19. 

[99] Several CPs thanked and congratulated the IYPH International Steering Committee, its Chairperson Mr 

Ralf LOPIAN and the Secretariat for their commitment towards and achievements during the IYPH. 

[100] The CPM: 

(1) noted the report on the International Year of Plant Health (IYPH) 2020; 

                                                      
37 CPM 2021/20 
38 CPM 2021/04 
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(2) noted the remaining IYPH 2020 activities to be undertaken in 2021; 

(3) agreed that the First International Plant Health Conference be organized as an IPPC event for the 

week of 12 May 2022; 

(4) mandated the IYPH 2020 Technical Advisory Body to function as the IPPC preparatory body for the 

planning and organization of the First International Plant Health Conference and the webinars leading 

to it; 

(5) called upon IPPC contracting parties to volunteer for hosting the First International Plant Health 

Conference in 2022; 

(6) thanked and congratulated the IYPH International Steering Committee, Mr Ralf LOPIAN 

(Chairperson of the committee), and the Secretariat for their efforts in delivering the IYPH, despite 

the challenges posed by the COVID-19 pandemic. 

14.3 Update on proposal for an International Day of Plant Health 

[101] The Secretariat presented the paper, which provided an update on progress towards the observance by the 

United Nations system of an “International Day of Plant Health”.39 

[102] The CPM: 

(1) noted the update on the process to establish the observance by the United Nations system of an 

“International Day of Plant Health” on 12 May every year; 

(2) thanked Zambia for its continuing efforts and support in establishing an International Day of Plant 

Health as well as the governments expressing support for such a proposal; 

(3) encouraged the IPPC contracting parties to support the proposal to establish the observance by the 

United Nations system of an “International Day of Plant Health” on 12 May every year by 

considering pledges to support the implementation of the occurrence and liaising with their 

counterparts in the FAO Conference and at the United Nations General Assembly to facilitate their 

final endorsement. 

15. External cooperation 

15.1 Update on international cooperation 

[103] The Secretariat presented the report, outlining its main cooperative activities in 2019 and 2020 with RPPOs 

and external international organizations.40 

[104] The CPM: 

(1) noted the report on the international cooperation of the IPPC Secretariat in 2019 and 2020. 

15.2 Written reports from international organizations 

[105] The following international organizations provided written reports:41 

- Biological Weapons Convention; 

- Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity; 

- Europe-Africa-Caribbean-Pacific Liaison Committee (COLEACP); 

                                                      
39 CPM 2021/05 
40 CPM 2021/28 
41 CPM 2021/INF/01, CPM 2021/INF/02, CPM 2021/INF/03, CPM 2021/INF/04, CPM 2021/INF/05, CPM 

2021/INF/06, CPM 2021/INF/07, CPM 2021/INF/08, CPM 2021/INF/09, CPM 2021/INF/10, CPM 2021/INF/22, 

CPM 2021/INF/23, CPM 2021/CRP/04 
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- Global Alliance for Trade Facilitation; 

- International Organization for Standardization (ISO); 

- International Pest Risk Research Group; 

- Joint FAO/International Atomic Energy Agency Programme of Nuclear Techniques in Food and 

Agriculture; 

- Ozone Secretariat for the Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer; 

- Phytosanitary Measures Research Group; 

- Standards and Trade Development Facility;  

- World Customs Organization; 

- World Trade Organization (WTO). 

[106] The CPM: 

(1) noted the written reports from international organizations. 

16. IPPC network activities 

16.1 Updates on technical cooperation among regional plant protection organizations 

[107] Mr Jean Gérard MEZUI M’ELLA (Inter-African Phytosanitary Council) and Ms Juliet GOLDSMITH 

(Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency) presented the reports of the 31st and 32nd 

meetings of the Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations (TC-RPPOs) held 

in Nigeria in October 2019 and in virtual mode between December 2020 and February 2021, respectively.42 

One special highlight of the 32nd meeting had been to receive a request from the Economic Community of 

West African States for recognition as an RPPO under Article IX of the IPPC. This would be considered 

further at the 33rd meeting of the TC-RPPOs, which would be held in virtual mode in October and 

November 2021. 

[108] Some CPs suggested that consideration be given to an enhanced involvement of the plant-health community 

in the One Health approach. This could start with the Secretariat having discussions with key international 

players in One Health, such as FAO, the World Health Organization, the World Organization for Animal 

Health (OIE) and the United Nations Environment Programme, and the inclusion of the topic in the SPG 

agenda. 

[109] The CPM also acknowledged the role of plant health in biosecurity, biosafety and environmental protection. 

[110] The CPM: 

(1) noted the reports from the 31st and 32nd meetings of the Technical Consultation among Regional 

Plant Protection Organizations; 

(2) requested that the agenda of the next Strategic Planning Group include a discussion on the extent of 

the involvement of plant health in the One Health approach, and the role of plant health in biosecurity, 

biosafety and environmental protection, to allow a further assessment and to make an informed CPM 

decision on this issue. 

17. Confirmation of membership and potential replacements for CPM subsidiary bodies 

[111] The CPM Chairperson invited the CPM to confirm the membership and potential replacements for the CPM 

Bureau (including election of a new CPM Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson) and the SC. The Secretariat 

also clarified that, because of the COVID-19 pandemic and the postponement of CPM-15 originally 

                                                      
42 CPM 2021/10, CPM 2021/33, CPM 2021/INF/19, CPM 2021/INF/20 



April 2021  CPM-15 Report 

Page 23 of 120  International Plant Protection Convention  

scheduled for 2020, the CPM Bureau had extended the terms of those members whose terms would have 

expired in 2020, for one additional year to ensure continuity of the work. The Secretariat provided the CPM 

with lists of the nominations.43 

[112] A representative from the FAO Legal Office clarified that, under Rule II of the CPM Rules of Procedure, 

members of the CPM Bureau serve for a term of two years and are eligible for re-election for another two 

consecutive terms.44 In exceptional circumstances, an FAO region may submit a request to the CPM for an 

exception to allow a member to serve an additional term or terms. 

[113] The Secretariat recalled that the new members of the SC have their terms starting after the SC-7. Thus, the 

Secretariat encouraged new members of the SC to register as observers for the May 2021 meeting, to ensure 

a smooth handover. 

[114] The Secretariat invited the CPM to note the membership and potential replacements for the IC,45 and 

clarified that memberships of the IC had been extended from May 2020 to November 2020 because of the 

COVID-19 pandemic. 

[115] Following the election process, several CPs congratulated Mr Lucien KOUAME KONAN (Africa) on his 

election as Chairperson of the CPM Bureau and Mr John GREIFER (North America) for his election as the 

Vice-Chairperson. 

[116] The CPM: 

(1) elected Mr Lucien KOUAME KONAN (Africa) as the Chairperson for the CPM Bureau; 

(2) elected Mr John GREIFER (North America) as the Vice-Chairperson for the CPM Bureau; 

(3) elected members for the CPM Bureau from FAO regions not represented by the Chairperson and 

Vice-Chairperson (Appendix 13); 

(4) elected replacements for members of the CPM Bureau (Appendix 13); 

(5) noted the current membership of the Standards Committee and the potential replacements for the 

Standards Committee (Appendix 13); 

(6) confirmed new members and potential replacements for the Standards Committee, and the order in 

which potential replacements will be called upon for each region (Appendix 13); 

(7) noted the membership, alternative and replacement members for the Implementation and Capacity 

Development Committee (Appendix 14). 

18. Any other business 

[117] Mr Shoki AL-DOBAI (FAO Plant Production and Protection Division) gave an update on the desert locust 

upsurge and the FAO response.46 He explained that FAO is the United Nations’ global organization 

responsible for coordinating the monitoring, early warning and forecasting of the desert locust – a pest that 

has the potential to affect up to 20% of land across the world, stretching from western Africa to southeast 

Asia. As well as coordinating the response to the locust at a global level, FAO also supports three Desert 

Locust Regional Commissions.  

                                                      
43 CPM 2021/21, CPM 2021/30, CPM 2021/CRP/07 
44 CPM Rules of Procedure: Rule II, https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-

procedure/#rule2; Annex I, Rules of Procedure for the CPM Bureau, https://www.ippc.int/en/core-

activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-procedure/#annex1 
45 CPM 2021/32 
46 CRP 2021/CRP/13 

https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-procedure/#rule2
https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-procedure/#rule2
https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-procedure/#annex1
https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-rules-of-procedure/#annex1
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[118] Currently, eastern Africa is facing the worst desert locust upsurge in more than 70 years, which started as 

a result of two cyclones in Arabia in 2018. Swarms spread to southwest Asia and eastern Africa. There 

were several peaks of swarm activity in 2019 and 2020, and of hopper band activity in 2020, affecting the 

Horn of Africa, Arabia and southwest Asia, but numbers are now declining in 2021 compared to the same 

time in 2020. It is hoped that this trend, which is the result of lower levels of rainfall, will continue. 

[119] Mr AL-DOBAI introduced the FAO’s Global Desert Locust Response Plan, which has three pillars: curb 

the spread of desert locust; safeguard livelihoods and promote early recovery; coordination and 

preparedness. He thanked the many partners that had provided support for the FAO response to the desert 

locust upsurge and described the range of inputs for survey and control operations, including aircrafts, 

ground control equipment, pesticides, ground teams, vehicles with mounted sprayers, motorbikes and 

surveillance tools and reporting. He also highlighted the innovations developed during this recent upsurge, 

using technologies such as digital tools, drones, satellites, computer models and geographical information 

systems (GIS). He finished by summarizing the impact of the FAO response in the Greater Horn of Africa 

and Yemen, where almost 2 million hectares of land had been treated: the loss of 3.99 million tonnes of 

cereal crops and 786 million litres of milk production (with a commercial value of USD 1.53 million) had 

been averted since January 2020, thereby securing food security for 33.99 million people.  

[120] Up-to-date information on the current situation can be found on the FAO web platforms for desert locust.47 

[121] In response to questions from the floor, Mr AL-DOBAI confirmed that the pesticides used are commercial 

preparations recommended by the FAO Desert Locust Group: Chlorpyrifos, Fenitrothion, Malathion, 

Deltamethrin, the biopesticide Novacrid and growth regulators such as Teflubenzuron. FAO is monitoring 

and encouraging the countries to collect empty pesticide drums and put into safe storage until they are 

cleaned and crushed. He confirmed that there is currently no threat of invasion of desert locust into Senegal 

or Mauritania from other countries. 

19. CPM authorization for the CPM Bureau to operate on its behalf during 2021 

[122] The CPM Chairperson presented the paper, setting out proposals for the CPM Bureau to operate on the 

CPM’s behalf during times of emergencies or crises, such as the current COVID-19 pandemic.48 The paper 

made it clear that decisions such as adopting ISPMs or CPM Recommendations would still remain under 

the exclusive authority of the CPM. A two-week period between a CPM Bureau decision and the action 

being taken was proposed, after which the CPM Bureau would be entitled to proceed with the actions if no 

objections had been voiced. 

[123] Some CPs expressed their support for the proposals in the paper, thanking the CPM Bureau for their strong, 

active and sustained leadership over the past 12 months. Some CPs suggested that the “silence consent 

period” be increased from two to four weeks, to allow internal consultation. 

[124] The CPM noted the need for the CPM Bureau to keep CPs informed, through their contact points, on matters 

dealt with by the Bureau on behalf of the CPM.  

[125] The CPM: 

(1) agreed that on an exceptional basis the CPM Bureau, through the IPPC Secretary, seek CPM 

concurrence electronically on decisions or issues that may be considered sufficiently important or 

sensitive to require CPM awareness and engagement (using a four-week silence consent procedure); 

                                                      
47 FAO desert locust web platforms: https://locust-hub-hqfao.hub.arcgis.com/; http://www.fao.org/ag/locusts/en/ 

info/info/index.html; http://www.fao.org/locusts/response-overview-dashboard/en 
48 CPM 2021/12 

https://locust-hub-hqfao.hub.arcgis.com/
http://www.fao.org/ag/locusts/en/info/info/index.html
http://www.fao.org/ag/locusts/en/info/info/index.html
http://www.fao.org/locusts/response-overview-dashboard/en
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(2) requested that the Bureau report to CPM-16 on any decisions that have been approved through the 

silent-consent procedure. 

20. Date and venue of the next session 

[126] The Sixteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM-16) is tentatively scheduled 

for 4 to 8 April 2022, pending confirmation from FAO. It is hoped that the session will be convened in 

person, but that will depend on the situation with the pandemic. 

21. Finalization of pending items 

[127] The CPM addressed agenda item 18 (Any other business) under this agenda item. 

22. Adoption of the Report 

[128] The report was adopted. 

[129] The Secretariat will forward translation issues to the FAO Translation Services. 

23. Closing of the Session 

[130] On the occasion of his last CPM session before retirement, the CPM expressed its warmest thanks to Mr 

Ralf LOPIAN (Finland) in recognition of his many years of service to the IPPC community. Mr LOPIAN, 

who had been the Vice-Chairperson and Chairperson of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures 

and subsequently the CPM Vice-Chairperson, thanked the CPM and reflected on his last 30 years of IPPC 

involvement.  

[131] The CPM expressed its thanks to the outgoing CPM Chairperson and welcomed the incoming Chairperson 

and Vice-Chairperson. 

[132] The session was closed.   



CPM-15 Report  Appendix 01 

International Plant Protection Convention  Page 26 of 120  

APPENDIX 01 – Annotated Agenda 

Session 1 (16 March 2021, 10:00 to 1:00 pm CET) 

 
 

AGENDA ITEM DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

1. Opening of the Session N/A 
(live speeches by 

FAO) 

 Opening of the Session  -The CPM Session is opened. -Ms Beth BECHDOL, FAO 
DDG 
-Mr Jingyuan XIA, NSP 
Director 

2. Keynote Address N/A  
(live speech and  

pre-recorded video,  
10 minutes) 

CPM 2021/INF/15 
 

 -The CPM Chairperson makes 
brief introductory remarks and 
introduces the keynote address 
by Finnish Minister of Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 
-Mr Jari LEPPA, Minister 
of Agriculture and Forestry 
of Finland 

3. Adoption of the Agenda CPM 
2021/01_REV_01 

CPM 2021/02 
CPM 2021/CRP 

CPM 2021/INF/01 
CPM 2021/INF/21 

 CPM-15 Provisional Agenda  

 CPM-15 Annotated Agenda 

 CPM-15 Documents List 

 Zoom guidelines for 
participants 

-The CPM Chairperson makes 
some announcements and the 
CPM-15 Provisional Agenda is 
adopted.-Guidelines are 
presented. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

3.1 EU statement of 

competence 

CPM 2021/CRP  EU statement of 
competence 

-The EU presents its statement 
of competence. 

-EU delegation 

4. Election of the Rapporteur N/A  -The CPM-15 Rapporteur is 
nominated and elected. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

5.Report from the CPM 
Bureau on Credentials  

N/A  
(verbal update) 

 -The CPM Chairperson presents 
the CPM Bureau report on 
credentials. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

6. Report from the CPM 

Chairperson (including 

update on CPM Focus Group 

on Strengthening pest 

outbreak alert and response 

systems) 

CPM 2021/13 
(5 minutes) 

 Report from the CPM 
Chairperson 

-The CPM receives a report from 
the CPM Chairperson for noting. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 
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7. Report from the IPPC 

Secretariat (including update 

on IPPC Regional Workshops) 

CPM 2021/24  
(5 minutes) 

 Report from the IPPC 
Secretariat 

-The CPM receives a report from 
the IPPC Secretariat for noting. 

-Mr Avetik NERSISYAN, 
IPPC Secretary in charge 
of daily matters 

8. Governance and Strategy  

8.1 Adoption of the IPPC 

Strategic Framework 2020-2030 

CPM 2021/03 
CPM 2021/INF/14 

 IPPC Strategic Framework 
2020-2030 

-The IPPC Strategic Framework 
2020-2030 is presented for 
adoption. 

-Mr Arop DENG, IPPC 
Secretariat 

8.2 Adoption of the revision of 

the Implementation and 

Capacity Development 

Committee Terms of Reference 

and Rules of Procedure 

CPM 2021/09 
 

 Implementation and 
Capacity Development 
Committee Terms of 
Reference and Rules of 
Procedure – Revision 
presented for adoption 

-The revision of the 
Implementation and Capacity 
Development Committee Terms 
of Reference and Rules of 
Procedure is presented for 
adoption. The CPM is expected 
to consider the Terms of 
Reference and adopt them. 

-Mr Brent LARSON, IPPC 
Secretariat  

8.3 Report from Strategic 

Planning Group  

 Adoption of the 
revision of the 
Strategic Planning 
Group Terms of 
Reference 
 

 Establishment of CPM 
Focus Group on 
Implementation plans 
for the IPPC Strategic 
Framework 2020-2030 

 

 Establishment of CPM 
Focus Group on 
Communications  

 

 Establishment of CPM 
Focus Group on 
Climate change 
impacts on plant health 

CPM 2021/19 
 
 

CPM 2021/06 
 

 
CPM 2021/08 

CPM 2021/INF/14 
 
 

 
CPM 2021/07 

 
 
 

CPM 2021/14 
 

 Report from Strategic 
Planning Group  - Summary 
2020 Strategic Planning 
Group Report 

 Strengthening the Strategic 
Planning Group’s strategic 
focus and value to the 
Bureau and CPM  

 Terms of Reference for a 
CPM Focus Group on 
Implementation of the IPPC 
Strategic Framework’s 2020-
2030 Development Agenda 
Items 

 Terms of Reference for a 
CPM Focus Group on 
Communications  

 Terms of Reference for a 
CPM Focus Group on 
Climate change and 
Phytosanitary Issues 

-Report is provided from the 
Strategic Planning Group for 
noting.   
-The CPM is expected to note 
the paper on Strengthening the 
Strategic Planning Group’s 
strategic focus and value to the 
Bureau and CPM.  
-The CPM is expected to discuss 
and adopt the new Terms of 
Reference for the SPG.  
- The CPM is expected to 
discuss and adopt Terms of 
Reference for a CPM Focus 
Group on Implementation of the 
IPPC Strategic Framework’s 
2020-2030 Development Agenda 
Items.  
-The CPM is expected to discuss 
and adopt the new Terms of 
Reference for the Focus Group 
on Communications.on 
Communications. 
-The CPM is expected to discuss 
and adopt the new Terms of 
Reference for the Focus Group 
on Climate Change and 
Phytosanitary Issues on Climate 

-Mr Lucien KUAME 
KONAN, SPG 
Chairperson 
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Session 2 (16 March 2021, 3:00 pm to 6:00 pm CET) 

 

AGENDA ITEM DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

8. Governance and Strategy (continued) 

9. Standard Setting 

9.1 Report from Standards 

Committee  

CPM 2021/17  
(pre-recorded video,  

15 minutes) 
CPM 2021/INF/17 

 

 Report from Standards 
Committee 

-The Chairperson of the 
Standards Committee provides a 
report for noting. 

-Mr Ezequiel FERRO, SC 
Chairperson 

9.2 Adoption of standards CPM 2021/15 
 

CPM 2021/INF/11 
 
 

CPM 2021/15_01 
 
 

CPM 2021/15_02  
 
 
 
 

CPM 2021/15_03 
 
 

 
CPM 2021/15_04 

 
 

 
CPM 2021/15_05  

 
 

CPM 2021/15_06 

 Adoption of International 
Standards for Phytosanitary 
Measures (ISPMs) 

 Individual ISPMs and 
Phytosanitary treatments 
(PTs): 
o Draft Revision of ISPM 8: 

Determination of pest 
status in an area (2009-
005) 

o Draft ISPM: 
Requirements for the use 
of modified atmosphere 
treatments as 
phytosanitary measures 
(2014-006) 

o Draft 2018 Amendments 
to ISPM 5: Glossary of 
phytosanitary terms 
(1994-001) 

o Draft ISPM: 
Requirements for NPPOs 
if authorizing entities to 
perform phytosanitary 
actions (2014-002) 

-Individual ISPMs and PTs are 
presented to the CPM for 
adoption. 

- Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 
IPPC Secretariat 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

change and Phytosanitary 
Issues. 

8.4 Endorsement of updated 

Framework for standards and 

implementation 

CPM 2021/11  Endorsement of updated 
Framework for standards 
and implementation 

-The CPM is expected to 
endorse the updated Framework 
for standards and 
implementation. 

-Mr Avetik NERSISYAN, 
IPPC Secretary in charge 
of daily matters 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
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CPM 2021/15_07 
 

 
 
 

CPM 2021/15_08 
 

 
 

CPM 2021/15_09 
 

 
 

CPM 2021/15_10 
 
 

CPM 2021/15_11 
 

 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Irradiation treatment 
for Bactrocera dorsalis 
(2017-015) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Cold treatment for 
Ceratitis Capitata on 
Prunus avium, Prunus 
salicina and Prunus 
persica (2017-022A) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Cold treatment for 
Bactrocera tryoni on 
Prunus avium, Prunus 
salicina and Prunus 
persica (2017-022B) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Cold treatment for 
Ceratitis capitata on Vitis 
vinifera (2017-023A) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Cold treatment for 
Bactrocera tryoni on Vitis 
vinifera (2017-023B) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Irradiation treatment 
for Carposina sasakii 
(2017-026) 

o Draft PT Annex to ISPM 
28: Irradiation treatment 
for the genus Anastrepha 
(2017-031) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CPM 2021/22 
CPM 2021/INF/12 

 

 Adoption of International 
Standards for Phytosanitary 
Measures - Ink amendments 
to adopted international 
standards for phytosanitary 
measures (ISPMs) 

-The adoption of ink 
amendments to adopted ISPMs 
is presented for noting by the 
CPM. 
 

-Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 
IPPC Secretariat 
 

9.3 Standards Committee 
recommendations to the CPM 
(including adoption of the List of 
topics for IPPC standards) 

CPM 2021/18  Standards Committee 
recommendations to the 
CPM (including adoption of 
the List of topics for IPPC 
standards) 

-Standards Committee 
recommendations are provided 
to the CPM for consideration and 
decision and the list of topics is 
adopted. 

-Mr Ezequiel FERRO, SC 
Chairperson 

   

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
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Session 3 (18 March 2021, 10:00 to 1:00 pm CET) 

 

AGENDA ITEM DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

9. Standard Setting (continued) 
 

    

10. CPM recommendations     

10.1 Adoption of draft CPM 

Recommendation on “food aid” 

CPM 2021/16 
CPM 2021/16_01 

 
CPM 2021/INF/16 

 
 
 

 CPM Recommendations 
 Safe provision of food and 

other humanitarian aid to 
prevent the introduction of 
plant pests during an 
emergency situation (2018-
026) 

-The CPM considers and adopts 

the recommendation. 

-Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 

IPPC Secretariat 

 

10.2 Approval for first 
consultation of CPM 
Recommendation on 
“contaminating pests” 

CPM 2021/16 
CPM 2021/16_02 

 

 CPM Recommendations 
 Facilitating safe trade by 

reducing the incidence of 

contaminating pests 

associated with traded 

goods (2019-002) 

-The CPM considers and 
approves the recommendation 
for consultation. 

-Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 
IPPC Secretariat 

10.3 Inclusion of any other topics 
for CPM Recommendations 
submitted by contracting parties  

CPM 2021/16 
 

 CPM Recommendations -The CPM considers any other 

topics for CPM recommendations 

submitted by Contracting Parties. 

-Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 

IPPC Secretariat 

(floor to CPs with 

proposals for new topics 

for CPM 

Recommendations) 

11. Implementation and Capacity Development   

11.1 Report from Implementation 
and Capacity Development 
Committee  

CPM 2021/26 
Pre-recorded video 

(15 minutes) 
 

CPM 2021/INF/18 

 Report from Implementation 
and Capacity Development 
Committee 

-The Chairperson of the IC 
provides a report to the CPM on 
the activities of the IC. 
-A summary of decisions is 
provided at the end of this paper. 
-The CPM is expected to 
consider several decision points. 

-Mr Dominque 
PELLETIER, IC 
Chairperson 

11.2 Adoption of the List of 
Implementation and Capacity 
Development Topics 

CPM 2021/29  Adoption of the List of 
Implementation and 
Capacity Development 
Topics - Adjustments 

-The CPM considers adjustments 
to the List of Implementation and 
Capacity Development Topics 
and adopt changes 

-Mr Brent LARSON, IPPC 
Secretariat 

11.3 Update from the Sea 

Containers Task Force  

CPM 2021/27 
 

CPM 2021/INF/13 

 Update from the Sea 
Containers Task Force  

-The CPM receives an Update 
from the Sea Containers Task 
Force from the Secretariat. 

-Mr Artur SHAMILOV, 
IPPC Secretariat 
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CPM 2021/INF/14 
 

-The CPM is expected to 
consider several decision points. 

12. Financial Report and Budget    

12.1 IPPC Secretariat financial 
report (2019 and 2020) 

CPM 2021/23 
 

 IPPC Secretariat financial 
report (2019 and 2020) 

-The CPM notes the IPPC 
Secretariat financial report (2019 
and 2020) and adopts the 
financial report for the IPPC 
Multi-donor trust fund (2019 and 
2020). 

-Mr Marko BENOVIC, 
IPPC Secretariat 

12.2 2021 IPPC Secretariat Work 
Plan and Budget 

CPM 2021/25  IPPC Secretariat Work Plan 
and Budget for 2021 

-The CPM approves the IPPC 
Secretariat Work Plan and 
approves the IPPC Secretariat 
Budget for 2021. 

-Mr Marko BENOVIC, 
IPPC Secretariat 

   

Session 4 (18 March 2021, 3:00 pm to 6:00 pm CET) 

 

 

AGENDA ITEMS DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

ITEM / DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

13. ePhyto 

13.1 Long-term financial 
sustainability 

CPM 2021/31 
CPM 2021/INF/14 

 

 Long-term financial 
sustainability of the IPPC 
ePhyto solution 

-The CPM considers the Long-
term financial sustainability of the 
IPPC ePhyto solution, and 
provides direction and guidance 
on the best way forward. 

-Mr Craig FEDCHOCK, 
IPPC Secretariat 

14. IPPC Communication   

14.1 Update on IPPC 
communications 

CPM 2021/20  Update on IPPC 
communications - Report on 
Communication and 
Advocacy of the IPPC 
Secretariat 

-The CPM receives and notes a 
Report on Communication and 
Advocacy of the IPPC 
Secretariat. 

-Mr Mirko MONTUORI, 
IPPC Secretariat 

14.2 Update on International 
Year of Plant Health 

CPM 2021/04  International Year of Plant 
Health (IYPH) 2020 

-The CPM receives and notes an 
update on the International Year 
of Plant Health (IYPH) 2020 and 
takes relevant decisions. 

-Mr Ralf LOPIAN, IYPH 
ISC Chairperson / Mr 
Mirko MONTUORI, IPPC 
Secretariat 

14.3 Update on proposal for an 
International Day of Plant Health 

CPM 2021/05  Proposal for an International 
Day of Plant Health 

-The CPM receives and notes an 
update on the Proposal for an 
International Day of Plant Health. 

-Mr Arop DENG, IPPC 
Secretariat 

15. External Cooperation   

15.1 Update on international 
cooperation 

CPM 2021/28  Report on international 
cooperation of the IPPC 
Secretariat 

-The CPM receives and notes a 
Report on international 
cooperation of the IPPC 
Secretariat. 

-Mr Arop DENG, IPPC 
Secretariat 
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15.2 Written reports from 
international organizations 

CPM 2021/INF/02 
CPM 2021/INF/03 
CPM 2021/INF/04 
CPM 2021/INF/05 
CPM 2021/INF/06 
CPM 2021/INF/07 
CPM 2021/INF/08 
CPM 2021/INF/09 
CPM 2021/INF/10 

 Updates from international 
organizations (INF papers) 

-The CPM receives and notes 
updates from international 
organizations (INF papers). 

-Mr Arop DENG, IPPC 
Secretariat (PPT slide) 

16. IPPC Network Activities   

16.1 Updates on the 31st and 
32nd Technical Cooperation 
among regional plant protection 
organizations 

CPM 2021/10  
 

CPM 2021/INF/19 
 

CPM 2021/INF/20 
 

 
 

CPM 2021/33 
 

Plus two pre-recorded 
videos (5 minutes 

each) 

 Update on 31st Technical 
Consultation among regional 
plant protection 
organizations – Summary 
Report  

 Update on 32nd Technical 
Consultation among regional 
plant protection 
organizations – Summary 
Report 

-Summary video is projected, the 
CPM receives and notes an 
update on 31st Technical 
Consultation among regional 
plant protection organizations. 
-Summary video is projected, the 
CPM receives and notes an 
update on 32nd Technical 
Consultation among regional 
plant protection organizations. 

-Mr Brent LARSON, IPPC 
Secretariat 
 
- Videos by Mr Jean 
Gérard MEZUI M'ELLA, 
IAPSC, and Ms Juliet 
GOLDSMITH, CAHFSA  

17. Confirmation of 
Membership and Potential 
Replacements for the CPM 
Bureau (including selection of 
new CPM Chairperson) and 
CPM Subsidiary Bodies 

CPM 2021/30 (plus 
relevant CRPs) 

 
 

 
CPM 2021/21 (plus 

relevant CRPs) 
 
 

CPM 2021/32 
 

 Confirmation of Membership 
and Potential Replacements 
for CPM Subsidiary Bodies 
(including selection of new 
CPM Chairperson) - CPM 
Bureau 

 Confirmation of Membership 
and Potential Replacements 
for CPM Subsidiary Bodies - 
Standards Committee 

 Confirmation of Membership 
and Potential Replacements 
for Implementation and 
Capacity Development 
Committee 

-The CPM confirms Membership 
and Potential Replacements for 
CPM Bureau (including selection 
of new CPM Chairperson). 
-The CPM confirms Membership 
and Potential Replacements for 
Standards Committee. 
-The CPM notes Membership 
and Potential Replacements for 
Implementation and Capacity 
Development Committee. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 
 
 

-Ms Adriana MOREIRA, 

IPPC Secretariat 

 
 
 
-Mr Brent LARSON, IPPC 
Secretariat 

18. Any other business N/A  Depending on final agenda -Depending on final agenda, the 
CPM considers any other 
business brought before the 
CPM. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 
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19. CPM authorization for the 
CPM Bureau to operate on its 
behalf during 2021 

CPM 2021/12 
 CPM 2021/INF/14 

 
 

 CPM authorization for the 
CPM Bureau to operate on 
its behalf during 2021 - Role 
of the CPM Bureau and 
IPPC Secretariat during 
times of emergencies or 
crises 

-The CPM discusses about the 
role of the CPM Bureau and 
IPPC Secretariat during times of 
emergencies or crises and 
authorizes the CPM Bureau to 
operate on its behalf during 
2021. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

20. Date and Venue of the Next 
Session 

N/A  Date and Venue to be 
communicated 

-The CPM learns the date and 
venue CPM of the next session. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

 

Session 5 (1 April 2021, 10:00 to 1:00 pm CET) 

AGENDA ITEMS DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

ITEM / DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

21. Finalization of pending items (if needed) 

 

Session 6 (1 April 2021, 3:00 pm to 6:00 pm CET) 

AGENDA ITEMS DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 

ITEM / DOCUMENT TITLE ACTION PRESENTER 

22. Adoption of the Report   Draft CPM-15 report -The draft CPM-15 report is 
reviewed and adopted by the 
CPM. 

-Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 

23. Closing of the Session N/A  Verbal remarks by the CPM 
Chairperson 

 Closing of the Session 

-The CPM Session is closed.  -Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA, 
CPM Chairperson 



CPM-15 Report  Appendix 02 

International Plant Protection Convention  Page 34 of 120  

APPENDIX 02 – List of Documents 

Doc number Title Agenda Languages posted Link 

CPM 2021/01_Rev 01 Provisional Agenda 03 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89254/ 

CPM 2021/02 Annotated Agenda 03 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89526/ 

CPM 2021/03 Adoption of the IPPC Strategic 
Framework 2020-2030  

08.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89170/ 

CPM 2021/04 International Year of Plant Health 
(IYPH) 2020 

14.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89277/ 

CPM 2021/05 Proposal for an International Day of 
Plant Health 

14.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89278/ 

CPM 2021/06 Report from Strategic Planning 
Group  - Strengthening the Strategic 
Planning Group’s strategic focus and 
value to the Bureau and CPM 

08.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89279/ 

CPM 2021/07 Report from Strategic Planning 
Group - Terms of Reference for a 
CPM Focus Group on 
Communications 

08.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89280/ 

CPM 2021/08 Report from Strategic Planning 
Group - Terms of Reference for a 
CPM Focus Group on 
Implementation of the IPPC Strategic 
Framework’s 2020-2030 
Development Agenda Items 

08.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89281/ 

CPM 2021/09 Implementation and Capacity 
Development Committee Terms of 
Reference and Rules of Procedure – 
Revision presented for adoption 

08.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89283/ 

CPM 2021/10 31st Technical Consultation among 
Regional Plant Protection 
Organizations (TC-RPPOs) - 
Summary Report 

14.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89284/ 

CPM 2021/11 Framework for Standards and 
Implementation 

08.6 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89285/ 

CPM 2021/12 CPM authorization for the CPM 
Bureau to operate on its behalf during 
2021 - Role of the CPM Bureau and 
IPPC Secretariat during times of 
emergencies or crises 

19 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89364/ 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89254/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89254/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89526/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89526/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89170/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89170/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89277/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89277/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89278/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89278/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89279/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89279/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89280/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89280/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89281/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89281/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89283/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89283/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89284/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89284/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89285/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89285/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89364/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89364/
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CPM 2021/13 Report from the CPM Chairperson 
(including update on CPM Focus 
Group on Strengthening pest 
outbreak alert and response 
systems) 

06 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89301/ 

CPM 2021/14 Report from Strategic Planning 
Group  - Establishment of CPM 
Focus Group on Climate change 
impacts on plant health 

08.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89305/ 

CPM 2021/15 Adoption of International Standards 
for Phytosanitary Measures 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89327/ 

CPM 2021/15_01 Draft Revision of ISPM 8: 
Determination of pest status in an 
area (2009-005) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89328/ 

CPM 2021/15_02 Draft ISPM: Requirements for the use 
of modified atmosphere treatments 
as phytosanitary measures (2014-
006) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89329/ 

CPM 2021/15_03 Draft 2018 Amendments to ISPM 5: 
Glossary of phytosanitary terms 
(1994-001) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89330/ 

CPM 2021/15_04 Draft ISPM: Requirements for 
NPPOs if authorizing entities to 
perform phytosanitary actions (2014-
002) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89331/ 

CPM 2021/15_05 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: 
Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera 
dorsalis (2017-015) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89319/ 

CPM 2021/15_06 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: Cold 
treatment for Ceratitis Capitata on 
Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and 
Prunus persica (2017-022A) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89320/ 

CPM 2021/15_07 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: Cold 
treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on 
Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and 
Prunus persica (2017-022B) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89321/ 

CPM 2021/15_08 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: Cold 
treatment for Ceratitis capitata on 
Vitis vinifera (2017-023A) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89322/ 

CPM 2021/15_09 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: Cold 
treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on 
Vitis vinifera (2017-023B) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89323/ 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89301/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89301/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89305/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89305/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89327/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89327/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89328/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89329/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89330/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89331/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89319/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89320/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89320/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89321/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89321/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89322/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89323/
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CPM 2021/15_10 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: 
Irradiation treatment for Carposina 
sasakii (2017-026) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89324/ 
 

CPM 2021/15_11 Draft PT Annex to ISPM 28: 
Irradiation treatment for the genus 
Anastrepha (2017-031) 

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89325/ 

CPM 2021/16 CPM recommendations 10 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89313/ 

CPM 2021/16_01 Safe provision of food and other 
humanitarian aid to prevent the 
introduction of plant pests during an 
emergency situation (2018-026) 

10 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89314/ 

CPM 2021/16_02 Facilitating safe trade by reducing the 
incidence of contaminating pests 
associated with traded goods (2019-
002) 

10 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89315/ 

CPM 2021/17 Report of the Standards Committee 
(SC) 

09.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89307/ 

CPM 2021/18 Standards Committee 
recommendations to the Commission 
on Phytosanitary Measures 

09.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89308/ 

CPM 2021/19 Report from Strategic Planning 
Group - Summary 2020 Strategic 
Planning Group Report 

08.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89316/ 

CPM 2021/20 Update on IPPC communications - 
Report on Communication and 
Advocacy of the IPPC Secretariat 

14.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89317/ 

CPM 2021/21 Confirmation of Membership and 
Potential Replacements for CPM 
Subsidiary Bodies - Standards 
Committee 

17 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89318/ 

CPM 2021/22 Adoption of International Standards 
for Phytosanitary Measures 
- Ink amendments to adopted 
international standards for 
phytosanitary 
measures (ISPMs)  

09.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89346/ 

CPM 2021/23 IPPC Secretariat financial report 
(2019 and 2020) 

12.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89603/ 

CPM 2021/24 Report from the IPPC Secretariat  07 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89366/ 

CPM 2021/25 IPPC Secretariat Work Plan and 
Budget for 2021 

12.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89372/ 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89324/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89325/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89313/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89313/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89314/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89314/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89315/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89315/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89307/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89307/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89308/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89308/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89316/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89316/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89317/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89317/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89318/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89318/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89346/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89603/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89603/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89366/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89366/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89372/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89372/
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CPM 2021/26 Report of the Implementation and 
Capacity Development Committee 

11.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89406/ 

CPM 2021/27 Update from the Sea Containers 
Task Force 

11.3 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89374/ 

CPM 2021/28 Update on international cooperation 15.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89412/ 

CPM 2021/29 Adoption of the List of 
Implementation and Capacity 
Development Topics 
- Adjustments 

11.2 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89375/ 

CPM 2021/30 Confirmation of Membership and 
Potential Replacements for CPM 
Subsidiary Bodies (including 
selection of new CPM Chairperson) - 
CPM Bureau 

17 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89432/ 

CPM 2021/31 Long-term - financial sustainability - 
ePhyto 

13.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89434/ 

CPM 2021/32 Confirmation of Membership and 
Potential Replacements for CPM 
Subsidiary Bodies  - Implementation 
and Capacity Development 
Committee (IC) Membership 

17 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89498/ 

CPM 2021/33 Updates on Technical Cooperation 
among regional plant protection 
organizations - Update on the 32nd 
Technical Consultation among 
Regional Plant Protection 
Organizations (TC-RPPO) 

16.1 EN/ES/FR/RU/CH/AR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89559/ 

CPM 2021/INF/01 Zoom Guidelines 03 EN/ES/RU/AR/FR https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89362/ 

CPM 2021/INF/02 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations - FAO-
IAEA_JointProgramme 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89269/ 

CPM 2021/INF/03 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  - 
Report_ISO 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89270/ 

CPM 2021/INF/04 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations - 
COLEACP 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89334/ 

CPM 2021/INF/05 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  WCO 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89335/ 

CPM 2021/INF/06 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  - 
ISU_BWC 

15.2 EN/FR/ES 
 

https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89378/ 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89406/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89406/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89374/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89374/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89412/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89412/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89375/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89375/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89432/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89432/
https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/89434/
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CPM 2021/INF/07 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations – STDF 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89436/ 

CPM 2021/INF/08 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  - Ozone 
Secretariat 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89447/ 

CPM 2021/INF/09 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  - WTO 

15.2 EN/FR/ES https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89503/ 

CPM 2021/INF/10 Written reports from relevant 
international organizations  - IPRRG 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89505/ 

CPM 2021/INF/11 Adoption of International Standards 
for Phytosanitary Measures – 
Objections to draft ISPMs presented 
for adoption by CPM-15 (2021) 

09.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89523/ 

CPM 2021/INF/12 Adoption of standards and noting of 
ink amendments (Referring to paper 
CPM 2021/22) 

09.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89565/ 

CPM 2021/INF/13 Update from the Sea Containers 
Task Force  - Proposal for a Path 
Forward for the Sea Container Task 
Force 

11.3 EN/FR/ES https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89566/ 

CPM 2021/INF/14 New Zealand Statements on 
Selected Agenda Items 

08.1; 08.3; 
11.3; 13; 
13.1; 19 

EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89570/ 

CPM 2021/INF/15 Keynote Address - Speech by H.E. 
Jari Leppä, Minister of Agriculture 
and Forestry of Finland 

02 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89580/ 

CPM 2021/INF/16 Pacific Plant Protection Organisation 
(PPPO) and its members statements 
on Selected Agenda Item 

10.1 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89581/ 

CPM 2021/INF/17 Report from Standards Committee - 
Speech by the Chairperson of the 
Standards Committee 

09.1 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89582/ 

CPM 2021/INF/18 Report from Implementation and 
Capacity Development Committee - 
Speech by the Chairperson of the 
Capacity Development Committee 

11.1 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89583/ 

CPM 2021/INF/19 Updates on Technical Cooperation 
among regional plant protection 
organizations - Update on 31st 
Technical Consultation among 
regional plant protection 
organizations 

16.1 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89584/ 

CPM 2021/INF/20 Updates on Technical Cooperation 
among regional plant protection 

16.1 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89585/ 
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 organizations - Update on 32nd 
Technical Consultation among 
regional plant protection 
organizations 

CPM 2021/INF/21 Adoption of the Agenda - CPM-15 
App 

03 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89589/ 

CPM 2021/INF/22 Written reports from international 
organizations - Phytosanitary 
Measures Research Group (PMRG) 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89595/ 

CPM 2021/INF/23 Written reports from international 
organizations - Statement from the 
Global Alliance for Trade Facilitation 
(the Alliance) 

15.2 EN https://www.ippc.int/en/public
ations/89596/ 
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Kabul 
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Sr. Diego QUIROGA 

Director Nacional de Protección Vegetal 

SENASA 

Buenos Aires 

Email: dquiroga@senasa.gov.ar 
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Buenos Aires 

Email: eferro@senasa.gov.ar 
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Mr Gerogi AVETISYAN 

Head of Food Safety Inspection Body 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Yerevan 

Email: gerogiavetisyan@gmail.com 
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Mr Artur NIKOYAN 

Head of Phytosanitary Department 

Food Safety Inspection Body 

Ministy of Foreign Affairs 

Yerevan 

Email: nikoyanartur@mail.ru 

 
AUSTRALIA - AUSTRALIE 
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Ms Gabrielle VIVIAN-SMITH 

Acting Chief Plant Protection Officer 

Australian Department of Agriculture, Water 

and the Environment 

Canberra 

Phone: +61 2 6272 4671 

Email: gabrielle.vivian-smith@awe.gov.au 
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Alternate(s) 

Ms Sophie PETERSON 
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Australian Department of Agriculture, Water 
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Phone: +61 2 6272 3769 

Email: sophie.peterson@awe.gov.au 
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Implementation and Capacity Development 

Committee Member 

Australian Department of Agriculture, Water 

and the Environment 

Canberra 

Phone: +61 2 6272 5192 

Email: chris.dale@awe.gov.au 

 
Ms Joanne PEARCE 

Director for Strategic Planning and 
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Australian Department of Agriculture, Water 

and the Environment 
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Phone: +61 2 6272 5663 

Email: joanne.pearce@awe.gov.au 

 
AUSTRIA - AUTRICHE 

 

Representative 

Mr Maximilian POCK 

Senior Expert  

Federal Ministry of Agriculture, Regions and 

Tourism 

Vienna 

Phone: (+43) 1 71100 60 2754 

Email: maximilian.pock@bmlrt.gv.at 

 
AZERBAIJAN - AZERBAÏDJAN - 

AZERBAIYÁN 

 

Representative 

Mr Jamal GULIYEV 

Advisor to the Chairman 

Food Safety Agency of the Republic of 

Azerbaijan 

Baku 

Phone: +99450 311 07 11 

Email: jamal.guliyev@afsa.gov.az 

 

Alternate(s) 

Ms Anela ISMAYILOVA 

Advisor 

International Relations Division  

Food Safety Agency of the Republic of 

Azerbaijan 

Baku 

Phone: +99470 625 87 57 

Email: anela.ismayilova@afsa.gov.az 

 
Mr Jafar MAHARRAMOV 

Deputy Chairman of the Agro Services 

Agency 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Baku 

Phone: +99455 656 36 25 

Email: c.maharramov@axa.gov.az 

 
Mr Safarali NASIROV 

Deputy Head of the Plant Health Department 

Food Safety Agency of the Republic of 

Azerbaijan 

Baku 

Email: safarali.nasirov@afsa.gov.az 

 
Mr Taleh SHAMIYEV 

Head of the Central Phytosanitary Laboratory 

Food Safety Agency of the Republic of 

Azerbaijan 

Baku 

Phone: +99450 417 01 20 

Email: taleh.shamiyev@afsa.gov.az 

 
BAHAMAS 

 

Representative 

Mr Mark HUMES 

Chairman of Bahamas Agricultural Health and 

Food Safety Authority  

Ministry of Agriculture and Marine Resources 

Nassau 

Email: markhumes@bahamas.gov.bs 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Ezra BARTHOLOMEW 

Phytosanitary Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture and Marine Resources 
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Email: ezrabartholomew@bahamas.gov.bs 
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Ministry of Agriculture and Marine Resources 
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Email: josefinaadderley-

curry@bahamas.gov.bs 
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Director of Plant Protection 

Ministry of Agriculture and Marine Resources 

Nassau 

Email: yasminjohnson@bahamas.gov.bs 

 
BAHRAIN - BAHREÏN - BAHREIN 
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Mr AbdulAziz Mohamed ABDULKAREM 

Assistant Undersecretary For Agriculture 

Affairs 

Ministry of Works, Municipalities and Urban 

Planning 

Manama 

Email: amamohamed@MUN.GOV.BH 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Hussain Jawad ALLAITH 

Director of Plant Wealth 

Ministry of Works, Municipalities and Urban 

Planning 

Manama 

Email: hallaith@MUN.GOV.BH 

 
Mr Ahmed Saeed EID 

Chief of Plant Protection & Quarantine 

Ministry of Works, Municipalities and Urban 
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Manama 

Email: asahmed@MUN.GOV.BH 

 
BELARUS - BÉLARUS - BELARÚS 

 

Representative 

Mr Aliaksandr PISKUN 

Director 

State Institution of Inspectorate for Seed 

Breeding, Quarantine and Plant Protection 

Minsk 

Email: rasten@tut.by 
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Ms Tatsiana BALASHOVA 

Deputy Head of Plant Quarantine  

State Inspectorate for Seed Breeding, 
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BELGIUM - BELGIQUE - BÉLGICA 

 

Représentant 

M. Lieven VAN HERZELE 

Conseiller  

SPF Santé Publique, Sécurité de la Chaîne 

Alimentaire et Environnement  

Direction générale Animaux, Végétaux et 

Alimentation 

Bruxelles 

Phone: (+32) 25247323 

Email: 

Lieven.VanHerzele@gezondheid.belgie.be 

 
BENIN - BÉNIN 

 

Représentant 

M. Eric ADOSSOU 

Chef du Service Protection des Vegetaux et 

Contrôle Phytosanitaire  
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Pêche 
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Email: eadossou@gouv.bj 
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Ministry of Agriculture and Forests 

Thimphu 

Email: omnamgay@gmail.com 

 
BOTSWANA 

 

Representative 

Ms Velleminah SZWILE PELOKGALE 

Chief Plant Protection Officer 
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Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food 
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Organization 

Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food 

Supply 
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Ms Edilene CAMBRAIA SOARES 

General Coordinator of International 
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Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Food 

Supply 
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Ms Debora Maria RODRIGUES CRUZ 
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Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganadería de 

Costa Rica 

San José 

Email: fsanchez@sfe.go.cr 

 
Sra. Amarilli VILLEGAS CORDERO 

Ministra Consejera  

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: avillegas@rree.go.cr 

 
Sr. Fernando Araya ALPÍZAR 

Director 

Servicio Fitosanitario del Estado 

San José 

Email: faraya@sfe.go.cr 

 
Sr. Hernando Morera GONZÁLEZ 

Jefe de Unidad de Riesgo de Plagas 

Servicio Fitosanitario del Estado 

San José 

Email: hmorera@rree.go.cr 
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Sra. Magda GONZÁLEZ ARROYO 

Jefa de las Normas y Reglamentos 

Servicio Fitosanitario del Estado 

San José 

Email: mgonzalez@rree.go.cr 

 
Sr. Christian KANDLER RODRIGUEZ 

Departemento de Desarrollo Sostenible 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores y Culto 

San José 

Email: ckandler@rree.go.cr 

 
CROATIA - CROATIE - CROACIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Ksenija BISTROVIC 

Expert Associate 

Croatian Agency for Agriculture and  Food 

Zagreb 

Email: ksenija.bistrovic@hapih.hr 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Sandra ANDRLIC 

Senior Expert Advisor 

Directorate for Agricultural Land, Crop 

Production and Market 

Zagreb 

Email: sandra.andrlic@mps.hr 

 
CUBA 

 

Representante 

Sr. Gilberto Hilario DIAZ LOPEZ 

Director de Sanidad Vegetal  

Ministerio de Agricultura 

La Habana 

Phone: 053 78815089 

Email: r.internacionales@sv.minag.gob.cu 

 
CYPRUS - CHYPRE - CHIPRE 

 

Representative 

Mr Marios GEORGIADES 

Agricultural Attaché 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: mgeorgiades@da.moa.gov.cy 

 

Alternate(s) 

Mr Anthemis MELIFRONIDOU-

PANTELIDOU 

Head of Plant Health and Marketing Standards 

of Agricultural Products Sector 

Department of Agriculture 

Nicosia 

Email: amelifronidou@da.moa.gov.cy 

 
CZECHIA - TCHÉQUIE - CHEQUIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Michal HNIZDIL 

Head of Section of Seed, Planting Material and 

Plant Health 

Central Institute for Supervising and Testing in 

Agriculture 

Prague 

Email: michal.hnizdil@ukzuz.cz 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Jiri JILEK 

Counsellor 

Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: jiri_jilek@mzv.cz 

 
CÔTE D'IVOIRE 

 

Représentant 

Mme Amenan Angèle Epse YAO BEDI 

Directeur de la Protection des Végétaux, du 

Contrôle et de la Qualité 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Email: yaoaangele02@gmail.com 

 
Suppléant(s) 

M. Lucien KOUAME 

Inspecteur Technique 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Phone: +225 07903754 

Email: l_kouame@yahoo.fr 
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M. Bah BONI 

Sous-directeur de la Protection des Cultures  

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Email: bahboni@yahoo.fr 

 
Mme Mamissi Epse KARAMOKO 

COULIBALY 

Chef de Service de la Protection Phytosanitaire 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Email: karamokomamissi@yahoo.fr 

 
M. Sibiri OUEDRAOGO 

Chef du Service des Agréments 

Phytosanitaires 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Email: sibiri81@gmail.com 

 
M. N'Guessan KOUASSI 

Sous-directeur de l'Inspection Phytosanitaire 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et du 

Développement Rural 

Abidjan 

Email: ngnissan143@gmail.com 

 
DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC 

OF KOREA - RÉPUBLIQUE POPULAIRE 

DÉMOCRATIQUE DE CORÉE - 

REPÚBLICA POPULAR 

DEMOCRÁTICA DE COREA 

 

Representative 

Mr Jon KYONG DOK 

Third Secretary 

Alternate Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: hujohn53@gmail.com 

 

DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE 

CONGO - RÉPUBLIQUE 

DÉMOCRATIQUE DU CONGO - 

REPÚBLICA DEMOCRÁTICA DEL 

CONGO 

 

Représentant 

M. Damas MAMBA MAMBA 

Directeur de la Protection des Végétaux  

Point de Contact Officiel de la CIPV 

Kinshasa 

Email: damasmamba@yahoo.fr 

 
Suppléant(s) 

M. Gauthier BUSHABU BOPE 

Attaché de Bureau de la Surveillance 

Phytosanitaire 

Ministère de l'agriculture 

Kinshasa 

Email: gauthierbush2009@yahoo.fr 

 
M. Justin CISHUGI MURHULA 

Inspecteur Semencier 

Ministère de l'agriculture 

Kinshasa 

Email: jcishugim@gmail.com 

 
DENMARK - DANEMARK - 

DINAMARCA 

 

Representative 

Ms Lise Kjærgaard STEFFENSEN 

Head of Section 

Academic Officer 

Danish Agricultural Agency 

Copenhagen 

Phone: +45 61 88 78 96 

Email: likste@lbst.dk 

 
DOMINICA - DOMINIQUE 

 

Representative 

Mr Nelson LAVILLE 

Plant Quarantine Officer 

Ministry of Blue and Green Economy, 

Agriculture and National Food Security 

Roseau 

Email: nelson.laville@gmail.com 
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DOMINICAN REPUBLIC - 

RÉPUBLIQUE DOMINICAINE - 

REPÚBLICA DOMINICANA 

 

Representante 

Sr. José CRISTINO CASTILLO 

Subdirector Tecnico Sanidad Vegetal 

Ministerio de Agricultura 

Santo Domingo 

Email: castillojosec@hotmail.com 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Viktor RODRIGUEZ 

Director Oficina de Tratados Comerciales 

Agricolas 

Ministerio de Agricultura 

Santo Domingo 

Email: vrodriguez@otca.gob.do 

 
Sra. Berioska MORRISON 

Ministra Consejera 

Representante Permanente Alterna ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: berioska.morrison@rdroma.org 

 
Sra. Liudmila KUZMICHEVA 

Consejera 

Representante Permanente Alterna ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: liudmila.kuzmicheva@rdroma.org 

 
Sra. Patricia RODRÍGUEZ 

Consejera 

Representante Permanente Alterna ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: patricia.rodriguez@rdroma.org 

 
Sr. José CONCEPCIÓN 

Analisis de Riesgos Sanidad Vegetal 

Ministerio de Agricultura 

Santo Domingo 

Email: ConceQcionsanchez22@hotmail.com 

 

Sra. Yanela Patricia SANTOS 

Analista de Comercio Agropecuario 

Ministerio de Agricultura 

Santo Domingo 

Email: vsantoseaotca.aob.do 

 
ECUADOR - ÉQUATEUR 

 

Representante 

Sra. Mónica GALLO LARA 

Coordinadora General de Sanidad Vegetal 

Ministerio de Agricultura e Granadería 

Quito 

Email: monica.gallo@agrocalidad.gob.ec 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Ernesto Marcelo PÀEZ PAREDES 

Director de Estudios de Comercializaciòn 

Agropecuaria 

Ministerio de Agricultura e Granadería 

Quito 

Email: epaez@mag.gob.ec 

 
Sr. Juan Fernando TINOCO CÓRDOVA 

Segundo Secretario 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: jtinoco@cancilleria.gob.ec 

 
Sra. Patricia LINCANGO 

Analista de Análisis de Riesgo de Plagas 

AGROCALIDAD 

Ministerio de Agricultura e Granadería 

Quito 

Email: patricia.lincango@agrocalidad.gob.ec 

 
EGYPT - ÉGYPTE - EGIPTO 

 

Representative 

Mr Ahmed Kamal EL-ATTAR 

Head of Central Administration of Plant 

Quarantine 

Ministry of Agriculture and Land Reclamation  

Giza 

Phone: +20 100 660 2373 

Email: ahmadkamal-arc@hotmail.com 
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Alternate(s) 

Mr Ramzy Gorge STENO 

Agricultural Attaché 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Phone: (+39) 3333677255 

Email: egypt@agrioffegypt.it 

 
Mr Mohamed MAGDY 

Supervisor of Phytosanitary Unit 

Central Administration of Plant Quarantine 

Giza 

Email: moazsps2020@gmail.com 

 
ERITREA - ÉRYTHRÉE 

 

Representative 

Mr Tekleab MESHGHENA 

Director General 

Regulatory Services Department 

Asmara 

Email: tekleabketema@gmail.com 

 
ESTONIA - ESTONIE 

 

Representative 

Ms Olga LAVRENTJEVA 

Adviser of the Plant Health Department 

Ministry of Rural Affairs 

Tallinn 

Email: olga.lavrentjeva@agri.ee 

 
ESWATINI 

 

Representative 

Mr Similo George MAVIMBELA 

Chief Research Officer of Phytosanitary 

Services 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Mbabane 

Email: seemelo@yahoo.com 

 
ETHIOPIA - ÉTHIOPIE - ETIOPÍA 

 

Representative 

Mr Mulatu ABATE 

Delegated Director 

Director of Plant Health and Quality Control 

Addis Ababa 

Email: mulatuaba@yahoo.com 

 

EUROPEAN UNION (MEMBER 

ORGANIZATION) - UNION 

EUROPÉENNE (ORGANISATION 

MEMBRE) - UNIÓN EUROPEA 

(ORGANIZACIÓN MIEMBRO) 

 

Representative 

Ms Dorothée ANDRE 

Head - Plant Health 

Directorate General for Health and Food 

Safety 

European Commission 

Brussels 

Email: dorothee.andre@ec.europa.eu 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Harry ARIJS 

Deputy Head of Unit  

Plant Health 

Directorate-General Health and Food Safety 

European Commission 

Brussels 

Email: harry.arijs@ec.europa.eu 

 
Mr Damien KELLY 

First Secretary 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Email: damien.kelly@eeas.europa.eu 

 
Ms Rosalinda SCALIA 

Policy Officer - Plant Health 

Directorate-General Health and Food Safety 

European Commission 

Brussels 

Email: rosalinda.scalia@ec.europa.eu 

 
Mr Roman VÁGNER 

Plant Health Administrator - IPPC Desk 

Officer 

Directorate-General Health and Food Safety 

European Commission 

Brussels 

Email: roman.vagner@ec.europa.eu 
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FIJI - FIDJI 

 

Representative 

Mr Surend PRATAP 

Acting Chief Executive Officer 

Biosecurity Authority of Fiji 

Suva 

Phone: +6793312512 

Email: spratap@baf.com.fj 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Nilesh Ami CHAND 

Chief Plant Protection Officer 

Biosecurity Authority of Fiji 

Suva 

Phone: +6793312512 

Email: nachand@baf.com.fj 

 
Mr Nitesh DATT 

Principal Plant Protection Officer 

Biosecurity Authority of Fiji 

Suva 

Email: ndatt@baf.com.fj 

 
Mr Visoni Motofaga TIMOTE 

Advisor for Plant Pathology 

Pacific Community SPC 

Suva 

Email: visonit@spc.int 

 
Mr Mereia FONG 

Proncipal Research Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Suva 

 
FINLAND - FINLANDE - FINLANDIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Ralf LOPIAN 

Special Advisor 

Food Department 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Helsinki 

Email: Ralf.Lopian@mmm.fi 

 

FRANCE - FRANCIA 

 

Représentant 

Mme Anne-Cécile COTILLON 

Sous-directrice de la qualité, de la santé et de 

la protection des végétaux 

Ministère de l'agriculture et de l'alimentation 

Paris 

Email: anne-

cecile.cotillon@agriculture.gouv.fr 

 
Suppléant(s) 

Mme Laurence BOUHOT-DELDUC 

Experte internationale en santé des végétaux 

Direction générale de l'alimentation 

Ministère de l'agriculture et de l'alimentation 

Paris 

Paris 

Phone: (+33) 1495549 55 

Email: laurence.bouhot-

delduc@agriculture.gouv.fr 

 
Mme Delphine BABIN-PELLIARD 

Conseillère agricole 

Représentation permanente auprès de la FAO 

Rome 

Email: delphine.babin-

pelliard@diplomatie.gouv.fr 

 
Mme Anne CHAN HON TONG 

Cheffe du Bureau de la santé des végétaux 

Sous-direction de la qualité, de la santé et de la 

protection des végétaux 

Ministère de l'agriculture et de l'alimentation 

Paris 

 
Mme Céline GERMAIN 

Cheffe du Bureau des négociation européennes 

et multilatérales 

Sous-direction des affaires sanitaires 

européennes et internationales 

Ministère de l'agriculture et de l'alimentation 

Paris 
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GABON - GABÓN 

 

Représentant 

Mme Seraphine ADA MINKO 

Secrétaire Permanente du Comité National de 

Gestion des Pesticides 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de l'élevage, de la 

pêche et de l'alimentation 

Libreville 

Email: minkoseraphine@yahoo.fr 

 
Suppléant(s) 

Mme Shella BIKET MEBIAME 

Directrice de l'evaluation des risques sanitaires 

et phytosanitaires 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de l'élevage, de la 

pêche et de l'alimentation 

Libreville 

Email: shellabiketmebiame@gmail.com 

 
M. Davy Franck NGOUESSI 

Directeur de l'inspection et des contrôles 

sanitaire et phytosanitaires 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de l'élevage, de la 

pêche et de l'alimentation 

Libreville 

Email: davyfranckn@gmail.com 

 
Mme Reine Léticia NTSAME OVONO 

Ingénieur Agronome  

Autorité nationale de protection contre les 

risques phytosanitaires 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de l'élevage, de la 

pêche et de l'alimentation 

Libreville 

Email: ovonoleticia777@gmail.com 

 
M. Bertony OTORO 

Délégué provincial de l'Ogooué maritime 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de l'élevage, de la 

pêche et de l'alimentation 

Libreville 

Email: bertony.otoro@yahoo.fr 

 

GEORGIA - GÉORGIE 

 

Representative 

Mr Zurab CHEKURASHVILI 

Head of LEPL 

National Food Agency of Georgia 

Ministry of Environmental Protection and 

Agriculture 

Tbilisi 

Email: zurab.chekurashvili@nfa.gov.ge 

 
GERMANY - ALLEMAGNE - 

ALEMANIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Bernhard Carl SCHÄFER 

Head of Institute 

Julius Kühn Institute 

Federal Research Institute for Cultivated 

Plants 

Braunschweig 

Phone: 00495312994300 

Email: bernhard.carl.schaefer@julius-

kuehn.de 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Christine HERMENING 

Plant Health Department 

Federal Ministry for Food and Agriculture 

Bonn 

Phone: 0049228995294484 

Email: christine.hermening@bmel.bund.de 

 
Ms Katharina PFOHL 

Julius Kühn Institute 

Federal Research Centre for Cultivated Plants 

Braunschweig 

Phone: 00495312994317 

Email: katharina.pfohl@julius-kuehn.de 

 
GHANA 

 

Representative 

Mr Prudence ATTIPOE 

Deputy Director 

Ministry of Food and Agriculture 

Accra 

Phone: 00233 209793292 

Email: tonattipoe@yahoo.co.uk 
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Alternate(s) 

Mr Eric DJAMSON 

Pllant Protection Services 

Ghana National Plant Protection Organization 

Accra 

Email: ericdjamson1@gmail.com 

 
Mr Raymund ETU 

Ministry of Food And Agriculture 

Accra 

Email: robertquarshie@yahoo.com 

 
Mr William LAMPTEY 

Pllant Protection Services 

Ghana National Plant Protection Organization 

Accra 

Email: williamlamptey26@yahoo.com 

 
GREECE - GRÈCE - GRECIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Annoula MAVRIDOU 

Head of the National Plant Protection 

Organization 

Ministry of Rural Development and Food 

Athens 

Phone: +302109287221 

Email: amavridou@minagric.gr 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Stavroula IOANNIDOU 

Regulatory Expert on Plant Health 

Ministry of Rural Development and Food 

Athens 

Phone: +302109287133 

Fax: +302109212090 

Email: stioannidou@minagric.gr 

 
Mr Christos ARAMPATZIS 

Head of the Department of Phytosanitary 

Control 

Ministry of Rural Development and Food 

Athens 

Phone: +302109287235 

Email: charampatzis@minagric.gr 

 

GUATEMALA 

 

Representante 

Sr. Jorge Mario GÓMEZ 

Director de Sanidad Vegetal 

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y 

Alimentación 

Ciudad de Guatemala 

Email: magec2007@gmail.com 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Eduardo MEJÍA CALITO 

Ministro Consejero 

Representante Permanente Adjunto ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: emejia@minex.gob.gt 

 
HUNGARY - HONGRIE - HUNGRÍA 

 

Representative 

Ms Angéla BODOR-ZANKER 

Phytosanitary Expert 

National Food Chain Safety Office 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Budapest 

Email: zankera@nebih.gov.hu 

 
INDONESIA - INDONÉSIE 

 

Representative 

Mr Caka Alverdi AWAL 

Counsellor 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: caka.awal@kemlu.go.id 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Abdul RAHMAN 

Plant Quarantine Coordinator for Seeds 

Centre for Plant Quarantine and Biosafety 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: rahman1970uni@gmail.com 
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Ms Aulia NUSANTARA 

Sub Coordinator for Plant Seed Export and 

Intra Region 

Centre for Plant Quarantine and Biosafety 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: aburayhan88@gmail.com 

 
Mr Kemas USMAN 

Sub-Coordinator for Non Seeds Plant Products 

Export and Intra Region 

Centre for Plant Quarantine and Biosafety 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: usman.kiemas@gmail.com 

 
Ms Agnes Rosari DEWI 

Third Secretary 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: agnes.rosari@kemlu.go.id 

 
Ms Ida Ayu RATIH 

Agriculture Attaché 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: attani.roma@kemlu.go.id 

 
Ms Gina Yolanda SARI 

Analyst Plant Quarantine 

Agency for Agriculture Quarantine 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: gina.yolandasari@gmail.com 

 
Mr Suwardi SURYANINGRAT 

Analyst Plant Quarantine 

Centre for Plant Quarantine and Biosafety 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: suwardi.suryaningrat@gmail.com 

 
Mr Selamet SELAMET 

Data Processor and Compiler 

Agency for Agriculture Quarantine 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Jakarta 

Email: auliyaselamet@gmail.com 

 

IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) - IRAN 

(RÉPUBLIQUE ISLAMIQUE D') - IRÁN 

(REPÚBLICA ISLÁMICA DEL) 

 

Representative 

Ms Maryam JALILI MOGHADAM 

Director General  

Plant Health and Quarantine Plant Protection 

Orgnization 

Teheran 

Email: jalili@ppo.ir 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Farhad GOHARZAD 

Head of International Affairs and Specialized 

Organizations  

Plant Protection Organization 

Teheran 

Email: f_sahargah@yahoo.com 

 
IRAQ 

 

Representative 

Mr Sadek ABBASS 

IPPC Contact Point 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Baghdad 

Email: sadekabbass@yahoo.com 

 
IRELAND - IRLANDE - IRLANDA 

 

Representative 

Mr Barry DELANY 

Chief Plant Health Officer 

National Plant Protection Organisation of 

Ireland 

Kildare 

Phone: +353 15058759 

Email: barry.delany@agriculture.gov.ie 

 
ISRAEL - ISRAËL 

 

Representative 

Mr Gera ABED 

Director 

National Plant Protection Organisation 

Tel Aviv 

Email: abedg@moag.gov.il 

 



Appendix 03  CPM-15 Report 

Page 56 of 120  International Plant Protection Convention   

Alternate(s) 

Mr David OPATOWSKI 

Minister Counselor Agricultural Affairs 

Permanent Representation to EU and NATO 

Brussels 

Email: agriculture@brussels.mfa.gov.il 

 
ITALY - ITALIE - ITALIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Mariangela CIAMPITTI 

Central Phytosanitary Service 

Ministry of Agricultural, Food and Forestry 

Policies 

Rome 

Email: 

mariangela_ciampitti@regione.lombardia.it 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Federico SÒRGONI 

Central Phytosanitary Service 

Ministry of Agricultural, Food and Forestry 

Policies 

Rome 

Email: f.sorgoni@politicheagricole.it 

 
JAMAICA - JAMAÏQUE 

 

Representative 

Ms Sanniel WILSON GRAHAM 

Chief Plant Quarantine Inspector 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries 

Kingston 

Email: sanniel.wilsongraham@moa.gov.jm 

 
JAPAN - JAPON - JAPÓN 

 

Representative 

Mr Hirofumi UCHIDA 

Director of International Affairs Office 

Food Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Email: hirofumi_uchida070@maff.go.jp 

 

Alternate(s) 

Ms Tomoko ISHIBASHI 

Director of International Standards Office 

Food Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Email: tomoko_ishibashi240@maff.go.jp 

 
Mr Teppei SHIGEMI 

Deputy Director of International Affairs Office 

Food Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Email: shigemi_teppei780@maff.go.jp 

 
Mr Noriyoshi OJIMA 

Deputy Director of International Standards 

Office 

Food Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Email: noriyoshi_ojima230@maff.go.jp 

 
Ms Kaori IWASAWA 

Section Chief of International Standards 

Office 

Food Safety and Consumer Affairs Bureau 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

Tokyo 

Email: kaori_iwasawa970@maff.go.jp 

 
JORDAN - JORDANIE - JORDANIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Imad ALAWAD 

Assistant Director of Plant Protection and 

Phytosanitary Directorate 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Amman 

Email: alawademad@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Lama ABU - HASSAN 

Phytosanitary Measures Division 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Amman 

Email: lama_abuhassan@yahoo.com 
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KENYA 

 

Representative 

Mr Theophilus  M. MUTUI 

Managing Director 

Kenya Plant Health Inspectorate Service 

Nairobi 

Email: director@kephis.org 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Isaac MACHARIA 

General Manager of Phytosanitary Services 

Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries, 

and Cooperatives 

Nairobi 

Email: macharia.isaac@kephis.org 

 
KUWAIT - KOWEÏT 

 

Representative 

Ms Amal ABDULKAREEM ABDALLAH 

Supervisor of Agricultural Research and 

Experiments 

Public Authority of Agriculture Affairs and 

Fish Resources 

Kuwait City 

Email: amal_paafr@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Fatima AL KANDARI 

Head of Plant Protection Research Department 

Public Authority of Agriculture and Fish 

Resources 

Kuwait City 

Email: dr.f.a.h.alkandari@gmail.com 

 
Mr Yousef JUHAIL 

Counsellor 

Permanent Representative of Kuwait to FAO 

Rome 

Email: juhail@hotmail.com 

 
Ms Jeehan ALESTAD 

First Secretary 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: jeehanalostad@gmail.com 

 

Mr Ziad AMMAR 

Support Staff 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Email: kuwait_fao@tiscali.it 

 
KYRGYZSTAN - KIRGHIZISTAN - 

KIRGUISTÁN 

 

Representative 

Mr Ilich Marsbek UULU 

Deputy director of the Plant Quarantine 

Department 

Ministry of Agriculture, Water Resources and 

Rural Development 

Bishkek 

Email: bolot.jumanaliev@gmail.com 

 
LATVIA - LETTONIE - LETONIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Gunita SKUPELE 

Director of the Plant Quarantine Department 

State Plant Protection Service of Latvia 

Riga 

Email: gunita.skupele@vaad.gov.lv 

 
LITHUANIA - LITUANIE - LITUANIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Sergejus FEDOTOVAS 

Director of The State Plant Service  

Ministry of Agriculture of Lithuania 

Vilnius 

Phone: +37060737651 

Email: sergejus.fedotovas@vatzum.lt 

 
LUXEMBOURG - LUXEMBURGO 

 

Représentant 

Mme Monique FABER-DECKER 

Directrice de santé des végéteaux 

Ministère de l'agriculture, de la viticulture et 

du développement rural 

Luxembourg 

Email: monique.faber@asta.etat.lu 
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MADAGASCAR 

 

Représentant 

M. Lahatra Hery Zo RABEMIAFARA 

Directeur de la Protection des Végéteaux 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et de l'Élevage 

Antananarivo 

Phone: 00261341018102 

Email: lrabemiafara@gmail.com 

 
Suppléant(s) 

Mme Saholy RAMILIARIJAONA 

Point de Contact CIPV 

Ministère de l'Agriculture et de l'Élevage 

Antananarivo 

Email: lyhosa@gmail.com 

 
M. Suzelin RATOHIARIJANONA 

Conseiller 

Représentant permanent adjoint auprès de la 

FAO 

Rome 

Phone: 00393442385089 

Email: ratohiarijaonasuzelin@gmail.com 

 
Mme Onipatsa Helinoro TIANAMAHEFA 

Chargée d'affaires 

Représentation permanente auprès de la FAO 

Rome 

Phone: 00393297248 

Email: otiamahefa@gmail.com 

 
MALAWI 

 

Representative 

Mr David KAMANGIRA 

Senior Deputy Director 

Agricultural Research Services and IPPC 

Contact Point 

Department of Agricultural Research Services 

Lilongwe 

Email: davidkamangira1@gmail.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Elisa MAZUMA 

Deputy Director of Agricultural Research 

Plant Protection  

Lilongwe 

Email: elisamazuma@gmail.com 

 

MALAYSIA - MALAISIE - MALASIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Zahimi HASSAN 

Deputy Director General of Agriculture 

Managememnt and Regulatory 

Department og Agriculture 

Putrajaya 

Email: zahimi@doa.gov.my 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Rosmawati SELAMAT 

Director of Plant Biosecurity Division 

Department og Agriculture 

Putrajaya 

Email: rosmawatis@doa.gov.my 

 
MALI - MALÍ 

 

Représentant 

M. Demba DIALLO 

Directeur general  

Office de la protection des végétaux 

Koulouba 

Phone: (+223) 76339198 

Email: demba.diallom@gmail.com 

 
Suppléant(s) 

Mme Halimatou KONE TRAORE 

Deuxième Conseiller 

Représentante permanente adjointe auprès de 

la FAO 

Rome 

Phone: (+39) 3510521750 

Email: halimatoutraore@yahoo.fr 

 
MALTA - MALTE 

 

Representative 

Ms Marica GATT 

Director General 

Veterinary and Phytosanitaiy Regulation 

Department 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Animal 

Rights 

Valletta 

Email: marica.gatt@gov.mt 
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Alternate(s) 

Mr John Baptist CASSAR 

Principal Agricultural Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Animal 

Rights 

Valletta 

Email: john-baptist.cassar@gov.mt 

 
Ms Josephine Carmen SCHEMBRI 

Principal Scientific Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Animal 

Rights 

Valletta 

Email: josephine.b.schembri@gov.mt 

 
Mr Dennis SCIBERRAS 

Director of Plant Protection 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Animal 

Rights 

Valletta 

Email: dennis.sciberras@gov.mt 

 
MEXICO - MEXIQUE - MÉXICO 

 

Representante 

Sr. Francisco Javier TRUJILLO ARRIAGA 

Director en Jefe del Servicio Nacional de 

Sanidad y Calidad Agroalimentaria 

Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural 

Ciudad de México 

Email: trujillo@senasica.gob.mx 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Francisco RAMÌREZ Y RAMÌREZ 

Director General de Sanidad Vegetal 

Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural 

Ciudad de México 

Email: francisco.ramirez@senasica.gob.mx 

 
Sr. Jose Luis DELGADO CRESPO 

Consejero 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: jldelgado@sre.gob.mx 

 

Sr. Israel CUETO ESPINOSA 

Director de Regulación Fitosanitaria 

Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural 

Ciudad de México 

Email: israel.cueto@senasica.gob.mx 

 
Sra. Maria De Los Angeles GÓMEZ 

AGUILAR 

Primera Secretaria 

Representante Permanente Alternna ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: mgomeza@sre.gob.mx 

 
Sra. Ana Lilia MONTEALEGRE LARA 

Subdirectora de Armonización y Evaluación 

Internacional 

Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural 

Ciudad de México 

Email: ana.montealegre@senasica.gob.mx 

 
MOZAMBIQUE 

 

Representative 

Ms Antonia VAZ TOMBOLANE 

Head  

Department of Plant Health 

Maputo 

Email: avaz5099@gmail.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Florencia MASSANGO CIPRIANO 

National Director of Agricultural Health and 

Biosafety 

Department of Plant Health 

Maputo 

Email: flor.cipriano@gmail.com 

 
Mr Afonso Ernesto SITOLE 

Focal point SPS 

Department of Plant Health 

Maputo 

Email: afonsostl@gmail.com 
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NEPAL - NÉPAL 

 

Representative 

Mr Sahadev Prasad HUMAGAIN 

Chief  

Plant Quarantine and Pesticide Management 

Center 

Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock 

Development 

Kathmandu 

Email: sphumagain2014 @gmail.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Madhav BHATTA 

Plant Protection Officer 

Plant Quarantine and Pesticide Management 

Center 

Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock 

Development 

Kathmandu 

Email: madhavppo@gmail.com 

 
Mr Mahesh CHANDRA ACHARYA 

Senior Plant Protection Officer 

Plant Quarantine and Pesticide Management 

Center 

Ministry of Agriculture and Livestock 

Development 

Kathmandu 

Email: msggacharya @gmail.com 

 
NETHERLANDS - PAYS-BAS - PAÍSES 

BAJOS 

 

Representative 

Mr Marco TRAA 

Senior Staff Officer for Phytosanitary Affairs  

Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food 

Quality 

The Hague 

Email: m.j.w.traa@minlnv.nl 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Thorwald GEUZE 

Project Manager Implementation OCRIPHR 

Phytosanitary Import 

Netherlands Food and Consumer Product 

Safety Authority 

Utrecht 

Email: t.geuze@nvwa.nl 

 

NEW ZEALAND - NOUVELLE-

ZÉLANDE - NUEVA ZELANDIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Peter THOMPSON 

Director Animal and Plant Health 

Biosecurity New Zealand 

Ministry for Primary Industries 

Wellington 

Email: peter.thompson@mpi.govt.nz 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Lihong ZHU 

Portfolio Manager IPPC 

International Policy, Policy & Trade 

Ministry for Primary Industries 

Wellington 

Email: lihong.zhu@mpi.govt.nz 

 
NICARAGUA 

 

Representante 

Sr. Fernando LEAL RUIZ 

Director de Planificación y Proyectos  

Instituto de Protección y Sanidad 

Agropecuaria lPSA 

Manauga 

Phone: (+505) 85607693 

Email: fernando.lealoipsa.gob.ni 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Junior ESCOBAR FONSECA 

Agregado 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

 
Sr. Martín ROSALES MONDRAGÓN 

Responsable del Departamento de Vigilancia 

Fitosanitaria y Campañas  

Instituto de Protección y Sanidad 

Agropecuaria (IPSA) 

Managua 

Email: martin.rosales@ipsa.gob.ni 
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NIGERIA - NIGÉRIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Yaya Olaitan OLANIRAN 

Minister 

Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Phone: +39-3493598124 

Email: nigeriapermrep@email.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Ebenezer IDACHABA 

Adviser 

Narional Plant Protection Organization  

Abuja 

Email: idnezer@yahoo.com 

 
NORTH MACEDONIA - MACÉDOINE 

DU NORD - MACEDONIA DEL NORTE 

 

Representative 

Ms Nadica DZERKOVSKA 

Head of Plant Health Department at the 

Phytosanitary Directorate 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water 

Economy 

Skopje 

Phone: 00389 2 3134 477 

Email: nadica.dzerkovska@mzsv.gov.mk 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Ivica ANGELOVSKI 

Advisor for Monitoring and Diseases of 

Harmful Organisms on Agricultural Crops 

Phytosanitary Directorate 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water 

Economy 

Skopje 

Phone: 0038923134477 

Email: ivica.angelovski@mzsv.gov.mk 

 
Ms Kalina ALTANDZIEVA 

Collaborator at the Phytosanitary Directorate 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water 

Economy 

Skopje 

Phone: 0038923134477 

Email: kalina.altandzieva@mzsv.gov.mk 

 

NORWAY - NORVÈGE - NORUEGA 

 

Representative 

Ms Hilde PAULSEN 

Senior Advisor  

Norwegian Food Safety Authority 

Brumunddal 

Email: hilde.paulsen@mattilsynet.no 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Eva GRENDSTAD 

Deputy Director General  

Norwegian Ministry of Agriculture and Food 

Department of Food Policy 

Oslo 

Email: eva.grendstad@lmd.dep.no 

 
OMAN - OMÁN 

 

Representative 

Mr Ahmed Bin Salim BIN MOHAMED 

BAOMAR 

Ambassador 

Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: drbaomar44@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Said AL ADAOUI 

Director 

Agriculture Affairs Department 

Muscat 

Email: sadwany77@gmail.com 

 
Mr Said AL HASHMI 

Head  

Pest Risk Analysis and Permits Department 

Muscat 

Email: said.alhashmi@maf.gov.om 

 
Mr Nasr AL SHAMSI 

Director of Department of Plant Protection 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries Wealth and 

Water Resources 

Muscat 

Email: nasir.alshamsi@maf.gov.om 
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Mr Rashed AL SHIDI 

Director of the Plant Protection Research 

Center 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries Wealth and 

Water Resources 

Muscat 

Email: shidi_rashid@yahoo.com 

 
Mr Nasser MARSHUDI 

Director of the Department of Agriculture and 

Livestock 

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries Wealth and 

Water Resources 

Muscat 

Email: nasseralmarshoudi70@gmail.com 

 
Ms Fadia ALJAMAL 

Coordinator to the UN Agencies 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Phone: (+39) 0636300545 

Email: aljamalfadia@gmail.com 

 
PANAMA - PANAMÁ 

 

Representante 

Sr. Arquimedes BARAHONA 

Coordinador de Programas Fitosanitarios 

Ministerio de Desarrollo Agropecuario 

Panamá 

Email: abarahona@mida.gob.pa 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Luis ALVARADO 

Jefe de la Coordinación de Servicios Técnicos 

de Detección y Diagnostico Fitosanitario 

Ministerio de Desarrollo Agropecuniario 

Panamá 

Email: lalvarado@mida.gob.pa 

 
Sr. Tomas DUNCAN 

Consejero 

Representante Permanente ante la FAO 

Roma 

Email: tduncan@mire.gob.pa 

 

PARAGUAY 

 

Representante 

Sr. Ernesto GALLIANI GRANADA 

Director de Protección Vegetal 

Servicio Nacional de Calidad y Sanidad 

Vegetal y de Semillas 

Asunción 

Email: ernesto.galliani@senave.gov.py 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sra. Fátima Elena ALFONSO FERNÁNDEZ 

Ingeniera Agrónoma 

Servicio Nacional de Calidad y Sanidad 

Vegetal y de Semillas 

Asunción 

Phone: +5955 445769 

Email: fatima.alfonso@senave.gov.py 

 
PERU - PÉROU - PERÚ 

 

Representante 

Sr. Gustavo Eduardo MOSTAJO OCOLA 

Agregado 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: gmostajo555@gmail.com 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sr. Harold CARRASCO ALARCÓN 

Especialista en la Subdirección de Cuarentena 

Vegetal 

Servicio Nacional de Sanidad Agraria del Perú 

Lima 

Email: hcarrasco@senasa.gob.pe 

 
Sr. Luis AQUINO CAMPOS 

Especialista en la Subdirección de Cuarentena 

Vegetal 

Servicio Nacional de Sanidad Agraria del Perú 

Lima 

Phone: (51) 313-3300 Anexo 6143 

Email: laquino@senasa.gob.pe 
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Sra. Maria Carolina CARRANZA NUNEZ 

Consejera 

Representante Permanente Alterna ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: carranza@ambasciataperu.com 

 
PHILIPPINES - FILIPINAS 

 

Representative 

Mr Lupino, Jr. LAZARO 

Agriculture Attaché 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: lupinolazaro@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Gerald Glenn PANGANIBAN 

Assistant Director for Operations and 

Administration 

Bureau of Plant Industry 

Department of Foreign Affairs 

Metro Manila 

Email: gfpanganiban@gmail.com 

 
Mr Jonar YAGO 

Assistant Director for Research and 

Development and Pest Management 

Department of Foreign Affairs 

Metro Manila 

Email: jyago2002@yahoo.com 

 
Mr Ariel BAYOT 

Officer-in-Charge 

National Plant Quarantine Services Division 

Department of Agriculture 

Metro Manila 

Email: ajbayot111@gmail.com 

 
Ms Maria Luisa GAVINO 

Agricultural Assistant 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Email: maris.gavino@gmail.com 

 

Ms Joan May TOLENTINO 

Supervising Agriculturist 

Department of Agriculture 

Metro Manila 

Email: jomatolents@yahoo.com 

 
POLAND - POLOGNE - POLONIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Sylwia JURKIEWICZ 

Director of the Central Laboratory 

Main Inspectorate of Plant Health and Seed 

Inspection 

Warsaw 

Phone: + 48 56 623 56 98 

Email: slab-tor@piorin.gov.pl 

 
PORTUGAL 

 

Representative 

Ms Ana Paula DE CARVALHO 

Deputy Director General 

General Directorate of Food and Veterinary 

Lisbon 

Phone: +351963387895 

Email: pcarvalho@dgav.pt 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Maria Teresa AFONSO 

Head of Plant Health Department 

General Directorate of Food and Veterinary 

Lisbon 

Phone: +351213239500 

Email: tafonso@dgav.pt 

 
Ms Maria Cláudia ARAÚJO E SÁ 

Senior Officer of Plant Health Department 

General Directorate of Food and Veterinary 

Lisbon 

Phone: +351213239500 

Email: claudiasa@dgav.pt 

 
Mr João Nuno BARBOSA 

Head of Plant Health Inspection and 

Propagating Material Unit 

General Directorate of Food and Veterinary 

Lisbon 

Phone: +351213239500 

Email: nuno.barbosa@dgav.pt 
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Ms Andreia PORTO 

Phyto, Food Safety and Veterinarian Attaché  

Permanent Representation to the European 

Union 

Brussels 

Phone: +3222864345 

Email: aap@reper-portugal.be 

 
Mr José RODRIGUES 

Counsellor 

Permanent Repersentation to FAO 

Rome 

Phone: +393474795065 

Email: jose.arodrigues@mne.pt 

 
Ms Pilar VELAZQUEZ-GAZTELU 

General Secretariat of the Council of the 

European Union 

Brussels 

Phone: +3222864345 

Email: pilar.velazquez@consilium.europa.eu 

 
QATAR 

 

Representative 

Mr Mohammed A. ALYAFEI 

Head of Plant Quarantine and Protection 

Section 

Ministry of Municipality and Environment 

Doha 

Email: makhallaqi@mme.gov.qa 

 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA - RÉPUBLIQUE 

DE CORÉE - REPÚBLICA DE COREA 

 

Representative 

Mr Jung Bin KIM 

Director of the Export Management Division 

Animal and Plant Quarantine Agency 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Sejong-si 

Email: koyim@korea.kr 

 

Alternate(s) 

Ms Kyu-ock YIM 

Senior Researcher 

Animal and Plant Quarantine Agency 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Sejong-si 

Email: clavibacter@korea.kr 

 
Ms Do Nam KIM 

Assistant Director of the Export Management 

Division 

Animal and Plant Quarantine Agency 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Sejong-si 

Email: dongam75@korea.kr 

 
REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA - 

REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA - 

REPÚBLICA DE MOLDOVA 

 

Representative 

Ms Veronica TERTEA 

Head of Department of Plant Protection and 

Food Safety of Plant origin 

Ministry of Agricuture, Regional Development 

and Environment 

Chisinau 

Email: veronica.tertea@madrm.gov.md 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Mihaela GORBAN 

First Secretary 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: mihaela.gorban@mfa.gov.md 

 
Ms Svetlana LUNGU 

Head of Department for Plant Protection 

National Agency for Food Safety 

Chisinau 

Email: svetlana.lungu@ansa.gov.md 
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ROMANIA - ROUMANIE - RUMANIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Elena IZADI 

Head of Office 

Plant Protection and Phytosanitary Office 

National Phytosanitary Authority 

Bucharest 

Email: elena.izadi@madr.ro 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Adina Pompilia OPREA 

Senior Counsellor 

National Phytosanitary Authority 

Bucharest 

Email: adina.oprea@anfdf.ro 

 
Mr Vlad MUSTACIOSU 

Counsellor 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: vlad.mustaciosu@mae.ro 

 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION - FÉDÉRATION 

DE RUSSIE - FEDERACIÓN DE RUSIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Yulia SHVABAUSKENE 

Deputy Head  

Federal Service for Veterinary and 

Phytosanitary Supervision 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Moscow 

Email: priemnaya-ja@yandex.ru 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Kirill ANTYUKHIN 

First Secretary 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: kirill.888@mail.ru 

 
Ms Alexandra FEDOTOVA 

Head of Phytosanitary Risks Department and 

International Interaction  

All-Russian Plant Quarantine Center 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Moscow 

Email: intervniikr@gmail.com 

 

Ms Natalia SOLOVYEVA 

Acting Head of the Phytosanitary Surveillance 

Department and Seed Control 

Federal Service for Veterinary and 

Phytosanitary Supervision 

Moscow 

Email: natsol@mail.ru 

 
RWANDA 

 

Représentant 

Ms Beatrice UWUMUKIZA 

Director General 

Rwanda lnspectorate, Competition and 

Consume Protection Authority 

Kigali 

Email: buwumukiza@rica.gov.rw 

 
SAINT LUCIA - SAINTE-LUCIE - SANTA 

LUCÍA 

 

Representative 

Ms Hannah DUPAL-ROMAIN 

Chief Plant Research Officer 

Department of Agriculture, Fisheries, Natural 

Resources and Cooperatives 

Castries 

Email: pssecretary.agriculture@govt.lc 

 
SAMOA 

 

Representative 

Mr Tilafono David HUNTER 

Chief Executive Officer  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

Apia 

Email: tilafono@maf.gov.ws 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Talei FIDOW-MOORS 

Principal Technical Officer 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

Apia 

Email: talei.fidow@maf.gov.ws 

 
Ms Segiali'i Marie MALAKI 

Assistant Chief Executive Officer 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

Apia 

Email: mariem.malaki@maf.gov.ws 
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Ms Nafanua MALELE 

Principal Border Operations Officer 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 

Apia 

Email: nafanua.malele@maf.gov.ws 

 
SAUDI ARABIA - ARABIE SAOUDITE - 

ARABIA SAUDITA 

 

Representative 

Mr Bin Mohammed ABDELAZIZ 

Adviser  

Agriculture Department 

Ministry of Environment, Water and 

Agriculture 

Riyadh 

Email: e1048@mewa.gov.sa 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Ayman Bin Saad ALGHAMDI 

Director 

Plant Health Protection 

Ministry of Environment, Water 

and Agriculture 

Riyadh 

Email: agorganic@mewa.gov.sa 

 
SENEGAL - SÉNÉGAL 

 

Représentant 

M. Abdoulaye NDIAYE 

Chef Division Legislation Phytosanitarie 

Ministere de l'Agriculture et de l'Équipement 

Rural 

Dakar 

Phone: (+221) 338340397 

Email: layedpv@gmail.com 

 
SIERRA LEONE - SIERRA LEONA 

 

Representative 

Ms Raymonda JOHNSON 

Head of the Crop Production 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Freetown 

Email: raymonda.johnson@yahoo.it 

 

SLOVAKIA - SLOVAQUIE - 

ESLOVAQUIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Julius STRBA 

Phytosanitary Inspector 

The Central Control and Testing Institute in 

Agriculture 

Bratislava 

Email: julius.strba@uksup.sk 

 
SLOVENIA - SLOVÉNIE - ESLOVENIA 

 

Representative 

Ms Anita BENKO BELOGLAVEC 

Administrative Secretary for Food Safety, 

Veterinary sector and Plant Protection 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food 

Dunajska 

Email: anita.benko@gov.si 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Milena KOPRIVNIKAR BOBEK 

Counsellor 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Email: milena.koprivnikar@gov.si 

 
Mr Primoz PAJK 

Undersecretary 

Food Safety, Veterinary Sector and Plant 

Protection 

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food 

Dunajska 

Email: primoz.pajk@gov.si 

 
Ms Simona PERME 

Attaché 

Permanent Representation to FAO 

Rome 

Email: simona.perme@gov.si 
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SPAIN - ESPAGNE - ESPAÑA 

 

Representante 

Sr. José María COBOS SUÁREZ 

Subdirector General de Sanidad e Higiene 

Vegetal y Forestal  

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y 

Alimentación 

Madrid 

Email: jcobossu@mapa.es 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sra. Belén MARTÍNEZ MARTÍNEZ 

Jefa de Área 

Subdirección General de Sanidad e Higiene 

Vegetal y Forestal 

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y 

Alimentación 

Madrid 

Email: bmartin@mapa.es 

 
Sra. Cristina VILLALOBOS TOLMOS 

Asistente Técnica 

Representación Permanente ante la FAO  

Roma 

Email: c.villalobostolmos@gmail.com 

 
SRI LANKA 

 

Representative 

Mr W.A.R.Thushara 

WICKRAMAARACHCHI 

Addictional Director 

National Plant Quarantine Service (NPQS) 

Department of Agriculture 

Katunayake 

Email: wartwa@gmail.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Ameina SHAFI MOHIN 

Minister 

Deputy Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: minister.comselemrome2@gmail.com 

 

SURINAME 

 

Representative 

Mr Sadhana JANKIE 

Department of Plant Protection and Quality 

Controls 

Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Husbandry 

and Fisheries  

Suriname 

Email: sadjan349@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Samuel MEGLIN 

Senior Plant Quarantine Officer 

Ministry of Agriculture, Animal Husbandry 

and Fisheries 

Paramaribo 

Email: meggu-5@outlook.com 

 
SWEDEN - SUÈDE - SUECIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Kristof CAPIEAU 

Chief Plant Health Officer 

Swedish Board of Agriculture 

Jönköping 

Email: kristof.capieau@jordbruksverket.se 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Catharina ROSQVIST 

Senior Administrative Officer 

Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation 

Stockholm 

Phone: +46730802245 

Email: catharina.rosqvist@regeringskansliet.se 

 
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC - 

RÉPUBLIQUE ARABE SYRIENNE - 

REPÚBLICA ÁRABE SIRIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Eyad MOHAMMED 

Plant Protection Director  

Ministry of Agriculture and Agrarian Reform  

Damascus 

Email: ppdsyr@gmail.com 

 



Appendix 03  CPM-15 Report 

Page 68 of 120  International Plant Protection Convention   

THAILAND - THAÏLANDE - TAILANDIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Sarute SUDHI-AROMNA 

Director 

Plant Protection Research and Development 

Office 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Bangkok 

Phone: (+66) 25795583 

Email: sarutes@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Chonticha RAKKRAI 

Director, Plant Quarantine Research Group 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Bangkok 

Email: rakkrai@yahoo.com 

 
Ms Chortip SALYAPONGSE 

Senior Agricultural Research Specialist 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Bangkok 

Email: annsalya@gmail.com 

 
Mr Prateep ARAYAKITTIPONG 

Standard Officer 

Office of Standard Development 

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity 

and Food Standards 

Bangkok 

Email: prateep_ming@hotmail.com 

 
Mr Thanawat TIENSIN 

Minister (Agriculture)  

Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: ttiensin@gmail.com 

 
TOGO 

 

Représentant 

M. Kokouvi KOUNOUTCHI 

Ched de division des organismes nuisibles et 

de la quarantine phyrosanitaire 

Direction de la Protection des Végéteaux 

Lomé 

Email: kounlaurent@yahoo.fr 

 

TONGA 

 

Representative 

Ms Siutoni TUPOU 

Acting Head of Quarantine and Quality 

Management Division 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food, and Forests 

Nuku'alofa 

Email: siutonit@gmail.com 

 
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO - TRINITÉ-

ET-TOBAGO - TRINIDAD Y TABAGO 

 

Representative 

Ms Deanne RAMROOP 

Deputy Director for Research Crops 

Ministry of Agriculture, Land and Fisheries 

Chaguanas 

Email: dramroop@hotmail.com 

 
TUNISIA - TUNISIE - TÚNEZ 

 

Représentant 

M. Mohamed Lahbib BEN JAMÂA 

Directeur général de la Santé Végétale et du 

Contrôle des Intrants Agricoles 

Ministère de l'agriculture, des ressources 

hydrauliques et de la pêche 

Tunis 

Email: benjamaaml@gmail.com 

 
TURKEY - TURQUIE - TURQUÍA 

 

Representative 

Mr Yunus BAYRAM 

Deputy Director General 

General Directorate of Food and Control 

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 

Ankara 

Email: yunusbayram@tarimorman.gov.tr 

 
UGANDA - OUGANDA 

 

Representative 

Ms Caroline Mary NAKINGA KUKIRIZA 

Assistant Commissioner 

Phytosanitary and Quarantine Inspection 

Services Division 

Entebbe 

Email: cmnankinga@gmail.com 
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Alternate(s) 

Ms Joyce Brenda KISINGIRI 

Senior Agricultural Inspector 

Phytosanitary and Quarantine Inspection 

Services Division 

Entebbe 

Email: brenda.kisingiri@agriculture.go.ug 

 
UKRAINE - UCRANIA 

 

Representative 

Mr Vladyslav SEDYK 

First Deputy Head 

State Service of Ukraine on Food Safety and 

Consumer Protection 

Kyiv 

Phone: 3895652852 

Email: v.sedyk@dpss.gov.ua 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Andrii CHELOMBITKO 

Director 

Department of Phytosanitary Security, Control 

in Seed Production and Seedling  

Food Safety and Consumer Protection 

Kyiv 

Phone: 3895652852 

Email: a.chelombitko@dpss.gov.ua 

 
Mr Maksym MANTIUK 

First Secretary 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Phone: 3895652852 

Email: maksym.mantiuk@mfa.gov.ua 

 

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT 

BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELA - 

ROYAUME-UNI DE GRANDE-

BRETAGNE ET D'IRLANDE DU NOR - 

REINO UNIDO DE GRAN BRETAÑA E 

IRLANDA DEL NORTE 

 

Representative 

Ms Nicola SPENCE 

UK Chief Plant Health Officer 

Department for Environment, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

York 

Phone: (+44) 20800262480 

Email: Nicola.Spence@defra.gov.uk 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Sam BISHOP 

Head of International Plant Health Policy 

Department for Environment, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

York 

Phone: (+44) 2080262506 

Email: sam.bishop@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - 

ÉTATS-UNIS D'AMÉRIQUE - ESTADOS 

UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA 

 

Representative 

Mr Osama EL-LISSY 

Deputy Administrator 

Plant Protection and Quarantine  

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Phone: (+202) 7997163 

Email: osama.a.el-lissy@usda.gov 

 
Alternate(s) 

Ms Patricia ABAD 

Technical Advisor 

Plant Protection and Quarantine, Animal 

Health Inspection Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Email: patricia.v.abad@usda.gov 
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Mr Wendell DENNIS 

Senior Policy Advisor 

Foreign Agricultural Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Email: wendell.dennis@usda.gov 

 
Mr Sean COX 

Agricultural Attache' 

Permanent Representative to FAO 

Rome 

Email: coxs2@state.gov 

 
Ms Stephanie DUBON 

International Phytosanitary Standards 

Coordinator 

Plant Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 

Plant Health Inspection Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Phone: (+1) 3018512180 

Email: stephanie.m.dubon@usda.gov 

 
Mr John GREIFER 

Assistant Deputy Administrator 

Plant Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 

Plant Health Inspection Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Phone: (+1) 2027997159 

Email: john.k.greifer@usda.gov 

 
Ms Marina ZLOTINA 

PPQ's IPPC Technical Director 

Plant Protection and Quarantine, Animal and 

Plant Health Inspection Service 

Department of Agriculture 

Washington, DC 

Phone: (+1) 3018512200 

Email: marina.a.zlotina@usda.gov 

 

URUGUAY 

 

Representante 

Sr. Leonardo OLIVERA 

Director General de la Dirección General de 

Servicios Agrícolas 

Ministerio de Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca 

Montevideo 

Phone: 064821776 

Email: lanolivera@mgap.gub.uy 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sra. Beatrriz MELCHÓ 

Encargada 

Departamento de Certificación y Verificación 

Ministerio de Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca 

Montevideo 

Phone: 064821776 

Email: bmelcho@mgap.gub.uy 

 
Sr. Mario DE LOS SANTOS 

Director de la División de Protección Agrícola 

Ministerio de Ganadería, Agricultura y Pesca 

Montevideo 

Phone: 064821776 

Email: msr@mgap.gub.uy 

 
UZBEKISTAN - OUZBÉKISTAN - 

UZBEKISTÁN 

 

Representative 

Mr Ibrohim ERGASHEV 

Head  

State Plant Quarantine Inspection under 

Cabinet of Ministers 

Tashkent 

Email: glavkaruz@mail.ru 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Sultanmakhmud SULTANOV 

Head of Department for International 

Relations, Investments and Innovative 

Development 

State Plant Quarantine Inspectorate 

Tashkent 

Email: ird@karantin.uz 
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VANUATU 

 

Representative 

Mr Meriam TOALAK 

Director 

Biosecurity Vanuatu 

Port Vila 

Email: mtoalak@vanuatu.gov.vu 

 
VENEZUELA (BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC 

OF) - VENEZUELA (RÉPUBLIQUE 

BOLIVARIENNE DU) - VENEZUELA 

(REPÚBLICA BOLIVARIANA DE) 

 

Representante 

Sr. Elias Rafael ELJURI 

Embajador 

Representante Permanente ante la FAO 

Roma 

Email: eljuri@gmail.com 

 
Suplente(s) 

Sra. Giomar BLANCO 

Presidenta 

Instituto Nacional De Investigaciones 

Agrícolas 

Ministerio Del Poder Popular Para Agricultura 

Productiva Y Tierra 

Caracas 

Email: gioma@hotmail.com 

 
Sra. Rosaima GARCÍA 

Directora 

Instituto Nacional De Investigaciones 

Agrícolas 

Ministerio Del Poder Popular Para Agricultura 

Productiva Y Tierra 

Caracas 

Email: merida,rosaimagarcia24@gmail.com 

 
Sr. Franklin MORILLO 

Director 

Instituto Nacional De Investigaciones 

Agrícolas 

Ministerio Del Poder Popular Para Agricultura 

Productiva Y Tierra 

Caracas 

Email: franklinelias@gmail.com 

 

Sra. Marycel PACHECO GUTIÈRREZ 

Primera Secretaria 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: marycel.pg@gmail.com 

 
Sr. Porfirio PESTANA DE BARROS 

Ministro Consejero 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: porfiriomppre@gmail.com 

 
Sr. Luis Geronimo REYES VERDE 

Primero Secretario 

Representante Permanente Alterno ante la 

FAO 

Roma 

Email: luisgrv@gmail.com 

 
Sra. María SOTO MEZA 

Directora De Salud Vegetal  

Instituto Nacional De Salud Agrícola Integral 

Ministerio Del Poder Popular Para Agricultura 

Productiva Y Tierra 

Caracas 

Email: saludvegetal.insai2017@gmail.com 

 
VIET NAM 

 

Representative 

Mr Ha Thanh HUONG 

Deputy Director of Plant Quarantine Division 

Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 

Development 

Hanoi 

Email: ppdhuong@gmail.com 

 
YEMEN - YÉMEN 

 

Representative 

Mr Ali SAIF 

Ministry of Agriculture, Irrigation and Fish 

Wealth 

Al-Kuwait Street 

Email: binsaif2009@hotmail.com 
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ZAMBIA - ZAMBIE 

 

Representative 

Mr Kenneth Kajarayekha MSISKA 

Principal Agriculture Research Officer 

Zambia Agriculture Research Institute   

Chilanga 

Phone: (+260) 211278141/130 

Email: msiska12@yahoo.co.uk 

 
ZIMBABWE 

 

Representative 

Mr Nhamo MUDADA 

Head of Institute 

Plant Quarantine Services Institute 

Ministry of Lands, Agriculture, Fisheries, 

Water, Climate and Rural Resettlement 

Mazowe 

Email: mudadan@yahoo.com 

 
Alternate(s) 

Mr Claid MUJAJU 

Acting Director 

Research Services Department 

Mazowe 

Email: mujajuclaid@gmail.com 
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OBSERVER COUNTRIES (NON-CONTRACTING PARTIES) 

PAYS OBSERVATEURS (PARTIES NON CONTRACTANTES) 

PAÍSES OBSERVADORES (PARTES NO CONTRATANTES) 

 

PALESTINE - PALESTINA 

 

Representative 

Mr Ahmed FATTOUM 

Director General of Plant Protection and Agricultural Quarantine 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Ramallah 

Email: ahmadfattum@yahoo.com 

 

Alternate(s) 

Mr Salamah SHABIB 

Director of the Department of Agricultural Pest Control 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Ramallah 

Email: salamshbib@gmail.com 

 

Mr Shadi DARWEESH 

Director of Agricultural Quarantine and Plant Health 

Ministry of Agriculture 

Ramallah 

Email: shadidarweesh@gmail.com 

 

Mr Mamoun BARGHOUTHI 

Office of the Observer to FAO 

Rome 

Email: m.barghouthi@yahoo.it 
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REGIONAL PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATIONS 

ORGANISATIONS RÉGIONALES DE PROTECTION DES VÉGÉTAUX 

ORGANIZACIONES REGIONALES DE PROTECCIÓN FITOSANITARIA 

 

 

CARIBBEAN AGRICULTURAL HEALTH AND FOOD SAFETY AGENCY 

 

Ms Juliet GOLDSMITH 

Plant Health Specialist  

Paramaribo 

Phone: (+597) 7252922 

Email: juliet.goldsmith@cahfsa.org 

 

COMUNIDAD ANDINA 

Camilo Beltran Montoya 

Responsable de Sanidad Vegetal 

Secretaría General de la Comunidad Andina 

Avenida Paseo de la República 3895  

 San Isidro Lima Peru 

Email:cbeltran@comunidadandina.org 

 

 

ASIA AND PACIFIC PLANT PROTECTION COMMISSION 

COMMISSION PHYTOSANITAIRE POUR L'ASIE ET LE PACIFIQUE 

COMISIÓN DE PROTECCIÓN VEGETAL PARA  ASIA Y EL PACÍFICO 

 

Mr G. C. YUBAK 

Senior Agricultural Officer 

Bangkok 

Email: Yubak.GC@fao.org 

 

COMITÉ REGIONAL DE SANIDAD VEGETAL DEL CONO SUR  

 

Mr James PAZO ALVARADO 

Coordinating Secretary 

Lima 

Email: secretaria_tecnica@cosave.org 

 

EUROPEAN AND MEDITERRANEAN PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION EUROPÉENNE POUR LA PROTECTION DES PLANTES 

ORGANIZACIÓN EUROPEA Y MEDITERRÁNEA DE PROTECCIÓN DE LAS PLANTAS 

 

Mr Nico HORN 

Director General 

Paris 

Phone: (+33) 145207794 

Email: nh@eppo.int 

 

Mr Valerio LUCCHESI 

Scientific Officer 

Paris 

Phone: (+33) 1452077 94 

Email: vl@eppo.int 

 

mailto:juliet.goldsmith@cahfsa.org
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INTER AFRICAN PHYTOSANITARY COUNCIL 

CONSEIL PHYTOSANITAIRE INTERAFRICAIN 

CONSEJO FITOSANITARIO INTERAFRICANO 

 

Ms Jovita AKIUMBENI 

Finance and Administration Officer 

Inter-African Phytosanitary Council of the African Union 

Yaounde 

Email: akiumnenij@africa-union.org 

 

Ms Maryben CHIATOH KUO 

Scientific Officer 

Inter-African Phytosanitary Council of the African Union 

Yaounde 

Email: kuoC@africa-union.org 

 

Mr Chipiiro KANSILANGA 

Information and Commuinication Officer 

Inter-African Phytosanitary Council of the African Union 

Yaounde 

Email: kansilangaC@africa-union.org 

 

Ms Luiza Mbura MUNYUA 

Senior Scientific Officer 

Inter-African Phytosanitary Council of the African Union 

Yaounde 

Email: MunyuaL@africa-union.org> 

 

Mr Flaubert SANI NANA 

Assistant Senior Scientific Officer 

Inter-African Phytosanitary Council of the African Union 

Yaounde 

Email: saniF@africa-union.org 

 

NEAR EAST PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION POUR LA PROTECTION DES VÉGÉTAUX AU PROCHE-ORIENT 

ORGANIZACIÓN DE PROTECCIÓNADE LAS PLANTAS DEL CERCANO ORIENTE 

 

Mr Mekki CHOUBANI 

Executive Director 

Rabat 

Email: hq.neppo@gmail.com 

 

NORTH AMERICAN PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION NORD AMÉRICAINE POUR LA PROTECTION DES PLANTES 

ORGANIZACIÓN NORTEAMERICANA DE PROTECCIÓN A LAS PLANTAS 

 

Ms Stephanie BLOEM 

Executive Director  

Raleigh 

Phone: (+919) 6174040 

Email: stephanie.bloem@nappo.org 
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Ms Maribel HURTADO SEPÚLVEDA 

Scientific Officer 

Raleigh 

Email: Maribel.Hurtado@nappo.org 

 

Mr Alonso SUAZO 

Technical Director 

Raleigh 

Email: Alonso.suazo@nappo.org 

 

REGIONAL INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR PLANT PROTECTION AND 

ANIMAL HEALTH 

ORGANISME INTERNATIONAL RÉGIONAL CONTRE LES AMALADIES DES PLANTES 

ET DES ANIMAUX 

ORGANISMO INTERNACIONAL REGIONAL DE SANIDAD AGROPECUARIA 

 

Mr Efrain MEDINA GUERRA 

Executive Director 

San Salvador 

Phone: (+203) 22631127 

Email: emedina@oirsa.org 

 

Mr Carlos Ramón URÍAS MORALES 

Plant Health Regional Director 

San Salvador 

Phone: (+503) 22099200 

Email: curias@oirsa.org 

 

Mr Oscar Antonio ZELAYA ESTRADÉ 

Technical Director  

San Salvador 

Email: dtecnica@oirsa.org 

 

PACIFIC PLANT PROTECTION ORGANISATION 

ORGANISATION DE PROTECTION DES VÉGÉTAUX POUR LE PACIFIQUE 

ORGANIZACIÓN DE PROTECCIÓN FITOSANITARIA DEL PACIFICO 

 

Mr Viliami KAMI 

Secretariat 

Port Vila 

Email: viliamik@spc.int 

Ms Ana TUNABUNA BULI 

Secretariat 

Port Vila 

Email: AnaT@spc.int 

Mr Timote VISONI 

Executive Secretary 

Port Vila 

Email: visonit@spc.int 
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UNITED NATIONS AND SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 

NATIONS UNIES ET INSTITUTIONS SPÉCIALISÉES 

NACIONES UNIDAS Y ORGANISMOS ESPECIALIZADOS 

 

CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY 

CONVENTION SUR LA DIVERSITÉ BIOLOGIQUE 

CONVENIO SOBRE LA DIVERSIDAD BIOLÓGICA 

 

Mr Neil PRATT 

Senior Programme Management Officer 

Montreal 

Email: neil.pratt@cbd.int 

 

FAO REGIONAL OFFICES 

BUREAUX RÉGIONAUX DE LA FAO 

OFICINA REGIONALES DE LA FAO 

 

Mr Piotr WLODARCZYK 

Agricultural Officer 

FAO REU Office 

Budapest 

Email: Piotr.Wlodarczyk@fao.org 

 

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

AGENCE INTERNATIONALE DE L'ÉNERGIE ATOMIQUE 

ORGANISMO INTERNACIONAL DE ENERGÍA ATÓMICA 

 

Mr Rui CARDOSO PEREIRA 

Head Insect Pest Control Section 

Joint FAO/IAEA Division of Nuclear  

Techniques in Food and Agriculture 

Vienna 

Phone: (+43) 1 2600 26077 

Email: r.cardoso-pereira@iaea.org 

 

Mr Walther ENKERLIN 

Insect Pest Control Section 

Joint FAO/IAEA Division of Nuclear 

Vienna 

Email: W.R.Enkerlin@iaea.org 
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OBSERVERS FROM INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

OBSERVATEURS D'ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES 

OBSERVADORES DE ORGANIZACIONES INTERGUBERNAMENTALES 

 

CABI INTERNATIONAL CENTRE FOR AGRICULTURE AND BIOSCIENCE 

 

Mr Roger DAY 

CABI Africa Representative 

Wallingford 

Phone: +254 20 7224450 

Email: r.day@cabi.org 

 

Ms Ulrich KUHLMANN 

Executive Director 

Wallingford 

Phone: +41 (0)32 421 4882 

Email: u.kuhlmann@cabi.org 

 

CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN ENDANGERED SPECIES OF WILD 

FAUNA AND FLORA 

CONVENTION SUR LE COMMERCE INTERNATIONAL DES ESPÈCES DE FAUNE ET 

DE FLORE SAUVAGES MENACÉES D'EXTINCTION 

CONVENCIÓN SOBRE EL COMERCIO INTERNACIONAL DE ESPECIES 

AMENAZADAS DE FAUNA Y FLORA SILVESTRES 

 

Ms Isabel CAMARENA OSORNO 

Email: isabel.camarena@cites.org 

 

Mr Haruko OKUSU 

Email: haruko.okusu@cites.org 

 

Ms Virginia ROTHENBUHLER-RODRIGUEZ 

Executive Assistant to the Secretary-General 

Geneva 

Email: virginia.rothenbuhler@un.org 

 

ECONOMIC COMMUNITY OF WEST AFRICAN STATES 

COMMUNAUTÉ ÉCONOMIQUE DES ÉTATS DE L'AFRIQUE DE L'OUEST 

COMUNIDAD ECONÓMICA DE LOS ESTADOS DEL ÁFRICA OCCIDENTAL 

 

Mr Benoit GBEMENOU GNONLONFIN 

Senior Standards Advisor 

Lagos 

Email: bgnonlonfin74@gmail.com 
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WORLD BANK GROUP 

GROUPE DE LA BANQUE MONDIALE 

GRUPO DEL BANCO MUNDIAL 

 

Mr Shane SELA 

Senior Trade Facilitiation Specialist 

Trade and Regional Integration 

Washington, DC 

Phone: (+12) 022907321 

Email: ssela@worldbank.org 

 

EURASIAN ECONOMIC COMMISSION 

 

Mr Evgeny Vladimirovich STRELKOV 

Consultant 

Phytosanitary Measures Department 

Moscow 

Email: strelkov@eecommission.org 

 

INTER-AMERICAN INSTITUTE FOR COOPERATION IN AGRICULTURE 

 

INSTITUT INTERAMÉRICAIN DE COOPÉRATION POUR L'AGRICULTURE 

INSTITUTO INTERAMERICANO DE COOPERACIÓN PARA LA AGRICULTURA 

 

Ms Ana Marisa CORDERO 

Head 

Agricultural Health and Food Safety Program 

San José 

Email: ana.cordero@iica.int 

 

Ms Lourdes FONALLERAS 

Technical Specialist 

Agricultural Health and Food Safety Program 

San José 

Email: lourdes.fonalleras@iica.int 

 

Ms Janet LAWRENCE 

Technical Specialist 

Agricultural Health and Food Safety Program 

San José 

Email: janet.lawrence@iica.int 

 

INTERNATIONAL SEED TESTING ASSOCIATION 

ASSOCIATION INTERNATIONALE D'ESSAIS DE SEMENCES 

 

Mr Andreas WAIS 

Secretary General 

Bassersdorf 

Email: andreas.wais@ista.org 
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WORLD CUSTOMS ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION MONDIALE DES DOUANES 

ORGANIZACIÓN MUNDIAL DE ADUANAS 

 

Ms Ozlem SOYSANLI 

Technical Officer 

Compliance & Facilitation Directorate 

Brussels 

Email: ozlem.soysanli@wcoomd.org 

 

WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION MONDIALE DU COMMERCE 

ORGANIZACIÓN MUNDIAL DEL COMERCIO 

 

Mr Rolando ALCALA 

Economic Affairs Officer  

Agriculture and Commodities Division 

Geneva 

Phone: (+41) 22739 65 83 

Email: rolando.alcala@wto.org 

 

Mr Melvin SPREIJ 

Counsellor 

Head, Standards and Trade Development Facilities 

Geneva 

Email: melvin.spreij@wto.org 
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NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

ORGANISATIONS NON GOUVERNMENTALES 

ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES 

 

EUROPE-AFRICA-CARIBBEAN-PACIFIC LIAISON COMMITTEE FOR THE 

PROMOTION OF TROPICAL FRUITS, OFF-SEASON VEGETABLES, FLOWERS, 

ORNAMENTAL PLANTS AND SPICES 

 

Ms Marie-Helene KESTEMONT 

Email: marie-helene.kestemont@coleacp.org 

 

Ms Morag WEBB 

Head of Science and Policy 

Brussels 

Email: morag.webb@coleacp.org 

 

IMPERIAL COLLEGE LONDON 

 

Ms Megan QUINLAN 

Senior Research Fellow 

Ascot 

Email: m.quinlan@imperial.ac.uk 

 

INTERNATIONAL GRAIN TRADE COALITION 

 

Ms Katy LEE 

Secretariat 

Geneva 

Email: secretariat@igtcglobal.org 

 

Mr Gerard MCMULLEN 

Grain Trade Australia  

Sydney 

Email: gerardmcmullen@optusnet.com.au 

 

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF TROPICAL AGRICULTURE 

INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL D'AGRICULTURE TROPICALE 

INSTITUTO INTERNACIONAL DE AGRICULTURA TROPICAL  

 

 

Mr Lava KUMAR 

Head 

Germplasm Health, Virology and Diagnostics 

Ibadan 

Email: L.Kumar@cgiar.org 
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INTERNATIONAL SEED FEDERATION 

FÉDÉRATION INTERNATIONALE DES SEMENCES 

 

Ms Rosineide SOUZA RICHARDS 

Seed Health Manager 

Nyon 

Phone: +41 22 365 4420 

Email: r.souzarichards@worldseed.org 

 

SEED ASSOCIATION OF THE AMERICAS 

 

Ms Maria lnés ARES 

Senior Advisor oof Seed Phytosanitary 

Seed Association of the Americas (SAA) 

Phone: (+598) 26000805 

Email: iares@saaseed.org 

 

Mr Rick DUNKLE 

Email: RDunkle@betterseed.org 

 

Mr Diego RISSO 

Email: drisso@saaseed.org 

 

ENTOMOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF AMERICA 

 

Mr Erin CADWALADER 

Director of Strategic Initiatives 

Lanham 

Email: ECadwalader@entsoc.org 
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APPENDIX 04 – Terms of Reference - Implementation of the IPPC Strategic Framework’s 

2020-2030 Development Agenda Items 

Background 

1. The IPPC Strategic Framework (SF) 2020-2030 was endorsed by the fourteenth session of the 

Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM-14) in 2019 in view of being adopted by the fifteenth session 

(CPM-15) in 2020. The framework provides a new operating environment and supports national plant 

protection organizations (NPPOs) to address the expected structural and operational changes that NPPOs 

will encounter during 2020–2030. The framework comprises three core activities, three strategic objectives 

and a development agenda items with eight key programmes of new work areas aligned to the IPPC’s 

vision, mission, and strategic objectives.  

2. While the development agenda programmes present great opportunities to advance the mission of 

the IPPC, progressing them is dependent on securing adequate resources and addressing other challenges 

related to impacts of COVID-19, which has significantly altered the global operating environment in 2020 

with 2021 expected to be much the same. This will have implications on CPM operations and delivery of 

the IPPC mission. Moreover, the eight development agenda items are complex topics, which require further 

elaboration and funding.  

3. Consequently, the Strategic Planning Group (SPG) in its October 2020 meeting has identified the 

need to develop a clear sequencing and staging of the implementation of the IPPC SF 2020-2030 

development agenda items.  This will enable assessment of the resources available and still to be secured,  

as well as an opportunity to define potential resource mobilization strategies for all development agenda 

items.  

4. Although substantial work has already been undertaken on some of them, the SPG highlighted the 

need to address all the development agenda items in a carefully planned manner to avoid simultaneous 

implementation of the items that may result in inefficient use of available resources and poor delivery of 

results.  

5. In this regards, the SPG recommended to CPM Bureau a need for establishment of a Focus Group 

by the CPM in order to continue a structured discussion on sequencing the implementation of IPPC 

Strategic Framework 2020 – 2030 development agenda items. 

Purpose 

6. To develop an overarching implementation plan for all IPPC Strategic Framework 2020 – 2030 

development agenda items containing clear start dates, milestones, a feasible timeline, a monitoring and 

evaluation framework, and adequate estimation of required budget and staff, which may be used for 

resource mobilization purposes. 

Membership 

7. The focus group will be composed of up to eleven members with knowledge of the IPPC’s 

mandate and activities, taking account of geographical representation and gender balance as follows: 

 Seven members representing national plant protection organizations in each of seven FAO 

regions 

 One representative of the ten regional plant protection organizations (RPPOs) 

 One representative of the CPM Bureau   

 One representative of the Standards Committee (SC)  

 One representative of the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee (IC). 
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Functions 

8. The focus group will: 

 draft the implementation plan for the IPPC SF development agenda items with milestones to be 

reached within a ten-year period. 

 provide advice on the implementation of the IPPC SF 2020-2030 development agenda items 

and report progress to CPM. 

 provide practical guidance and advice to the IPPC community on key technical aspects related 

to the strategic objectives of the IPPC’s Strategic Framework, which are enhancing global food 

security and increasing sustainable agricultural productivity, protecting forests and the 

environment from the impacts of plant pests, and facilitating safe trade, development and 

economic growth. 

Process 

9. The establishment of the focus group will follow a CPM decision on this subject in its 2021 session. 

A call for nominations will be published on the IPPC website to allow contracting parties and regional plant 

protection organizations to nominate their representatives to be part of the focus group.  

10. Each region, the RPPOs, the CPM Bureau, SC and IC will submit one nomination, to be endorsed 

by the CPM Bureau.  

Funding 

11. The organization that employs an IPPC meeting participant is responsible for funding the travel 

and daily subsistence allowance for that person to attend. If the employer is unable to allocate sufficient 

funds, participants are first encouraged to seek assistance from sources other than the IPPC Secretariat. 

Where such demonstrated efforts to secure assistance have been unsuccessful, requests for assistance (i.e. 

travel and subsistence costs) from the IPPC Secretariat may be made. However, any support is subject to 

available funds. The IPPC Secretariat will consider funding assistance for participants following IPPC 

criteria for funding. Full details on these criteria can be found on the IPP 

(https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-

meetings). 

Duration 

12. The focus group will remain effective until the new IPPC SF development Agenda items 

implementation plan is developed and adopted by the CPM (anticipated to be in 2022). 

https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
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APPENDIX 05 – Terms of Reference – CPM Focus Group on Communications  

Background 

1. In 2012, the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM) adopted the IPPC Communications 

Strategy 2013-2018. Following this, the CPM Strategic Planning Group (SPG) considered the opportunity 

to renew the IPPC Communications Strategy, and deemed it is essential to update and renew it in order that 

a coordinated, coherent and effective approach to IPPC communications can continue to be pursued.  

2. In 2019, the SPG recommended that the development of a new IPPC Communications Strategy be 

initiated after the 2020 SPG meeting, not least in order to consider lessons learned from the implementation 

of the International Year of Plant Health (IYPH). 

3. Renewal of the Communications Strategy has become even more important in light of experiences 

of the COVID-19 pandemic, which had a deep impact in many areas, including communications. 

4. In October 2020, the SPG endorsed a proposal to develop a new IPPC Communications Strategy, 

which would be aligned with the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020-2030. The SPG also recommended the 

CPM to establish a CPM Focus Group on Communications to be responsible for drafting and supporting 

the implementation of the new IPPC Communications Strategy (2022-2030). 

Purpose 

5. The CPM Focus Group on Communications will review and update the IPPC Communications 

Strategy (2013-2018) to align it with the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020-2030 to continue raising 

awareness of the importance of plant health and the role of the IPPC beyond the IYPH, and to provide 

related advocacy. 

Membership 

6. The FG is composed of up to twelve members with relevant skills and experience in 

communications and knowledge of the IPPC as well as related activities of the IPPC Community. The CPM 

Bureau, upon consultation with the IPPC Secretariat and taking account of the balance of skills and 

experience required, gender balance and geographical representation, will select and appoint the members. 

Functions 

7. The key tasks of the focus group will be: 

1) provide guidance on and lead the development of the IPPC Communications Strategy (2022-

2030) to be presented to CPM-16 (2022) for adoption, including through the identification of 

communications objectives, target audiences, key messages, channels, tools, resources, and key 

performance indicators; 

2) support implementation of the Communications Strategy at the global, regional and national 

levels; 

3) propose and, as appropriate, develop initiatives and campaigns to raise global awareness of, and 

provide advocacy related to, plant health and the work of the IPPC Secretariat among selected 

target audiences, including internal and external stakeholders, and the general public; 

4) Elaborate and if appropriate propose procedures and processes on how to plan IPPC 

communication activities and their implementation for future international days of plant health; 

5) ensure that IPPC contracting parties, Regional Plant Protection Organizations, the IPPC 

Secretariat and representatives of relevant FAO divisions, other international organizations and 

major donors are actively engaged to help ensure they contribute to the planning and 

implementation of the IPPC Communication Strategy; 
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6) identify, solicit and help to mobilize resources for the implementation of the IPPC 

Communication Strategy; 

7) monitor the implementation of the IPPC Communications Strategy against its key performance 

indicators; 

8) perform other related functions as required. 

Process 

8. The establishment of the focus group will follow a CPM decision on this subject in its 2021 session. 

A call for nominations will be published on the IPPC website to allow contracting parties and regional plant 

protection organizations to nominate their representatives to be part of the focus group. The IPPC 

Secretariat Management Team will review the nominations and select focus group members assuring 

gender and geographical balance and submit them to CPM Bureau for endorsement.  

Funding 

9. The organization that employs an IPPC meeting participant is responsible for funding the travel 

and daily subsistence allowance for that person to attend. If the employer is unable to allocate sufficient 

funds, participants are first encouraged to seek assistance from sources other than the IPPC Secretariat. 

Where such demonstrated efforts to secure assistance have been unsuccessful, requests for assistance (i.e. 

travel and subsistence costs) from the IPPC Secretariat may be made. However, any support is subject to 

available funds. The IPPC Secretariat will consider funding assistance for participants following IPPC 

criteria for funding. Full details on these criteria can be found on the IPP 

(https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-

meetings). 

Duration 

10. The focus group will be established by the Bureau by June 2021 in order that they can develop the 

draft new Communications Strategy on preparation for CPM-16 (2022). The focus group will remain 

effective until CPM-17 (2023), subject to possible subsequent Bureau decisions on extending its mandate. 

https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
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APPENDIX 06 – Terms of Reference - CPM Focus Group on Climate Change and 

Phytosanitary Issues 

Background 

1. Available science suggests that climate change has a significant impact on plant health, especially 

due to the actual and potential expansion of pest distribution and intensity, and changes in pest 

epidemiology and life cycle. Mitigation of these impacts will present a major challenge to the national, 

regional and international plant protection organizations.  

2. The IPPC Strategic Framework 2020-2030 includes assessing and managing the impacts of climate 

change on plant health as one the eight development agenda items to be addressed by the global plant health 

community over the current decade.  

3. The goal defined in the IPPC Strategic Framework is that by 2030, the impacts of climate change 

on plant health and the safe trade of plants and plant products are 1) evaluated on a regular basis, especially 

in relation to pest risk analysis and management issues, and that 2) phytosanitary matters are adequately 

reflected in the international climate change debate and better considered for example by the 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

4. To enhance understanding of the issue, the International Steering Committee (ISC) of the 

International Year of Plant Health 2020 (IYPH) has commissioned a study report on the impact of climate 

change on plant health. The study report will be published on 1 June 2021 at a virtual High-Level Launch 

Event where its results and recommendations will be presented. The study report, which will be 

accompanied by a summary for policymakers, will be one of the key legacies of the IYPH 2020, and its 

results and recommendations will provide an important scientific basis for the future actions on assessing 

and managing the impacts of climate change. 

5. In light of the further postponement of the International Plant Health Conference (IPHC) to 2022, 

the IYPH ISC decided to hold a series of events to establish a path leading towards the first IPHC. A virtual 

launch event of the study report on the impact of climate change on plant health opens the series on 1 June 

2021. The launch will be followed by two webinars on 29 and 30 June 2021 focusing respectively on plant 

health and food systems and on plant health, climate change and biodiversity. The session on 30 June will 

provide a chance to discuss the results and recommendations of the study report on a technical level. It aims 

at increased understanding of the technical and scientific aspects of the impact of climate change on plant 

health among the plant health community, especially with regard to the actual and potential impact on pest 

dispersal, epidemiology and life cycle.  

6. At its October meeting, the SPG provided guidance to the IPPC Secretariat on how to proceed with 

the afore-described development agenda item. The SPG agreed that the major goal in 2021 with regard to 

this should be to increase understanding of the phytosanitary issues associated with climate change, and 

that the study report forms an important basis for this understanding.  

7. In addition, the SPG agreed to recommend the CPM to establish a focus group on climate change 

and phytosanitary issues. The mandate of the focus group would be, inter alia, to develop an IPPC action 

plan on climate change and to coordinate its implementation. Its proposed purpose, further functions, 

composition, funding and duration are explained in more detail below.  

Purpose 

8. The focus group will coordinate the development and support the implementation of the IPPC’s 

action plan on climate change:  
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 to raise awareness of the impacts of climate change on plant health;  

 to enhance evaluation and management of risks of climate change to plant health and 

 to enhance the adequate recognition of phytosanitary matters in the international climate 

change debate, inter alia by providing related advocacy. 

Membership 

9. The IPPC focus group on climate change and phytosanitary issues will be composed of up to ten 

members with relevant skills and experience in one or several of the following fields: plant health policy 

and regulation (including plant pathology and agricultural and silvicultural entomology), phytosanitary 

measures, understanding of NPPO operations (including regulatory functions) and their interactions and 

relationships with other agencies, climate change, ecology or other relevant field.  

10. In addition, the group should have one or two experts on climate change designated by the 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

11. In addition, all members should have knowledge of the IPPC’s mandate and activities. 

Functions 

12. The focus group will: 

 conduct an analysis of the CPM responsibilities on climate change issues as appropriate, with 

a view on their effect on plant health policies;  

 develop a draft IPPC climate change action plan with a schedule to be presented to the CPM-

16 (2022) for consideration, based on the analysis above and the findings and 

 recommendations of the IYPH International Steering Committee commissioned report on 

 the impact of climate change on plant health; 

 provide guidance on and lead the development of the IPPC future actions with regard to the 

impacts of climate change on plant health; 

 cooperate and exchange information on climate change and plant health matters with the 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; 

 liaise also with other relevant entities that  deal with climate change such as the Secretariat of 

the Convention on Biological Diversity;  

 support implementation of the action plan at the global, regional and national levels;  

 call IPPC contracting parties, regional plant protection organizations, relevant international 

organizations, and major donors, for actively contributing to the planning and implementation 

of the IPPC climate change action plan;  

 identify and, with support of the IPPC Secretariat, solicit revenue sources to fund the 

implementation of the action plan;  

 monitor implementation of the action plan against its key performance indicators;  

 perform other related functions as required. 

Process 

13. The establishment of the focus group will follow a CPM decision on this subject in its 2021 session.  

14. The member selection for the Focus Group shall be carried out according to the following 

guidelines:  

 A call for nominations will be published on the IPPC website in April 2021 to allow contracting 

parties and regional plant protection organizations to nominate their representatives to be part of 



Appendix 06  CPM-15 Report 

International Plant Protection Convention  Page 89 of 120  

the focus group. Each region shall nominate two experts from different disciplines to fit some of 

the skill sets described under “Membership”.  

 The IPPC Secretariat Management Team will review the nominations for focus group members 

assuring gender and geographical balance and submit them to CPM Bureau for selection The CPM-

Bureau shall select one nominee from each FAO region as the regional representative in the focus 

group, aiming to cover as many scientific disciplines as possible.  

 The CPM-Bureau will select three “expert members” for the focus group from the remaining pool 

of seven nominees in order to cover scientific disciplines not or poorly covered by the seven 

regional representatives. 

15. The focus group will convene virtually for the first time by July 2021, soon after the results and 

recommendations of the study report on the impact of climate change on plant health are published on 1 

June 2021, to select its chairperson and discuss its action plan and functions as described in section 3. 

16. The relevant action plan will be presented to the CPM Bureau and the SPG by December 2021.  

17. A webinar on the impacts of climate change on plant health will be organized by the IPPC 

Secretariat to present the proposed action plan.  

18. The action plan will be presented to CPM-16 (2022).  

Funding 

19. The organization that employs an IPPC meeting participant is responsible for funding the travel 

and daily subsistence allowance for that person to attend. If the employer is unable to allocate sufficient 

funds, participants are first encouraged to seek assistance from sources other than the IPPC Secretariat. 

Where such demonstrated efforts to secure assistance have been unsuccessful, requests for assistance (i.e. 

travel and subsistence costs) from the IPPC Secretariat may be made. However, any support is subject to 

available funds. The IPPC Secretariat will consider funding assistance for participants following IPPC 

criteria for funding. Full details on these criteria can be found on the IPP 

(https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-

meetings). 

Duration 

20. The focus group will remain effective until CPM-19 (2025). 

https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
https://www.ippc.int/publications/criteria-used-prioritizing-participants-receive-travel-assistance-attend-meetings
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APPENDIX 07 – Recognition related to Standard Setting activities  

We would like to express gratitude to the experts of the drafting groups for their active contribution in the 

development of the following ISPMs, or Annexes to ISPMs, adopted in 2021: 

 
Table 1: Revision of ISPM 8: Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005) 

Country Expert Role 

USA Ms Marina ZLOTINA  Steward 

Argentina Mr Pablo CORTESE  EWG Member 

Australia Ms Wendy ODGERS EWG Member 

Canada Mr Robert FAVRIN EWG Member 

France (EPPO) Ms Anne Sophie ROY EWG Member 

Kenya Ms Asenath Abigael KOECH EWG Member 

Republic of Korea Ms Kyu Ock YIM EWG Member 

USA Ms Christina DEVORSHAK EWG Member 

UK (CABI) Ms Lucinda Mary Frances 
CHARLES 

Invited Expert 

Viet Nam Ms Ho Thi Xuan HUONG Host 

Viet Nam Ms Le THI Ngoc ANH Host 

 
Table 2: ISPM: Requirements for the use of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures (2014-
006) 

Country Expert Name Role 

Chile Mr Alvaro SEPULVEDA LUQUE Steward (2019-05) 

Netherlands Mr Nico HORN  Steward (2017-11) 

USA Ms Marina ZLOTINA Steward (2016-11) 

USA Mr Scott W. MYERS  Assistant Steward (2016-11) / 
Steward (2014-05)  

Israel Mr David OPATOWSKI TPPT Steward 

China Mr Yuejin WANG  TPPT member 

New Zealand Mr Michael ORMSBY TPPT member 

USA Mr Guy HALLMAN TPPT member  

Argentina Mr Eduardo WILLINK TPPT member 

Australia Mr Matthew SMYTH TPPT member 

Australia Mr Glenn BOWMAN TPPT member  

China Mr Daojian YU TPPT member 

Japan Mr Toshiyuki DOHINO TPPT member 

USA Mr Patrick GOMES TPPT member 

IAEA Mr Andrew PARKER TPPT member 
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Table 3: ISPM: Requirements for NPPOs if authorizing entities to perform phytosanitary actions (2014-002) 

Country Expert Name Role 

Canada Mr Rajesh RAMARATHAM Steward (2016-05) 

USA Ms Marina ZLOTINA  Assistant Steward 

Canada Ms Marie-Claude FOREST  Steward (2014-05) 

Argentina Ms Paula MENDY EWG Member 

Canada Ms Nancy FURNESS  EWG Member 

Netherlands Mr Thorwald GEUZE EWG Member 

New Zealand Mr Peter JOHNSTON EWG Member 

USA Mr Robert M. BISHOP EWG Member 

Vietnam Mr Le Son HA EWG Member 

Canada Ms Sarah HEBERT  Host 

Canada Mr Gordon HENRY Organizer 

 
Table 4: ISPM on 2018 amendments to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) (1994-001)  

Country Expert Name Role 

France Ms Laurence BOUHOT-DELDUC TPG Steward 

USA Ms Stephanie BLOEM TPG English 

New Zealand Mr John HEDLEY  TPG English 

Uruguay Ms Beatriz MELCHO TPG Spanish 

China Ms Hong NING TPG Chinese 

Denmark Mr Ebbe NORDBO TPG English, Assistant Steward 

Egypt Ms Shaza Roushdy OMAR TPG Arabic 

France Mr Andrei ORLINSKI TPG Russian 

 
Tables 5: ISPMs developed by the Technical Panel on Diagnostic Protocols as Annexes to ISPM 27 (Diagnostic 
protocols for regulated pests) 
Table 5-A: TPDP Stewards: 

Country Steward Name 

Sri Lanka Ms Jayani Nimanthika WATHAKURAGE 

Chile Mr Álvaro SEPÚLVEDA LUQUE 

 
Table 5-B: DP 29: Bactrocera dorsalis (2006-026) 

Country Expert Role 

USA Mr Norman BARR Discipline Lead and TPDP member 

Jamaica Ms Juliet GOLDSMITH Referee and TPDP member 

Japan Mr Kenji TSURUTA Lead Author 

Thailand Mr Sujinda THANAPHUM Co-author 

USA Mr Luc LEBLANC Co-author 

Australia Ms Jane Royer  Expert 

Australia Mr Mark Schutze  Expert 

Kenya Ms Josephine Moraa Songa Expert 

Kenya Mr George Momanyi  Expert 

UK Ms Sharon Reid Expert 

Japan Mr Yuji Kitahara  Expert 

Malaysia Mr Ken Hong Tan  Expert 

Malaysia Mr Alvin Hee  Expert 

Netherlands Mr Dijstra  Expert 

Australia Ms Elizabeth Minchinton Expert 

 
 
Table 6: ISPMs developed by the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments as Annexes to ISPM 28 
(Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests) 

Country Expert Name Role 

Israel Mr David OPATOWSKI TPPT Steward 

China Mr Yuejin WANG  TPPT member 

New Zealand Mr Michael ORMSBY TPPT member 

USA Mr Guy HALLMAN TPPT member  

Argentina Mr Eduardo WILLINK TPPT member 

Australia Mr Matthew SMYTH TPPT member 
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Australia Mr Glenn BOWMAN TPPT member  

China Mr Daojian YU TPPT member 

Japan Mr Toshiyuki DOHINO TPPT member 

IAEA Mr Andrew PARKER TPPT member 

USA Mr Scott MYERS TPPT member 

IAEA Mr Walther ENKERLIN HOEFLICH TPPT member 

Australia Mr Peter Llewellyn LEACH TPPT member 

USA Ms Andrea Beam TPPT member 
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APPENDIX 08 – Recognition of the members of the TPFQ for their contributions over the 

years 

Table 1: Current and former members and Stewards of the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine  
Country Expert Name Role 

USA Ms Marina ZLOTINA TPFQ Steward 

Poland Mr Piotr WLODARCZYK Former TPFQ Steward 

USA Ms Julie ALIAGA Former TPFQ Steward 

Japan Mr Masahiro SAI TPFQ Assistant Steward 

Canada Ms Marie-Claude FOREST Former TPFQ Assistant Steward 

Ghana Mr Victor AGYEMAN TPPT member 

New Zealand Mr Michael ORMSBY TPFQ member 

Japan Mr Mamoru MATSUI TPFQ member 

USA Mr John Tyrone JONES TPFQ member 

Italy Mr Lucio MONTECCHIO TPFQ member 

China Mr Zong SHIXIANG TPFQ member 

Canada Mr Eric ALLEN Former TPFQ member 

Chile Mr Marcos Beéche CISTERNAS Former TPFQ member 

Brazil Mr Edson Tadeu IEDE Former TPFQ member 

Canada Mr Shane SELA Former TPFQ member 

Norway Mr Sven Christer MAGNUSSON Former TPFQ member 

Germany Mr Thomas SCHRÖDER Former TPFQ member 

China Mr Fuxiang Wang Former TPFQ member 

Poland Mr Krzysztof SUPRUNIUK Former TPFQ member 
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APPENDIX 09 – List of experts who had contributed to the guides for establishing and 

maintaining pest free areas and the IPPC guide to pest risk communication 

 

[133] The CPM-15 (2021) thanked the following experts who had contributed to the development of the following 

guides: 

 

1. Guide for Establishing and Maintaining Pest Free Areas: 
 

o Mr Roberto Carlos RAZERA PAPA (Brazil),  

o Mr Ahmed HUSSIEN (Egypt), 

o Ms Alies Van SAUERS-MULLER (Suriname),  

o Mr Kenneth A. BLOEM (USA) and  

o Mr Walther ENKERLIN HOEFLICH (Joint FAO/IAEA Division) 

 

2. Guide on Pest Risk Communication:  

 

o Mr Michael MANDER (Canada),  

o Ms Andrea SISSONS (Canada),  

o Ms Melanie NEWFIELD (New Zealand),  

o Ms Leanne STEWART (New Zealand) and 

o Mr Alan MACLEOD (United Kingdom) 
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APPENDIX 10 – Adjustments to the Implementation and Capacity Development List of 

Topics   

[1] The CPM agreed to the following adjustments to Implementation and Capacity Development List of Topics: 

1. Deletion of the following 13 topics: 

1) Dispute avoidance and settlement (2001-005)  

2) e-Commerce (2017-050) 

3) Surveillance, case study on fruit flies (2016-017) 

4) Surveillance, case study on invasive ants (2016-018) 

5) Surveillance, case study on Xylella fastidiosa (2016-019) 

6) One Belt One Road, High level symposiums (2016-020) 

7) Dispute avoidance and settlement, Guide (2004-034)  

8) ISPM 15 treatment: Dielectric heat treatments, Guide (2012-015) 

9) ISPM 15 implementation guidelines for non-compliance, Guide (2018-012) 

10) Fruit fly phytosanitary procedures, Guide (2017-040)  

11) Fruit fly standards, Guide on suite of standards (2017-041).  

12) Implementation of official control (ISPM 5; Supplement 1) and pest free areas (ISPM 4). 

Guide (2018-007)  

13) Smart phone application to monitor Xylella fastidiosa for all relevant stakeholders and a 

mapping system to follow up on its global distribution, Tool available on the IPP (2018-023) 

2. Removal of the following six topics that have been completed: 

1) Guides and training materials, Strategy, policies and process (2017-037) 

2) PCE tool, Strategy and policies for implementation (2017-038) 

3) Pest Free Areas (PFA), Guide (2017-045) 

4) Pest Risk Communication, Guide (2017-046) 

5) Pest Free Areas and Surveillance, Symposium (2017-053) 

6) Fruit fly standards, infographic (2017-042) 

3. Addition of  the following seven new topics, noting associated priorities: 

1) Contingency planning, Guide (2019-012), priority 1; 

2) Risk based inspection of imported consignments, Guide (2018-022), priority 2. 

3) Pest risk analysis, e-Learning course (2020-002), priority 1; 

4) Phytosanitary export certification system, e-Learning course (2020-003), priority 1 
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5) Inspection and diagnostics, e-Learning course (2020-011), priority 1 

6) Surveillance and reporting obligations, e-Learning course (2020-012), priority 1 

7) Fall Armyworm Prevention, Guidelines and training materials (2020-010), priority 1 

 

4. Noting the new priority levels assigned to the following four topics: 

1) e-Commerce for plants, plant products and other regulated articles, Guide  (2017-039) 

from 3 to 1; 

2) Pest Risk Management, Guide (2017-047) from priority 2 to 3; 

3) Plant health officer training, Curriculum (2017-054) from priority 2 to 1; 

4) Plant Pest Surveillance, Guide-Revision (2017-049) from 3 to 1. 
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APPENDIX 11 – Implementation and Capacity Development List of Topics 

Presented by priority, then status  

Row 
No 

Topic 
numbers 

ICD Topic 

 

Priority 

(1 high 
to 4 
low) 

Strategic 
Objective
49 

Drafting 
body50 

Added to the 
list 

IC lead Status51 Notes 

1 2020-002 Pest risk analysis, e-
Learning course 

1 A WG Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Ms Faith NDUNGE 05. Product 
under 
development 

Proposed as part of the 
COMESA Trade 
Facilitation Project. 

 

2 2020-003 Phytosanitary export 
certification system, e-
Learning course 

1 A, C WG Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Mr Ahmed M. 
Abdellah 
ABDELMOTTALEB 

05. Product 
under 
development 

Proposed as part of the 
COMESA Trade 
Facilitation Project. 

 

3 2017-049 Plant Pest Surveillance, 
Guide-Revision 

 

1 A WG IC 2018-05 Mr Chris DALE 05. Product 
under 
development 

 

4 2020-010 Fall Armyworm Prevention, 
Guidelines and training 
materials 

1 A FAO-
IPPC 
FAW 
Technica
l Working 
Group  

Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Mr Chris DALE 05. Product 
under 
development 

This is a special case as the 
FAO Director General has 
called for rapid action52. 

5 2016-016 Sea containers, Programme 

 

1 B IC Sub-
group, 
Sea 
Containe
r Task 
Force 

IC 2018-05 Ms Stephanie BLOEM 05. Product 
under 
development 

 

6 2017-043 ISPM 15 Wood packaging 
material, Guide 

1 B WG IC 2018-05 Ms Stephanie BLOEM 
and Ms. Faith 
NDUNGE 

 

04.WG 
established 

 

                                                      
49 Strategic Objectives of IPPC Strategic Framework 2020-2030 (draft) are assigned in line with the Framework for Standards and Implementation paper (15_SPG_2019_Oct) 

available at: https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/87641/ 

50 WG (Working Group); IC Sub-group; IC team; IC-SC team; Other  

51 00. Pending; 01.Topic added to the List of topics; 02. Draft outline under development, 03. Outline approved; 04. WG established; 05. Product under development; 06 Product 

delivered    
52 Further information is available at: https://www.ippc.int/en/the-global-action-for-fall-armyworm-control/ 

https://www.ippc.int/en/publications/87641/
https://www.ippc.int/en/the-global-action-for-fall-armyworm-control/
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Row 
No 

Topic 
numbers 

ICD Topic 

 

Priority 

(1 high 
to 4 
low) 

Strategic 
Objective
49 

Drafting 
body50 

Added to the 
list 

IC lead Status51 Notes 

7 2017-039 e-Commerce for plants, plant 
products and other regulated 
articles, Guide 

 

1 C WG IC 2018-05 Mr Thorwald GEUZE 03. Outline 
approved 

Linked to the   
Development Agenda53 : 
e-Commerce  

 

8 2019-012 Contingency planning, Guide 1 A WG Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Ms Olga 
LAVRENTJEVA  

Assistant Lead: 

Mr Lalith Bandula 
KUMARASINGHE 

02. Draft 
Outline is 
under 
development 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  Strengthening 
Pest Outbreak Alert and 
Response System 

9 2018-008 Development and 
implementation of 
regulations and legislation to 
manage phytosanitary risks 
on regulated articles for 
NPPOs, Guide 

1 A, B WG CPM-14 
(2019) 

Mr Chris DALE 02. Draft 
Outline is 
under 
development 

 

10 2020-011 Inspection and diagnostics e-
Learning course 

1 A, C WG Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Mr Thorwald GEUZE 01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Proposed as part of the 
COMESA Trade 
Facilitation Project.  

11 2018-038 Inspection of consignments 
for Xylella fastidiosa at points 
of entry, Guide 

1 A TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Mr Ahmed M. 
Abdellah 
ABDELMOTTALEB 

01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  Strengthening 
Pest Outbreak Alert and 
Response System 

                                                      
53 Development Agenda items from the IPPC Strategic Framework (2020-2030) 
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Row 
No 

Topic 
numbers 

ICD Topic 

 

Priority 

(1 high 
to 4 
low) 

Strategic 
Objective
49 

Drafting 
body50 

Added to the 
list 

IC lead Status51 Notes 

12 2017-054 Plant health officer training, 
Curriculum 

1 A TBD IC 2018-05 Mr Lalith Bandula 
KUMARASINGHE 

 

Assistant leads: 

Mr Francisco 
GUTIERREZ, Ms 
Magda GONZALEZ 
ARROYO and  Mr 
Ahmed M. Abdellah 
ABDELMOTTALEB 

01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Linked to be part of the 
PCE facilitators training 
(2014-008). 

13 2017-051 Strengthening Pest Outbreak 
Alert and Response 
Systems, Programme  

 

1 A TBD IC 2018-05 Ms Olga 
LAVRENTJEVA 

01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  Strengthening 
Pest Outbreak Alert and 
Response System 

14 2020-012 Surveillance and reporting 
obligations, e-Learning 
course 

1 A WG Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Mr Chris DALE 01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Proposed as part of the 
COMESA Trade 
Facilitation Project.  

15 2018-037 Surveillance of Xylella 
fastidiosa, Guide 

1 A TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Mr Chris DALE 01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  Strengthening 
Pest Outbreak Alert and 
Response System 

16 2018-036 Assessing the risk of 
introduction of pests with 
seeds, Guide 

1 A TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Ms Stephanie BLOEM  

Assistant lead: 

Mr Thorwald GEUZE  

00. Pending Pending the discussions on 
the Reorganization of pest 
risk analysis standards 
(2020-001) 

17 2018-028 Developing Phytosanitary 
Security Procedures, Guide 

1 A TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Ms Kyu-Ock YIM 00. Pending Pending the revisions of the 
Export Certification Guide 
and Transit Guide.  

Linked with the topic on 
Managing non-compliant 
treated consignments 
(2018-027) 

18 2015-015 Plant health surveillance, 
Portal  

 

1  A IC-SC 
team 

IC 2018-05 Mr Chris DALE 00. Pending Pending the development 
of this portal by the 
Australian NPPO and will 
be submitted as a 
contributed resource. 
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Row 
No 

Topic 
numbers 

ICD Topic 

 

Priority 

(1 high 
to 4 
low) 

Strategic 
Objective
49 

Drafting 
body50 

Added to the 
list 

IC lead Status51 Notes 

19 2017-048 Pest Status Guide,  

 

2 A WG IC 2018-05 Mr Francisco 
GUTIERREZ 

05. Product 
under 
development 

To be published following 
CPM adoption of the 
Revision of ISPM 8,  
Determination of pest 
status in an area (2009-
005). 

20 2017-044 Pest Free Areas (PFA), e-
Learning course 

 

2 A WG  IC 2018-05 Mr Dominique 
PELLETIER  

 

01.Topic 
added to the 
List of Topics 

 

21 2018-040 Authorization of entities to 
perform phytosanitary 
actions, Guide 

2 C TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Mr Dominique 
PELLETIER 

00. Pending Pending CPM decision of 
the draft ISPM 
Requirements for NPPOs if 
authorizing entities to 
perform phytosanitary 
actions (2014-002) 

22 2018-017 Management of plants and 
plant products carried by 
entry passengers, 
Awareness materials 

2 C WG CPM-14 
(2019) 

Ms Faith NDUNGE 00. Pending Pending the IYPH 
International Steering 
Committee (ISC) 
development of materials 
related to entry passengers 
as part of their 
communication action plan 
for travellers.  

23 2018-027 Managing non-compliant 
treated consignments, Guide 

2 C TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

TBD 00. Pending Pending the revision of the 
Export Certification Guide 
and Import Verification 
Guide. 

Linked to Developing 
Phytosanitary Security 
Procedures (2018-028) 

24 2018-022 Risk based inspection of 
imported consignments, 
Guide 

2 A TBD Pending 
CPM-15 
adding topic 

Ms Stephanie BLOEM 00. Pending   

25 2014-008 PCE facilitators training, 
Training materials 

3 C TBD IC 2018-05 Ms. Magda 
GONZALEZ 
ARROYO 

01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

Linked to Plant Health 
officer training curriculum 
(2017-054) which could be 
used as the first part of this 
training. 
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Row 
No 

Topic 
numbers 

ICD Topic 

 

Priority 

(1 high 
to 4 
low) 

Strategic 
Objective
49 

Drafting 
body50 

Added to the 
list 

IC lead Status51 Notes 

26 2017-052 PCE tool, Modernization 

 

3 C TBD IC 2018-05 Ms. Magda 
GONZALEZ 
ARROYO 

01. Topic 
added to the 
List of topics 

 

27 1999-005 “Dispute settlement, 
Procedures revision” 

 

3 C IC Sub-
group  

IC 2018-05 Ms Stephanie BLOEM 00. Pending Pending the end of the 
IYPH.  

28 2017-047 Pest Risk Management, 
Guide 

3 A WG IC 2018-05 Mr Álvaro 
SEPÚLVEDA LUQUE 

00. Pending Pending the development 
of the draft ISPM on Pest 
risk management for 
quarantine pests (2014-
001).  

29 2018-013 Designing plant quarantine 
laboratories, Reference 
material 

4 A TBD CPM-14 
(2019) 

Mr Lalith Bandula 
KUMARASINGHE 

00. Pending Pending the revision of the 
Guide to Delivering 
Phytosanitary Diagnostic 
Services. 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  on Diagnostic 
laboratory networking. 

30 2016-015 Pest diagnostics, TBD 

 

4 A TBD IC 2018-05 Mr Lalith Bandula 
KUMARASINGHE 

00. Pending Pending the completion of 
the IRSS study on the Utility 
of IPPC Diagnostic 
Protocols (IRSS: 2019-014; 
Priority 1) 

Linked to the Development 
Agenda:  on Diagnostic 
laboratory networking. 
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APPENDIX 12 – Executive Summary and Overview of the Results of the Sea Container 

Questionnaire on Monitoring of Sea Container Cleanliness   

Executive summary 

[1]  Invasive pests travel around the globe in and on the agricultural and forestry products we trade. They also 

travel on and in the millions of rail wagons, trailers and sea cargo containers that crisscross our oceans and 

continents on trains, trucks and ships. 

[2] The Sea Containers Task Force (SCTF) was established to support the implementation of the Sea Container 

Complementary Action Plan (SCCAP) to reduce the pest risks associated with the movement of sea 

containers endorsed by CPM-12. The SCTF circulated a questionnaire among national plant protection 

organisations (NPPOs) to assess their current level of monitoring of sea containers and its outcomes, their 

implementation of existing guidelines and to gauge which data are being recorded and would be available 

for assessment by the SCTF. 

[3] The questionnaire was developed and implemented online using the World Bank's Survey Solutions 

software.  All 183 contracting parties to the IPPC plus 40 local contacts and information points of non-

contracting parties were sent an email invitation which included a link to the online questionnaire. The 

invitations were sent out between 18-20 March 2019 with a response deadline of 16 August.  

[4]  Despite monthly reminders and a request to the CPM Bureau to advocate participation among contracting 

parties, participation was low, with only 36% of contracting parties (n=66) fully or partially completing the 

questionnaire. An email asking for reasons for non-response was answered by 32 contact points. Not having 

time and personnel issues (e.g. personnel changes) were most commonly mentioned. Seven NPPOs 

answered that they could not provide answers as the topic was not considered relevant (e.g. due to being a 

landlocked country). Five NPPOs explicitly expressed an interest in the topic. One answered that data had 

been collected but not by the NPPO but by a port authority. 

[5] The low response means that results are unlikely to reflect overall NPPO perceptions and activities related 

to sea containers and their cargo, and they should therefore be interpreted with care.  

[6] Participation per region varied, with highest participation in North America (2 out of 2 countries), and 

lowest in the Near East (only 20% of all Near East contracting parties participated). In absolute numbers, 

most responses came from African countries (22), followed by European participants (14), and these 

regions therefore have a larger impact on the overall results presented in this report. Due to the low number 

of observations, results per region are not presented separately (as these would be based on very few 

observations for some regions).  

Results  

[7] The main results are discussed below and presented in Table 1 at the bottom of the Executive summary. 

[8]  Almost all responding NPPOs perceive containers and their cargo as a risk, but for around a quarter (18 

out of 68 countries) this is only the case when the containers are carrying regulated articles. Only three 

countries did not consider them a risk, but two of these motivated their answer by saying they were 

landlocked and therefore did not receive sea containers directly. This may indicate a need to raise awareness 

among landlocked countries and add clarification in future questionnaires, as sea containers entering a 

country indirectly can still carry a risk. 

[9] Close to half of all responding NPPOs (32 out of 68 countries) said they have regulations in place that allow 

them to deal with the risk of sea containers and their cargo. In all likelihood this is an underestimate as 

some countries seem to have misunderstood the question as only referring to having regulations specifically 
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relating to containers, rather than any regulations that allow them to inspect containers and act upon found 

pests. 

[10] Of the 66 NPPOs that responded to this question 54 said they inspect containers and their cargo, mostly in 

targeted inspections (n=32), but also as part of inspections not directly targeting containers (n=22). Most 

commonly NPPOs that inspect containers do so following official national procedures or guidelines (30 of 

the 46 countries that inspected containers). Existing industry guidelines such as the CTU Code and the Joint 

Industry Container Cleanliness Guidelines were each mentioned by only one respondent. The inspections 

predominantly took place in the port of (un)loading, or in a container depot or (un)packing location. 

[11] Measures were taken or authorised if risks on imported containers or their cargo were found said 51 of the 

62 countries that answered this question, while 43 NPPOs said to do the same with ready-to-export 

containers. Of the eight countries that said not to take measures, some indicated they saw no risk, and one 

country indicated there was no provision for this within their legislation. The most common measure for 

imported containers is rejection, but cleaning and/or treating containers was also a commonly selected 

answer. Cleaning and/or treating containers is the most common measure for ready-to-export containers, 

with equal numbers indicating they would do this with and without unpacking containers first (most do 

both). 

[12] Pests, organisms or other contamination were encountered by almost three quarters of the NPPOs that 

answered this question (46 out of 61 countries that answered this question). The remaining 16 NPPOs said 

they had not encountered anything or did not inspect containers. The most commonly selected pre-listed 

answer options – those selected by at least half the responding NPPOs – were:  

 Insects (beetles, flies, etc.) – selected by 39 countries54 

 Soil – selected by 36 countries 

 Plants/plant products/plant debris – selected by 31 countries 

 Seeds – selected by 30 countries 

 

[13] All but four of the 43 countries that had found pests on containers and that answered this follow-up question 

said these included quarantine (32 countries) and non-quarantine pests (35 countries), and 28 NPPOs 

indicated both. A full list of these pests is included in the annexes. There is not a lot of overlap in the 

indicated pests, and no quarantine pest was entered by more than three respondents; for non-quarantine 

pests, this was four respondents. Most pests were found alive or both dead and alive. Almost no-one 

indicated only to have found dead examples of the pests.  

[14] Of the 58 NPPOs that responded to this question, 36 said they did not have an information management 

system in which information about containers and their cargo was stored. Those countries with a system 

most commonly enter data about presence of pests (n=18) and the type of contamination (n=17). 

Contamination location is also entered by more than half the countries with a system (n=14), but the level 

of contamination (e.g., high/low) is less commonly stored (n=9), and only a minority (n=5) store 

information about absence of contamination, indicating that structural data keeping necessary to determine 

the proportion of containers that harbour pests is uncommon. Most countries with an information 

management system said they were willing to share this information with the SCTF (17 countries). 

 

                                                      
54 In the questionnaire this answer option was included near the bottom of the pre-listed answers and phrased as "Other 

insects (including beetles, flies, etc.)". Ants, moths, wasps and bees were included in other pre-listed answer options 

and therefore are not included in this answer.  
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Table 1 Summary of main results 

Questions 

# 

countries 

Are containers and their cargo seen as a risk for spreading pests? 68 

Yes, regardless of the type of cargo 47 

Yes, but only if carrying regulated articles  18 

No 3 

Are regulations in place to deal with the risk of containers and cargo? 68 

Yes 32 

Future plans 15 

No 21 

Are there inspections of containers and cargo? 66 

Yes, focussed specifically on containers and their cargo 32 

Yes, but not as separate inspections focussed on containers 22 

No 17 

Are measures taken if risks on containers and cargo are discovered? 62 

Yes, on imported containers 51 

Yes, on ready-to-export containers 43 

No 8 

Are pests, other organisms or contamination found on containers and cargo? 61 

Yes, including quarantine pests 32 

Yes, including non-quarantine pests 35 

No, not found or containers and cargo not inspected  16 

Is there an information management system for container-related 

information? 58 

No 36 

Yes (to varying degrees) 22 
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APPENDIX 13 – Memberships of the CPM Bureau and CPM Standards Committee 

 

I. Bureau of the CPM Membership and Potential Replacements (following CPM-15 decisions) 

  Table 1. Current membership of the Bureau of the CPM 
 

Region Country Name Nominated/ 
Re-nominated 

Current 
term/duration 

Term 
expires 

 
Africa 

 
Cote 

D’Ivoire 

 
Mr Lucien Kouame 

KONAN 

 
      CPM-7 (2012) 
      CPM-9 (2014) 

CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
 5th Term/2 years 

 

2023 

 
Asia 

 
China 

 
Mr Fuxiang WANG 

 
CPM -13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
Europe 

 
Malta 

 
Ms Marica GATT 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term/2 years 

 
2023 

 
Latin 

America and 
Caribbean 

 
Mexico 

 
Mr Francisco Javier 
TRUJILLO ARRIAGA 

 
CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
3rd term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
Near East 

 
Egypt 

 
Mr Ahmed Kamal EL-
ATTAR 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/2 years 

 
2023 

 
North 

America 

 
USA 

 
Mr John GREIFER 

 
     CPM-5 (2010) 

CPM-7 (2012) 
CPM-9 (2014) 

CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
5th term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
Southwest 

Pacific 

 
New 
Zealand 

 
Mr Peter THOMSON 

 
CPM-9 (2014) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2 term/2 years 

 
2023 
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Table 2. Current replacements of the Bureau of the CPM 
 

Region Country Name Nominated/ 
Renominated 

Current 
term/duration 

Term 
expires 

 
 

 
Africa 

 

1 South 

Africa 

 
Mr Kgabo MATLALA 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd  term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 

 
 VACANT 

   

 
 

 
Asia 

 
1 

 
 VACANT 

   

 
2 

 
 VACANT 

   

 
 

 
Europe 

 
1 United 
Kingdom 

 
Mr Samuel BISHOP 

 
CPM-12 (2017) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
3rd term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 Netherlands 

 
Mr Marco TRAA 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
Latin 

America 
and 

Caribbean 

 
1 Argentina 

 
Mr Diego QUIROGA 

 
CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 
 

 
3rd term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 Belize 

 
Mr Francisco 
GUTIÉRREZ 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
 

 
Near East 

 
1 Tunisia 

 
Mr Lahbib BEN JAMÂA 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 Lybia 

 
Mr Salem Abdulkader 

HAROUN 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 

 
North 

America 

 
1Canada 

 
Mr Gregory WOLFF 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 

 
VACANT 

   

Southwest 
Pacific 

 
1 Australia 

 
Ms Gabrielle Vivian  
SMITH 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term/ 2 years 

 
2023 

 
2 

 
VACANT 
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II. Standards Committee Membership and Potential Replacements (following CPM-15 

decisions)  

Table 3. Standards Committee Membership 

Region Country Name Nominated/ Re- 
nominated 

Current 
term/duratio
n 

Term 
expires 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Africa 

 
Kenya 

 
Mr Theophilus Mwendwa 
MUTUI 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Rep. of 
Congo 

 
Ms Alphonsine LOUHOUARI 
TOKOZABA 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Malawi 

 
Mr David KAMANGIRA 

 
CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
 
 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
Ghana 

 
Mr Prudence ATTIPOE 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Asia 

 
Thailand 

 
Ms Chonticha RAKKRAI 

 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
Philippines 

 
Mr Gerald Glemn F. 
PANGANIBAN 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Japan 

 
Mr Masahiro SAI 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15(2021) 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
China 

 
Mr Xiaodong FENG 

 
  CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Europe 

 
Estonia 

 
Ms Olga LAVRENTJEVA 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Israel 

 
Mr David OPATOWSKI 

 
CPM-1 (2006) 
CPM-4 (2009) 

CPM-12 (2017) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
4th term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Italy 

 
Ms Mariangela CIAMPITTI 

 
  CPM-14 (2019) 

 
1st term /3 years 

 
2022 
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Region Country Name Nominated/ Re- 
nominated 

Current 
term/duration 

Term 
expires 

  
United 
Kingdom 

 
Mr Samuel BISHOP 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term /3 years 

 
2024 

 
 
 
 

 
Latin 

America and 
Caribbean 

 
Argentina 

 
Mr Ezequiel FERRO 

 
CPM-8 (2013) 
CPM-11 (2016) 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
3rd term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
Brazil 

Mr Andre Felipe 
CARRAPATOSO 
PERALTA DA SILVA 

 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
Costa Rica 

 
Mr Hernando MORERA 
GONZÁLEZ 

 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Chile 

 
Mr Álvaro SEPÚLVEDA 
LUQUE 

 
CPM-10 (2015) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
3rd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 
 
 

Near East 

 
Egypt 

 
Mr Nader ELBADRY 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Iran 

Ms Maryam JALILI 
MOGHADEM 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Jordan 

 
Mr Imad ALAWAD 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
Tunisia 

 
Mr Lahbib BEN JAMÂA 

 
CPM -15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 

North 
America 

 
Canada 

 
Mr Steve CÔTE 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
USA 

 
Ms Marina ZLOTINA 

 
CPM-10 (2015) 
CPM-13 (2018) 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
3rd term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 
 

Southwest 
Pacific 

 
Australia 

 
Ms Sophie Alexia 
PETERSON 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
New Zealand 

 
Ms Joanne WILSON 

 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2022 
 

  
Papua New 
Guinea 

 
Mr David TENAKANAI 

 

CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 

2024 
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TABLE. 4 Standards Committee Potential Replacements 
 

Region Country Name Nominated / Re- 
nominated 

Current 
term/duration 

Term 
expires 

 
 

Africa 

 
1Burundi 

 
Mr Eliakim 
SAKAYOYA 

 
CPM-11 (2016) 

CPM-14 (2019) 

 
2nd term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
2 

 
VACANT 

   

 
Asia 

 
1 Republic of 

Korea 

 
Ms Mi Chi YEA 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
2 

 
VACANT 

   

 
Europe 

 
1 Belgium 

 
Mr Harry ARIJS 

 
CPM-15 (2021 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
2 Russia 

 
Mr Kostantin KORNEV 

 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2022 

 
Latin 

America and 
Caribbean 

 
1 Argentina 

 
Ms Melisa Graciela 
NEDILSKYJ 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1 st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
2  

 
VACANT 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

Near East 

 
1 Syria Mr Ayad MOHAMED 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
 2 Sudan Mr Abdelmoneem 

Ismaeel ADRA 
ABDETAM 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
North 

America 

 
1 Canada 

 
 Mr Rajesh 
RAMARATHNAM 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
2 USA 

 
Ms Stephanie DUBON 

 
CPM-11 (2016) 

 
CPM-14 (2019) 

 
2ndterm / 3 years 

 
2022 
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Region Country Name Nominated / Re- 
nominated 

Current 
term/duration 

Term 
expires 

 
Southwest 

Pacific 

 
1 To replace 
New Zealand 
or Australia 

 
Ms Susie COLLINS 

 
CPM-15 (2021) 

 
1st term / 3 years 

 
2024 

 
  2  

 
VACANT 
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APPENDIX 14 – Membership and Potential Replacements for CPM Subsidiary Bodies - 

Implementation and Capacity Development Committee (IC).  

Table 1: Membership of the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee  

Region 
/Role 

Country / 
Organization 

Name Current term/ 
duration 

Term 
expires 

 
Africa  

 

Kenya 

 

Ms Faith NDUNGE 

 

 

2nd  term / 3 years 

  

 
2023 

 
Asia 

 

Republic of Korea   

  

 

Ms Kyu-Ock YIM  

  

 

1st term / 3 years 

 

 
2023 

 
Europe 

 

Estonia 

 
Ms Olga LAVRENTJEVA 

 

2nd term / 3 years 
 

2023 
 

 
Latin America 

and  
Caribbean  

  
Belize    

 
Mr Francisco Adrian 

GUTIERREZ 

 
2nd  term  / 3 years 

  

 
 

2023 

 
Near East 

 
Egypt  

 
Mr Ahmed M. Abdellah 

ABDELMOTTALEB   

 
1st  term / 3 years 

 
2023 

 
North America 
(Chairperson) 

 
Canada  

 

 
Mr Dominique PELLETIER 

 
2nd  term  / 3 years  

 
2023 

 
Southwest 

Pacific 

 
Fiji    

 
Mr Nilesh Ami CHAND 

 
1st term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 
Expert 

(Vice Chairperson) 
 

 
Australia  

 

 

Mr Christopher John DALE 

 

 
2nd term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 

 
Expert 

 
Costa Rica   

 
Ms Magda GONZALEZ 

ARROYO 
 

 
2nd  term / 3 years  

 

 
2023 

 

 
Expert 

 
The Netherlands   

 

 
Mr Thorwald GEUZE 

 

 
1st term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 

 
Expert 

 
Chile   

 

 
Ms Ruth AREVALO MACIAS 

 
1st term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 
 

Expert 
 

New Zealand 
    

Mr Lalith Bandula  
KUMARASINGHE   

 
1st term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 
Representative 

from the SC 

 
Chile 

 
 Mr Álvaro SEPÚLVEDA LUQUE 

 
1st  term    

 

 
   2021 

Representative 

from the RPPOs 

 
NAPPO 

 
Ms Stephanie BLOEM 

 

 
2nd  term  

 
 2023 
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Table 2. Current alternates and replacements of the Implementation and Capacity 

Development Committee  

 
Region  Country  Name Current term/ 

duration 
Term 

expires 

 
Africa  

 

Sierra Leone  

 

Ms Raymonda JOHNSON 

 

1st term /3 years 

 
2022 

 
Asia 

    

VACANT 

  

 

 
 

Europe 

 

Latvia (1) 
 

Mr Ringolds ARNITIS 
 

 

1st term 3 years 

 

 
2022 

 
 

Europe 

 

Greece (2) 
 

  
Ms Stavroula IOANNIDOU 

 

 

1st term /3 years 

 

 
2024 

 

United Kingdom (3) 
 

  
Mr Matthew EVERATT 

 

 

1st term /3 years 

 
 2024 

 

 
Latin America 

and 
Caribbean  

 
Argentina 

 
 Ms Melisa Graciela 

NEDILSKYJ 

 
1st term /3 years  

 
 

2024 

 
Near East 

 
Egypt  

 

Mr Islam Farahat Abdel-Aziz 

ABOELELA 
 

 

1st term /3 years  
 

2024 

 
North America 

 
United States 

of America  
 

 
Ms Wendolyn J. BELTZ 

  

 

2nd term /3 years  

 

 
2023 

 
Southwest 

Pacific 

 
Cook Islands 

 

 
Mr Ngatoko TA NGATOKO 

 

 
1st term /3 years 

 
2023 
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APPENDIX 15 – Ink amendments to irradiation treatments of Tephritid fruit flies in adopted Phytosanitary Treatments (PTs) (English 

only) 

Table 1: Ink amendments to remove the restriction of the use of the irradiation treatment to commodities that have been stored in modified atmosphere 

ISPM CURRENT TEXT PROPOSED INK AMENDMENT 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 1 
(Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha 
ludens) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 2 
(Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha 
obliqua) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 3 
(Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha 
serpentina) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 4 
(Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera 
jarvisi) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 5 
(Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera 
tryoni) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 7 
(Irradiation treatment for fruit flies of 
the family Tephritidae (generic)) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 14 
(Irradiation treatment for Ceratitis 
capitata) 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 33 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 
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ISPM CURRENT TEXT PROPOSED INK AMENDMENT 

Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera 
dorsalis 

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments 
for regulated pests) - PT 39 
Irradiation treatment for the genus 
Anastrepha 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 

“This irradiation treatment should not be applied to fruits and 
vegetables stored in modified atmospheres.” […] 
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Ink amendments to ensure a consistent use of “commodity class” and its derivatives in adopted ISPMs (English only) 

Table 2: Ink amendments to ISPMs in relation to the use of “commodity class” (2018-004) 

Row ISPM Section / para Current text Proposed text Rationale 

1.  13 Article 6.1 

Required 

information 

(for 

notification) 

Identity of consignment. Consignments should 

be identified by the phytosanitary certificate 

number if appropriate or by references to other 

documentation and including commodity class 

and scientific name (at least plant genus) for 

plants or plant products. 

Identity of consignment. Consignments should be 

identified by the phytosanitary certificate number if 

appropriate or by references to other documentation and 

including commodity classcommodity and scientific 

name (at least plant genus) for plants or plant products. 

Reference to a ‘commodity’ instead of 

‘commodity class’ in the documentation 

accompanying a consignment is enough 

(and even better) for consignment 

identification 

2.  16 Article 4.2 

“Intended use” 

The “intended use” of plants for planting may 

be: - growing for direct production of other 

commodity classes (e.g. fruits, cut flowers, 

wood, grain) - to remain planted (e.g. 

ornamentals) - increasing the number of the 

same plants for planting (e.g. tubers, cuttings, 

seeds). 

The “intended use” of plants for planting may be: - 

growing for direct production of other commodity 

classes commodities (e.g. fruits, cut flowers, wood, 

grain) - to remain planted (e.g. ornamentals) - increasing 

the number of the same plants for planting (e.g. tubers, 

cuttings, seeds). 

Reference to direct production of other 

‘commodities’ instead of ‘commodity 

classes’ is enough for specifying the 

“intended use” of plants for planting. 

3.  16 Article 6.4 

Non-

compliance 

Phytosanitary action taken for non-compliance 

with phytosanitary import requirements for 

RNQPs should be in accordance with the 

principles of non-discrimination and minimal 

impact. Options include: - downgrading 

(change commodity class or intended use) - 

treatment - redirection for another purpose (e.g. 

processing) - redirection to origin or another 

country - destruction. 

Phytosanitary action taken for non-compliance with 

phytosanitary import requirements for RNQPs should be 

in accordance with the principles of non-discrimination 

and minimal impact. Options include: - downgrading 

(change commodity class commodity or intended use) - 

treatment - redirection for another purpose (e.g. 

processing) - redirection to origin or another country - 

destruction. 

‘Change of commodity or intended use’ is 

clearer for understanding than ‘change 

commodity class or intended use’. 

4.  21 Article 1.1 

Intended use 

The intended use of plants for planting may be: 

- growing for direct production of other 

commodity classes (e.g. fruits, cut flowers, 

wood, grain) - increasing the number of the 

same plants for planting (e.g. tubers, cuttings, 

seeds, rhizomes) - to remain planted (e.g. 

ornamentals); this includes plants that are 

intended to be used for amenity, aesthetic or 

other use. 

The intended use of plants for planting may be: - 

growing for direct production of other commodity 

classes commodities (e.g. fruits, cut flowers, wood, 

grain) - increasing the number of the same plants for 

planting (e.g. tubers, cuttings, seeds, rhizomes) - to 

remain planted (e.g. ornamentals); this includes plants 

that are intended to be used for amenity, aesthetic or 

other use. 

Reference to direct production of other 

‘commodities’ instead of ‘commodity 

classes’ is enough for specifying the 

“intended use” of plants for planting. 

5.  24 Outline of 

Require-ments 

2nd para 

Equivalence generally applies to cases where 

phytosanitary measures already exist for a 

specific pest associated with trade in a 

commodity or commodity class. Equivalence 

Equivalence generally applies to cases where 

phytosanitary measures already exist for a specific pest 

associated with trade in a commodityor commodity class. 

Equivalence determinations are based on the specified 

In terms of equivalence of phytosanitary 

measures, it is clearer for understanding 

to consider a ‘pest associated with trade 

in a commodity’ than a ‘pest associated 
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Row ISPM Section / para Current text Proposed text Rationale 

determinations are based on the specified pest 

risk and equivalence may apply to individual 

measures, a combination of measures, or 

integrated measures in a systems approach. 

pest risk and equivalence may apply to individual 

measures, a combination of measures, or integrated 

measures in a systems approach. 

with trade in a commodity or commodity 

class’. 

6.  24 Article 2.3 

Technical 

justification 

for 

equivalence 

2nd para 

Although the alternative measures need to be 

examined, a new complete pest risk assessment 

may not necessarily be required since, as trade 

in the commodity or commodity class is already 

regulated, the importing country should have at 

least some PRA-related data. 

Although the alternative measures need to be examined, 

a new complete pest risk assessment may not necessarily 

be required since, as trade in the commodity or 

commodity classis already regulated, the importing 

country should have at least some PRA-related data. 

In terms of regulation and PRA, it is more 

practical to consider the ‘trade in the 

commodity’ than the ‘trade in the 

commodity or commodity class’. 

7.  24 Article 2.4 

Non-

discrimina-

tion in the 

application of 

the equiva-

lence of 

phyto-sanitary 

measures 

1st para 

The principle of non-discrimination requires 

that when equivalence of phytosanitary 

measures is granted for one exporting 

contracting party, this should also apply to 

contracting parties where the status of the 

relevant pest is the same and similar conditions 

for the same commodity or commodity class 

and/or pest. 

The principle of non-discrimination requires that when 

equivalence of phytosanitary measures is granted for one 

exporting contracting party, this should also apply to 

contracting parties where the status of the relevant pest is 

the same and similar conditions for the same commodity 

or commodity classand/or pest. 

The wording ‘similar conditions for the 

same commodity and/or pest’ is simpler 

and more precise than ‘similar conditions 

for the same commodity or commodity 

class and/or pest’ without changing the 

sense. 

8.  24 Article 2.4 

Non-

discrimina-

tion in the 

application of 

the equiva-

lence of 

phyto-sanitary 

measures 

1st para 

It should be recognized that equivalence of 

phytosanitary measures does not, however, 

mean that when a specific measure is granted 

equivalence for one exporting contracting party, 

this applies automatically to another contracting 

party for the same commodity or commodity 

class or pest. Phytosanitary measures should 

always be considered in the context of the pest 

status and phytosanitary regulatory system of 

the exporting contracting party, including the 

policies and procedures. 

It should be recognized that equivalence of phytosanitary 

measures does not, however, mean that when a specific 

measure is granted equivalence for one exporting 

contracting party, this applies automatically to another 

contracting party for the same commodity or commodity 

classor pest. Phytosanitary measures should always be 

considered in the context of the pest status and 

phytosanitary regulatory system of the exporting 

contracting party, including the policies and procedures. 

The wording ‘for the same commodity or 

pest’ is simpler and more precise than ‘for 

the same commodity or commodity class 

or pest’ without changing the sense. 

9.  24 Article 3.2 

Existing 

measures 

2nd para 

Where new commodities or commodity classes 

are presented for importation and no measures 

exist, contracting parties should refer to ISPM 

11 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests) and 

ISPM 21 (Pest risk analysis for regulated non-

quarantine pests) for the normal PRA 

procedure. 

Where new commodities or commodity classesare 

presented for importation and no measures exist, 

contracting parties should refer to ISPM 11 (Pest risk 

analysis for quarantine pests) and ISPM 21 (Pest risk 

analysis for regulated non-quarantine pests) for the 

normal PRA procedure. 

In the context of PRA, it is more precise 

to consider commodities rather than 

‘commodity classes’ as potential pest 

pathways. 
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Row ISPM Section / para Current text Proposed text Rationale 

10.  38 Scope 

1st para 

This standard provides guidance to assist 

national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) 

in identifying, assessing and managing the pest 

risk associated with the international movement 

of seeds (as a commodity class). 

This standard provides guidance to assist national plant 

protection organizations (NPPOs) in identifying, 

assessing and managing the pest risk associated with the 

international movement of seeds (as a commodity class 

commodity). 

It is proposed to replace the term ‘seeds 

(as a commodity class)’ by ‘seeds (as a 

commodity)’ in the Glossary. 

11.  38 Scope 

3rd para 

Under ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary 

terms) seeds (as a commodity class) are 

intended for planting and not for consumption. 

Viable seeds, which are a sample of a seed lot, 

imported for laboratory testing or destructive 

analysis are also addressed by this standard. 

Under ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) seeds 

(as a commodity class commodity) are intended for 

planting and not for consumption. Viable seeds, which 

are a sample of a seed lot, imported for laboratory testing 

or destructive analysis are also addressed by this 

standard. 

It is proposed to replace the term ‘seeds 

(as a commodity class)’ by ‘seeds (as a 

commodity)’ in the Glossary. 

12.  Draft 

ISPM 

on Inter-

national 

move-

ment of 

cut 

flowers 

and 

foliage 

BACK-

GROUND 

Cut flowers are a short-lived commodity that 

may be a pathway for pest entry, although this 

may not always lead to establishment. 

Phytosanitary measures such as inspection, 

certification and treatments often involve a 

variety of phytosanitary actions to reduce the 

associated pest risk. Guidelines on how to 

minimize the pest risk from quarantine pests 

present in cut flowers prior to import may 

facilitate international trade in this commodity 

class. 

Cut flowers are a short-lived commodity that may be a 

pathway for pest entry, although this may not always 

lead to establishment. Phytosanitary measures such as 

inspection, certification and treatments often involve a 

variety of phytosanitary actions to reduce the associated 

pest risk. Guidelines on how to minimize the pest risk 

from quarantine pests present in cut flowers prior to 

import may facilitate international trade in this 

commodity class commodity. 

In terms of risk from quarantine pests 

present in cut flowers, it is clearer for 

understanding to consider ‘international 

trade in this commodity’ than 

‘international trade in this commodity 

class’.  

It is proposed to delete the term ‘cut 

flowers and branches (as a commodity 

class)’ from the Glossary. 
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APPENDIX 16 – Adoption of International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures 

(ISPMs), phytosanitary treatments (PTs) and the CPM Recommendation 

 

[1] The CPM adopted the following eleven standards, including seven PTs (attached to this report): 

- Revision of ISPM 8 (Determination of pest status in an area) (2009-005)  

- 2018 Amendments to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) (1994-001)  

- ISPM 44 (Requirements for the use of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary 

measures) (2014-006)  

- ISPM 45 (Requirements for NPPOs if authorizing entities to perform phytosanitary actions) 

(2014-002)  

- PT 33 Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera dorsalis (2017-015) as Annex 33 to ISPM 28 

- PT 34 Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus persica 

(2017-022A) as Annex 34 to ISPM 28 

- PT 35 Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus 

persica (2017-022B) as Annex 35 to ISPM 28 

- PT 36 Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Vitis vinifera (2017- 023A) as Annex 36 to ISPM 

28 

- PT 37 Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Vitis vinifera (2017- 023B) as Annex 37 to ISPM 

28 

- PT 38  Irradiation treatment for Carposina sasakii (2017-026) as Annex 38 to ISPM 28 

- PT 39 Irradiation treatment for the genus Anastrepha (2017-031) as Annex 39 to ISPM 28 

  

[2] The CPM adopted the following CPM Recommendation (attached to this report): 

- R-09 Safe provision of food and other humanitarian aid to prevent the introduction of plant pests 

during an emergency situation  
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Adoption 

This standard was adopted by the First Session of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures 

in November 1998. This first revision was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures in March 2021 as the present standard. 

INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine pest status in an area. 

Pest status categories are defined and a description of the use of pest status for pest reporting is provided. 

This standard also provides guidance on the possible sources of uncertainty associated with information 

used to determine pest status.  

References 

The present standard refers to ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal 

(IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms. 

IPPC Secretariat. 1997. International Plant Protection Convention. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO.  

Definitions 

Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 (Glossary of 

phytosanitary terms). 

Outline of requirements 

National plant protection organizations (NPPOs) use pest status for various activities, such as pest risk 

analysis, the establishment of and compliance with phytosanitary regulations, the establishment of lists 

of regulated pests, and the establishment and maintenance of pest free areas, areas of low pest 

prevalence, pest free places of production and pest free production sites.  

Pest status is determined exclusively by the NPPO responsible for the area concerned and is categorized 

under “presence” or “absence”.  

The quality of the reported information and the reliability and uncertainty of the data are important 

considerations to be taken into account by the NPPO when determining pest status in an area.    

BACKGROUND 

Pest records and other information are used by NPPOs to determine the presence or absence of a pest in 

an area. The NPPOs of importing and exporting countries need information concerning the status of 

pests for pest risk analysis, the establishment of and compliance with phytosanitary regulations, the 

establishment and maintenance of pest free areas, areas of low pest prevalence, pest free places of 

production and pest free production sites, and other activities. 

The purpose of this standard is to provide guidance on the determination of the pest status in an area 

using, in particular, information from surveillance and pest records as described in ISPM 6 

(Surveillance). Pest status is a part of the content of pest reports as described in ISPM 17 (Pest 

reporting).  

IMPACTS ON BIODIVERSITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment by helping countries 

to determine the status of pests whose introduction and spread may have an environmental impact. 

https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms
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Determining and describing pest status in a consistent manner may help countries identify risks 

associated with such pests and apply phytosanitary measures to protect biodiversity and the 

environment.  

REQUIREMENTS 

1. Purpose of pest status determination 

Determination of pest status in an area is a vital component of various activities undertaken to implement 

the IPPC and covered by the principles described in ISPM 1 (Phytosanitary principles for the protection 

of plants and the application of phytosanitary measures in international trade) and elaborated in other 

ISPMs.  

NPPOs may use pest status information when undertaking activities such as: 

- pest risk analysis;  

- considering market access requests; 

- planning national, regional or international pest surveillance and management programmes; 

- establishing and complying with phytosanitary regulations; 

- establishing and maintaining lists of pests present in an area; 

- establishing and updating lists of regulated pests;  

- establishing and maintaining pest free areas, areas of low pest prevalence, pest free places of 

production and pest free production sites; 

- exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. 

2. NPPO responsibilities 

Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VIII.1(a)) to report “the occurrence, 

outbreak or spread of pests”. Pest status should be determined exclusively by the NPPO responsible for 

the area concerned.  

The NPPO should:  

- base its determination of pest status on the most reliable and timely information available; 

- maintain pest records and supporting evidence, taking into account that they may be needed to 

support the determination of pest status; 

- re-evaluate pest status if appropriate. 

3. Information used to determine pest status 

Information from pest records or other sources should be used as a basis for determining the appropriate 

pest status among the categories described in section 4.  

The information that should be included in pest records is described in ISPM 6.  

Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. Old information is less 

likely to be reliable about the current status of a pest than recent information because of changes in pest 

distribution, taxonomy and detection methods.  

Highly reliable and current sources should be used to determine pest status. However, when such sources 

are not available, lower reliability sources may be used. This may increase uncertainty but can also help 

to identify information gaps which can be addressed through surveillance (see ISPM 6) and pest 

diagnostics (see ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests)).  



ISPM 8  Determination of pest status in an area 

ISPM 8-6 International Plant Protection Convention 

Sometimes it may be difficult or not possible to determine pest status because of uncertainty associated 

with the available information. Sources of uncertainty may include: 

- limited information on pest biology; 

- taxonomic revisions or ambiguity;  

- contradictory or outdated information;  

- difficulties with or unreliability of survey methodologies; 

- difficulties with or unreliability of diagnostic methodologies;  

- insufficient information on pest–host associations; 

- unknown aetiology; 

- detection of signs or observation of symptoms without finding the pest;  

- insufficient information on the pest distribution in an area; 

- unreliability of the information sources. 

When an NPPO is not able to determine pest status, the NPPO should indicate that this is the case.  

4. Describing pest status in an area 

The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status in an area, based on 

information from various sources including results from surveillance (see ISPM 6).  

Pests under quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes (e.g. in a laboratory), or pest interceptions on 

imported consignments under detention, do not affect the pest status in an area. 

Similarly, detection of a pest in an area, confirmed by surveillance not to represent a population, may 

not affect the pest status in the area. Determination of pest status in an area requires evidence and expert 

judgement on the current distribution of a pest in the area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis 

of available information from various sources, also taking into account historical pest records, where 

available.  

Pest status should be determined for an area identified and specified by the NPPO. When pest status is 

determined, the area concerned and the date should be indicated. Information on pest free areas, pest 

free places of production or pest free production sites may be added to the report (see ISPM 4 

(Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas) and ISPM 10 (Requirements for the 

establishment of pest free places of production and pest free production sites)). Pest status should be 

described according to the categories identified below. 

4.1 Presence 

If a pest is present and reliable information is available, the pest status should be further characterized 

using the categories provided in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Pest status – Present 

Pest status Pest status description 

Present: widely distributed The pest is present throughout the area, where conditions are 
suitable. 

Present: not widely distributed and not 
under official control 

The pest is present in a part or parts of the area and is not 
under “official control” in accordance with Supplement 1 
(Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the 
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to 
ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms). 

Present: not widely distributed and under 
official control   

The pest is present in a part or parts of the area and is subject 
to “official control” in accordance with Supplement 1 
(Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the 
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to 
ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms). The purpose of the 

official control should be stated alongside the pest status 
determination.  

Present: at low prevalence  The pest is present in the area but its prevalence is low in 
accordance with ISPM 22 (Requirements for the establishment 
of areas of low pest prevalence).  

Present: except in specified pest free areas The pest is present in the area except in parts of the area 
which are free from the pest in accordance with ISPM 4 
(Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These 
parts should be described alongside the pest status 
determination. 

Present: transient The pest is present but the evidence supports the conclusion 
that the pest is not expected to establish because conditions 
(e.g. hosts, climate) are not suitable for establishment or 
appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied.  

In some cases, it may be necessary to provide additional information about pest presence, for instance:  

- the extent of a localized outbreak; 

- official control measures applied; 

- the pest has only been reported under specific conditions, such as: 

 on specific hosts,  

 in enclosed structures (e.g. in a greenhouse),  

 in botanical gardens, 

 in the environment but not on a plant host (e.g. in soil or water), 

 in urban areas,  

 at certain times of the year. 

4.2 Absence 

If a pest is absent and reliable information is available, the pest status should be further categorized 

using the categories provided in Table 2. 
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Table 2. Pest status – Absent 

Pest status Pest status description 

Absent: pest not 
recorded 

Surveillance supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has not been 
recorded (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)).  

Absent: the entire 
country is pest free  

The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in 
accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). 

Absent: pest records 
invalid 

Pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but the conclusion is reached that 
the records are invalid or no longer valid, such as in the following cases: 

‐ changes in taxonomy have occurred; 

‐ misidentification has occurred; 

‐ the record or records have not been confirmed; 

‐ there are errors in the record or records; 

‐ changes in national borders have occurred. 

Absent: pest no longer 
present 

Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past, but surveillance 
indicates that the pest is no longer present (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). The 
reason or reasons may include: 

‐ climate or other natural limitation to pest perpetuation; 

‐ changes in cultivated host species or cultivars; 

‐ changes in production practices. 

Absent: pest eradicated Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past. Documented pest 
eradication measures were implemented and were successful (see ISPM 9 
(Guidelines for pest eradication programmes)). Surveillance confirms continued 
absence (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). 

Lack of information due to inadequate or insufficient surveillance activities does not constitute a basis 

for determining pest absence. 

5. Exchange of pest status information between NPPOs 

Information pertaining to pest status in an area contributes to pest reports (see ISPM 17). It is the 

responsibility of an NPPO to provide pest records and other supporting evidence on pest status upon 

request from another NPPO. 

There may be some cases where a pest status declared by an NPPO is questioned by another NPPO 

(e.g. when there are repeated interceptions by importing countries or contradictory pest records). In such 

cases, bilateral contacts between NPPOs should be made to clarify the situation, and if needed the pest 

status should be revised by the NPPO responsible for the area concerned. 

NPPOs should: 

- use the categories of pest status set out in this standard when exchanging pest status information, 

to promote harmonization and transparency;  

- in a timely manner, inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where 

appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17. 
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Adoption 

This standard was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 

March 2021. 

INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

This standard provides technical guidance for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) on the 

application of modified atmosphere treatments (including controlled atmosphere treatments) as 

phytosanitary measures, including authorization, monitoring and auditing of treatment providers.  

This standard does not provide details on specific modified atmosphere treatments, such as specific 

schedules for specific regulated pests on specific commodities, and does not include the use of modified 

atmosphere for non-phytosanitary purposes, such as minimizing the perishability of foodstuffs or other 

quality-related uses of the modified atmosphere. 

References 

The present standard refers to ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal 

(IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms.  

Definitions 

Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 (Glossary of 

phytosanitary terms). 

Outline of requirements  

This standard provides guidance on modified atmosphere treatments and their application as 

phytosanitary measures. It identifies parameters to be considered when applying modified atmosphere 

treatments. Operational requirements for treatment application, including enclosures, treatment 

procedures and treatment systems, are described. 

Guidance is provided to NPPOs on authorizing, monitoring and auditing treatment providers. The roles 

and responsibilities of NPPOs and treatment providers are described.  

BACKGROUND 

This standard provides generic requirements for the application of modified atmosphere treatments as 

phytosanitary measures, specifically those adopted under ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for 

regulated pests). 

Modified atmosphere treatments involve altering gas concentrations in ambient air, which is achieved 

by increasing the carbon dioxide (CO2) content (hypercarbia) or reducing the oxygen (O2) content 

(hypoxia or anoxia) of the treatment environment, or both, to create an atmosphere lethal to target pests. 

Controlled atmosphere treatment is a type of modified atmosphere treatment.  

Modified atmosphere treatments are frequently used in conjunction with modification of other 

parameters, such as temperature and humidity. 

IMPACTS ON BIODIVERSITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

Modified atmosphere treatments may be used to prevent the introduction and spread of regulated pests 

and hence may be beneficial to biodiversity. The use of modified atmosphere treatments as an alternative 

to methyl bromide fumigation provides an additional benefit to the environment by reducing methyl 

https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms
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bromide emissions, which deplete the ozone layer. While an atmosphere with a high CO2 or a low O2 

concentration inside the treatment enclosure may be harmful, in this application there are negligible 

environmental impacts.  

REQUIREMENTS 

1. Treatment objective 

The objective of using modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures is to achieve pest 

mortality at a specified efficacy.  

2. Treatment application 

Modified atmosphere treatments are undertaken by either NPPO personnel or treatment providers 

authorized by the NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated. Modified 

atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures may be applied before export, during transport, or at 

the point of entry under suitable conditions of confinement. 

The O2 and CO2 concentrations may be modified in the following ways: 

- changing the proportion of O2 and CO2 in the atmosphere by adding a gas (such as CO2 or nitrogen 

(N2)) and maintaining this atmosphere; 

- adding a substance (such as iron oxide) that captures O2; 

- converting O2 to CO2 by combustion of a hydrocarbon;  

- holding the commodity in hermetic or semi-hermetic storage, in which the respiration of the 

commodity and pests infesting it depletes the level of O2 and increases the level of CO2; 

- creating a partial vacuum, which lowers concentrations of all atmospheric gases proportionally. 

2.1 Treatment parameters 

The main parameters to consider when implementing modified atmosphere treatments include:  

- atmospheric gas concentrations (O2 and CO2); 

- duration of the treatment; 

- temperature (of the air and the commodity); 

- humidity. 

Modified atmosphere treatments are conducted in an enclosure (e.g. vacuum chamber, freight container, 

warehouse, cargo ship hold, packaging). The lethal condition of the atmosphere should be achieved and 

maintained throughout the enclosure for a specified length of time as required by the treatment schedule. 

Respiration, sorption of atmospheric gases and the packaging of the commodity may result in differential 

gas concentrations within the enclosure and influence the efficacy of a modified atmosphere treatment. 

This should be taken into account when applying treatments.  

When the gas concentrations are not maintained at the required level for the specified duration, the 

treatment should be restarted. 

Temperature and humidity are factors to consider in order to achieve the required efficacy of modified 

atmosphere treatments, in particular because they affect the respiration rate of the target pest, and should 

be maintained according to the treatment schedule. 

3. Enclosures used for modified atmosphere treatments 

The enclosure used for modified atmosphere treatments may consist either of packaging or of a portable 

or fixed structure that is designed either as a continuous gas flow system or a static system.  
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The ability to maintain the specified gas concentrations for the duration of the treatment is influenced 

by the permeability of the material and the surface area-to-volume ratio of the enclosure, and the 

effectiveness of seals at structural conjunctions or joins and openings of the enclosure. 

Enclosures should be designed and constructed to maintain the parameters of the treatment. Features of 

specifically designed and constructed enclosures, both fixed and portable, include: 

- gas-tight doors or gas-tight valves; 

- gas concentration control; 

- temperature control; 

- humidity control; 

- pressure control; 

- recirculation of atmospheric gases within the enclosure; 

- exhaust systems;  

- systems to alert operators when there is a technical failure (e.g. leakage). 

Modified atmosphere treatments that rely on the introduction of inert gases to reduce O2 levels and hence 

achieve anoxic conditions may use non-gas-tight enclosures or enclosures that are not specifically 

designed for modified atmosphere treatments. When using enclosures that are not specifically designed 

for modified atmosphere treatments, particular attention should be paid to the pressure required to 

maintain the treatment parameters as specified in the treatment schedule. 

4. Measuring treatment parameters 

Parameters specified in the treatment schedule should be measured and recorded at appropriate intervals 

to ensure that the required treatment parameters have been reached and maintained throughout the 

treatment period to achieve pest mortality. The critical parameters for modified atmosphere treatments 

are typically O2 and CO2 concentrations, temperature and duration of exposure of the commodity.  

In some cases, humidity is considered as an important treatment parameter and should then also be 

measured and recorded during the treatment period.  

Pressure does not affect the efficacy of the treatment but may be important to ensure that the required 

treatment conditions are achieved, either when negative pressure is used to remove O2 or when positive 

pressure is used to flush the enclosure of O2. If pressure is important to achieve the required treatment 

conditions, it should also be measured and recorded.  

All equipment used for measuring and recording treatment parameters should be calibrated according 

to the manufacturer’s instructions and, where applicable, NPPO specifications.  

4.1 Measuring gas concentrations 

The equipment used to measure gas concentrations within the enclosure should have an adequate 

accuracy (e.g. ±5% of the gas concentrations to be achieved throughout the treatment). 

4.2 Measuring and mapping temperature 

The temperature of the commodity and the atmosphere within the enclosure should be measured and 

recorded to ensure that the required temperature is reached. 

If the modified atmosphere treatment is used together with temperature treatment, temperature mapping 

of the enclosure may be necessary to identify temperature variation under normal operating conditions 

(e.g. as regards loads and packaging).  

5. Adequate systems for treatment facilities 

Confidence in the adequacy of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures is primarily 

based on assurance that the treatments are effective against the target pests under specific conditions 
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and that the treatments have been properly applied. Systems for such treatments should be designed, 

used and monitored to ensure that treatments are properly conducted and commodities are protected 

from infestation and contamination after treatment.  

The NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated (the latter when treatment 

takes place during transport) is responsible for ensuring that the system requirements are met. 

5.1 Authorization of treatment providers 

The NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated is responsible for the 

authorization of treatment providers. This authorization normally includes approval of both treatment 

facilities and treatment providers. The NPPO should set requirements for treatment provider 

authorization, including training of personnel, treatment procedures, adequate equipment and storage 

conditions. Specific procedures appropriate for each facility, provider and commodity treatment should 

also be approved by the NPPO. 

NPPOs should maintain a list of authorized treatment providers for modified atmosphere treatment, 

including, where appropriate, approved facilities. 

5.2 Monitoring and auditing 

The NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated is responsible for monitoring 

and auditing the treatment facilities and providers. Continuous supervision of treatments should not be 

necessary, provided treatment procedures are properly designed and can be verified to ensure a high 

degree of system integrity for the facility, process and commodity in question. The monitoring and 

auditing should be sufficient to detect and correct deficiencies promptly. 

Treatment providers should meet the monitoring and auditing requirements set by the NPPO. These 

requirements may include: 

- access for the NPPO to audit, including either prearranged or unannounced visits or both; 

- a system to maintain and archive treatment records and provide NPPOs, or where appropriate 

other government agencies, with access to these; 

- corrective action to be taken in the event of nonconformity. 

5.3 Prevention of infestation and contamination after treatment 

The consignment owner is responsible for prevention of infestation and contamination after treatment 

and may cooperate with the treatment provider on how to achieve this. After the treatment is successfully 

completed, measures should be implemented to prevent possible infestation or contamination of the 

treated commodity. The following measures may be required: 

- keeping the commodity in a pest free enclosure; 

- packing the commodity immediately in pest-proof packaging; 

- segregating and identifying treated commodities; 

- dispatching the commodity as soon as possible. 

5.4 Labelling 

Commodities may be labelled with treatment lot numbers or other features of identification 

(e.g. locations of packing and the treatment facility, dates of packing and treatment) allowing trace-back 

for non-compliant consignments. When used, labels should be easily identifiable and placed on visible 

locations. 

6. Documentation 

The NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated is responsible for ensuring 

that treatment providers maintain documents of procedures and keep appropriate records, such as raw 



ISPM 44  Requirements for the use of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures 

ISPM 44-8 International Plant Protection Convention 

data on gas concentrations and temperature recorded during treatments. Accurate record keeping is 

essential to allow for trace-back capability.  

6.1 Documentation of procedures 

Procedures should be documented to ensure that commodities are treated consistently in accordance 

with the treatment schedule. Process controls and operational parameters should be established to 

provide the operational details necessary for the authorization of a treatment provider. Calibration and 

quality control procedures should be documented by the treatment provider. The documented procedures 

should include the following: 

- commodity handling before, during and after treatment; 

- orientation and configuration of the commodity during treatment; 

- treatment parameters and the means for measuring and recording them; 

- gas and temperature sensor calibration;  

- contingency plans and corrective actions to be taken in the event of treatment failure or problems 

with treatment parameters; 

- handling of rejected lots;  

- labelling (if required), record keeping and documentation requirements; 

- training of personnel. 

6.2 Record keeping 

Treatment providers should keep appropriate records for each treatment application. These records 

should be made available to the NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated 

for auditing and verification purposes or when a trace-back is necessary. 

Appropriate records for modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures, including 

equipment calibration records, should be kept by the treatment provider for at least one year to enable 

the trace-back of treated lots. Records on individual treatments may include data on: 

- identification of facility and treatment provider; 

- treatment schedule applied; 

- commodity treated; 

- target regulated pest; 

- packer, grower, exporter and place of production of the commodity; 

- lot size and volume, including number of articles or packages; 

- treatment number or other identifying markings or characteristics of the lot; 

- date and duration of treatment and name of individual performing the treatment; 

- gas concentration or concentrations, temperature of commodity and (if required) other 

atmospheric parameters such as humidity and pressure; 

- any observed deviation from the treatment schedule and, where appropriate, subsequent actions 

taken. 

6.3 Documentation by the NPPO 

All NPPO procedures should be appropriately documented and records, including those of monitoring 

inspections made and phytosanitary certificates issued, should be maintained for at least one year. In 

cases of non-compliance or new or unexpected phytosanitary situations, documentation should be made 

available upon request as described in ISPM 13 (Guidelines for the notification of non-compliance and 

emergency action). 
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7. Inspection 

Inspection should be carried out by the NPPO of the exporting country, and an inspection at import may 

be carried out by the NPPO of the importing country, to determine compliance with phytosanitary import 

requirements. Where live non-target pests are found after treatment, by either the NPPO of the exporting 

country or the NPPO of the importing country, the NPPO should consider if their survival indicates a 

treatment failure and whether additional phytosanitary measures may be necessary.  

The NPPO of the importing country may examine documentation and records for treatments conducted 

during transport to determine compliance with phytosanitary import requirements.  

8. Responsibilities 

The NPPO of the country in which the treatment is conducted or initiated is responsible for the 

evaluation, approval and auditing of the application of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary 

measures, including those performed by the NPPO itself or by other authorized treatment providers. 

When treatments are conducted or completed during transport, the NPPO of the exporting country is 

usually responsible for authorizing the treatment provider applying the treatment during transport and 

the NPPO of the importing country is responsible for verifying if the treatment requirements have been 

met.  

To the extent necessary, the NPPO should cooperate with other national regulatory agencies concerned 

with the development, approval and safety of the modified atmosphere treatment, including the training 

and certification of personnel conducting the treatment, the authorization of treatment providers, and the 

approval of treatment facilities. The respective responsibilities of the NPPO and the other regulatory 

agencies, if any, should be identified to avoid requirements that are overlapping, conflicting, inconsistent 

or unjustified. 
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Adoption 

This standard was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 

March 2021. 

INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

This standard provides requirements for national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) if they decide 

to authorize entities to perform specific phytosanitary actions on their behalf.  

In accordance with Article V.2(a) of the IPPC, this standard does not cover the issuance of phytosanitary 

certificates. Also, this standard does not cover the development and establishment of phytosanitary 

measures.  

References 

The present standard refers to ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal 

(IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms. 

IPPC Secretariat. 1997. International Plant Protection Convention. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

Definitions 

Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 (Glossary of 

phytosanitary terms). 

Outline of requirements 

This standard outlines the key requirements for the development of an authorization programme and the 

eligibility criteria for entities to become authorized. The standard identifies the roles and responsibilities 

of the parties involved in the implementation of an authorization programme. It also describes processes 

for audits, types of nonconformities, and suspension and revocation of authorization.  

BACKGROUND 

Article IV of the IPPC sets out the responsibilities for NPPOs. Article V.2(a) of the IPPC provides for 

the possibility of NPPOs authorizing entities to perform phytosanitary actions. The concept of 

authorization is referred to in several ISPMs, such as ISPM 3 (Guidelines for the export, shipment, 

import and release of biological control agents and other beneficial organisms), ISPM 6 (Surveillance), 

ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system), ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates), ISPM 20 

(Guidelines for a phytosanitary import regulatory system), ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection), 

ISPM 42 (Requirements for the use of temperature treatments as phytosanitary measures) and ISPM 43 

(Requirements for the use of fumigation as a phytosanitary measure). In order to foster confidence 

between NPPOs, there is a need to harmonize the requirements for authorizations of specific 

phytosanitary actions and to ensure that the practice aligns with the principles of the IPPC. If an NPPO 

decides to authorize entities, it remains responsible for the phytosanitary actions performed by the 

entities on its behalf. 

IMPACTS ON BIODIVERSITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

Authorization programmes may have a positive impact on biodiversity and the environment because 

they may contribute to the delivery of phytosanitary actions.  

https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms
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REQUIREMENTS 

There is no obligation for NPPOs to authorize entities to perform phytosanitary actions. However, if an 

NPPO decides to authorize entities, the following requirements apply. 

1. Basic understanding of authorization 

An NPPO decides whether to use authorization of entities to perform phytosanitary actions. 

Authorization may be used by NPPOs to authorize entities to perform specific phytosanitary actions, to 

audit other authorized entities, or to supervise phytosanitary actions. Examples of phytosanitary actions 

that an NPPO may decide to authorize an entity to perform include monitoring, sampling, inspection, 

testing, surveillance, treatment, post-entry quarantine and destruction. If an NPPO decides to authorize 

entities, it should have sole responsibility for deciding which entity is authorized and for which specific 

phytosanitary actions. Audits may be conducted by an authorized entity in order to assess the eligibility 

of another entity to perform a specific phytosanitary action; however, the decision to authorize should 

be the responsibility of the NPPO alone. 

The NPPO is responsible for ensuring that the authorized entity performs the phytosanitary actions 

according to the NPPO’s requirements. With the authorization, the phytosanitary action is performed by 

the entity but the responsibility remains with the NPPO. Authorization may be given only to perform 

phytosanitary actions to implement phytosanitary measures that are decided by the NPPO. Authorization 

to perform phytosanitary actions does not include NPPO core activities such as issuance of phytosanitary 

certificates or development and establishment of phytosanitary measures because these are not 

phytosanitary actions. The NPPO should have sufficient staff with the necessary expertise to carry out 

oversight, including auditing, of authorized entities. 

In this standard, “entities” include the providers of phytosanitary action (e.g. individuals, organizations, 

enterprises) and, where appropriate, their facilities (such as equipment, laboratories, treatment 

enclosures). In some cases, authorization of entities may require an NPPO to approve individuals within 

the entity (such as those responsible for specific phytosanitary actions), relevant documentation, 

facilities, or any combination of these. The NPPO and the entity should determine the nature of the 

authorization agreement. 

2. Authorization programme 

Under its phytosanitary system, an NPPO deciding to authorize entities to perform specific 

phytosanitary actions should establish an authorization programme.  

Before deciding to authorize entities to perform phytosanitary actions and developing an authorization 

programme, NPPOs should ensure that their country’s legal framework enables them to authorize, 

suspend, revoke and reinstate authorizations.  

NPPOs should only set up authorization programmes that result in effective phytosanitary actions that 

are delivered with integrity and transparency. The authorization programme should ensure that the 

authorized entities are accountable to the NPPO for these actions and that phytosanitary security is 

maintained, consistent with the provisions of the IPPC and ISPMs. 

2.1  Development of authorization programme 

The NPPO should develop an authorization programme that is appropriate for its purposes, first defining 

the programme’s scope and objectives. When developing an authorization programme, the NPPO 

should: 

- set the requirements that must be met by an entity to be authorized;  

- develop procedures for receiving, maintaining and delivering information, including procedures 

to ensure confidentiality; 
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- develop procedures to process the information received, from the time of receipt of the 

information required by the NPPO and its subsequent evaluation to the decision on whether to 

grant authorization to the entity; 

- develop a training plan to ensure that NPPO personnel have the expertise to manage the 

authorization programme; 

- develop training or identify minimum training, equipment, competency and skills requirements 

for entities to perform phytosanitary actions (these requirements should be equivalent to those 

required for the NPPO if it were to undertake the same phytosanitary actions); 

- develop a template agreement that can be used to formalize the authorization of entities and make 

the authorization legally binding; 

- determine a validity period for the authorization agreement, including the timing of any review 

and the length of any extension if appropriate; 

- develop specific performance criteria, guidelines and performance-based verification processes 

for the actions performed by the entities;  

- develop an audit or monitoring process and supporting tools, which may include audit or 

monitoring checklists and templates for audit or monitoring reports, and templates for corrective 

action reports; 

- develop criteria to determine nonconformities; 

- develop a process to address nonconformity, this including, where appropriate, suspending, 

reinstating or revoking authorization; 

- develop a process for the authorized entity to voluntarily withdraw from the authorization 

agreement with the NPPO; 

- identify risks which may arise from authorization and which need to be managed through the 

authorization programme; 

- develop contingency plans for ensuring continuity of action in the event that an authorized entity 

has its authorization suspended or revoked or voluntarily withdraws from the authorization 

programme;  

- develop a process to ensure efficient and effective communication between the NPPO and the 

authorized entity; 

- develop a process to maintain an up-to-date list of authorized entities;  

- develop a framework to assess the impartiality and independence of entities, and to assess and 

identify any potential conflicts of interest and address them appropriately (e.g. by requiring 

entities to be free of any conflict of interest or by allowing entities to manage conflicts of interest).  

3. Criteria for eligibility of entities 

The NPPO should ensure that the entity meets the following criteria: 

- it can legally operate in the country of authorization; 

- it has the ability to enter into an agreement with the NPPO; 

- it has sufficient resources (financial and human), including the expertise, equipment and 

infrastructure required, to undertake the specific phytosanitary actions to be performed and to 

ensure continuity of service; 

- it appoints or identifies the individual or individuals who will be responsible for delivery of the 

phytosanitary actions to be performed; 

- it has documentation demonstrating the process by which it will consistently meet the 

requirements set by the NPPO for the phytosanitary actions to be performed;  

- it agrees to conform with the NPPO’s requirements, including requirements on impartiality, 

independence and conflicts of interest (e.g. to declare whether it is free of any conflict of interest 

or to identify potential conflicts of interest);  
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- it has a clear statement of liability for damages if these result from actions it performs in its role 

as an authorized entity; 

- it has a process to ensure efficient and effective resolution of conflicts with the client receiving 

delivery of the phytosanitary action (if the client is not the NPPO), including a process to elevate 

issues to the NPPO for a final decision. 

4. Roles and responsibilities for implementing the authorization programme 

4.1 Roles and responsibilities of the NPPO 

The roles and responsibilities of the NPPO should include the following: 

- to assess the entity against the criteria for eligibility for authorization set in this standard and those 

established by the NPPO;  

- to evaluate the entity against the requirements set by the NPPO regarding its documented 

procedures and their implementation on-site, and propose suggestions for improvement as 

necessary; 

- to clearly define the phytosanitary actions the entity is authorized to perform and the performance 

criteria;  

- to enter into an agreement which authorizes the entity to perform specific phytosanitary actions, 

and to review and update the agreement as necessary; 

- to notify entities that do not meet the criteria for eligibility and provide the rationale for the 

decision; 

- to train NPPO personnel and, if needed, authorized entities’ personnel and ensure that their skills 

and competencies are maintained at an adequate level to consistently implement the authorization 

programme;  

- to carry out regular audits or monitoring of the authorized entity to verify that it conforms with 

the requirements of the NPPO’s authorization programme; 

- to carry out internal audits of its own procedures and processes to verify that the objectives of its 

authorization programme continue to be met; 

- to implement processes for addressing identified nonconformities, including determining the 

corrective actions and requiring the authorized entity to take the corrective actions, and, where 

appropriate, suspending or revoking authorization, which may include regulatory enforcement; 

- to implement processes for reinstatement of authorization; 

- to implement processes for the entity to voluntarily withdraw from the authorization agreement 

with the NPPO, when needed; 

- to maintain documentation, including records and published lists of authorized entities, 

corresponding authorized phytosanitary action, and authorization period, if applicable; 

- to identify for how long an entity needs to save its records, in relation to the specific phytosanitary 

actions performed; 

- to implement and maintain transparent, efficient and effective communication on the 

authorization programme, in particular between the NPPO and the authorized entities; 

- to ensure that NPPO personnel involved in authorization of entities maintain impartiality and are 

free of any conflict of interest. 

4.2 Roles and responsibilities of the entity 

The roles and responsibilities of the entity should include the following:  

- to provide required information to the NPPO when being considered for authorization to perform 

specific phytosanitary actions;  

- to enter into a written agreement to perform the specific phytosanitary actions;  
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- to implement documented procedures to conform with the requirements set by the NPPO, which 

may cover: 

 operating procedures describing how specific phytosanitary actions are performed 

(i.e. who does what, when, where and how), 

 skills and competency of personnel, 

 training of personnel, 

 document control, which includes: 

 revision of documents 

 records, in particular of the activities undertaken in relation to the specific phytosanitary 

actions, 

 a list of equipment and their maintenance or calibration schedule, where appropriate, 

 internal audit, 

 management of nonconformity; 

- to provide notification (within an agreed time frame) to the NPPO upon a major change in 

management or location, a change in process, a nonconformity or any other information that has 

an impact on the specific phytosanitary action that has been authorized; 

- to maintain infrastructure and security, where applicable, and resources to consistently carry out 

the specific phytosanitary actions to conform with the requirements set by the NPPO; 

- to ensure that personnel have the relevant knowledge and experience required by the NPPO to 

perform the specific phytosanitary actions; 

- to train personnel and ensure that their skills and competencies are maintained at an adequate 

level to consistently carry out the specific phytosanitary actions to conform with the requirements 

set by the NPPO; 

- to maintain and provide documented procedures (including records of its activities) to the NPPO 

as required; 

- to undergo monitoring, audits and controls as described in the requirements set by the NPPO; 

- to comply with the requirements set in the authorization agreement, the phytosanitary procedures, 

standards, legislation and guidelines of the NPPO that relate to the authorization; 

- to maintain the confidentiality of the information obtained through the authorized phytosanitary 

actions. 

4.2.1 Roles and responsibilities of entities authorized to audit or supervise 

The NPPO may choose to authorize entities to audit other authorized entities or to supervise 

phytosanitary actions. An entity that audits other authorized entities or supervises phytosanitary actions 

should meet the requirements in section 4.2. The roles and responsibilities of the entity should also 

include the following:  

- to develop and carry out an action plan, including procedures or corrective actions, for dealing 

with nonconformities of the entities it audits that compromise the integrity of and trust in the 

programme, including notification (within an agreed time frame) of these to the authorizing 

NPPO; 

- to maintain confidentiality of information gained through its auditing or supervisory activities; 

- to maintain impartiality and independence from the entities it audits or supervises, and be free of 

any conflict of interest; 

- to ensure personnel have the relevant knowledge, experience and training to carry out the specific 

audits or supervision being performed; 

- to undertake internal audits to provide continuous feedback and identify system gaps (if 

applicable). 
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5. Process for audits 

5.1 Audits to authorize an entity 

If an NPPO decides to consider the authorization of an entity, the NPPO (or the entity authorized to 

conduct audits) should first carry out an initial evaluation of the entity’s documented procedures.  

When the documented procedures are acceptable, the NPPO (or the entity authorized to conduct audits) 

should carry out an audit to evaluate the entire system and the capability of the entity to implement the 

documented operating procedures for each phytosanitary action.  

At each step of the audit, the NPPO (or the entity authorized to conduct audits) should provide feedback 

to the entity on observations and opportunities for improvement as necessary. 

The decision about whether to grant authorization should rest solely with the NPPO. The NPPO should 

only authorize the entity if the audit demonstrates that the NPPO’s requirements for authorization of 

entities have been met. 

5.2 Audits to maintain authorization 

The NPPO should determine the minimum frequency of the audits to maintain authorization, based on 

the scope and complexity of the phytosanitary actions and the associated level of pest risk, the 

performance of the authorized entity and the nonconformities identified, and the results of previous 

audits. An unscheduled audit may be conducted, for instance upon receipt of a notification of non-

compliance from an importing country. 

Audits may be conducted by the NPPO (or the entity authorized to conduct audits) on a specific part or 

parts of the entity’s system, as necessary.  

6. Types of nonconformity 

When the authorized entity does not meet the requirements specified by the NPPO as set out in the 

authorization agreement, this should be considered as a nonconformity.  

A nonconformity may be identified during audits, supervision, or investigations triggered by notification 

of non-compliance (ISPM 13 (Guidelines for the notification of non-compliance and emergency 

action)). 

The type and number of nonconformities identified should be used by the NPPO to determine the status 

of the entity (authorized, suspended or revoked) and the follow-up audit frequency.   

If a nonconformity is identified, the NPPO (or the entity authorized to audit or supervise) should require 

the authorized entity to take corrective action. 

Nonconformities may be considered as critical nonconformities (section 6.1) or other nonconformities 

(section 6.2). 

6.1 Critical nonconformity 

“Critical nonconformity” is a nonconformity that immediately impacts the integrity of and trust in the 

NPPO’s phytosanitary system and that requires a rapid corrective action to be identified and 

implemented. The NPPO may consider nonconformities to be critical in situations such as: 

- when there is evidence of failing to properly perform authorized phytosanitary actions; 

- when a corrective action is not implemented to the satisfaction of the NPPO (or the entity 

authorized to audit or supervise);  

- when there is a failure to implement timely corrective actions to remedy the shortcomings 

identified; 

- when the integrity or impartiality of the entity is shown to have been compromised; 
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- when there is evidence of fraud. 

An entity’s authorization to perform a specific phytosanitary action should be suspended or revoked 

immediately if a critical nonconformity is identified. The NPPO should have a system in place to manage 

the critical nonconformity. 

6.2 Other nonconformity 

“Other nonconformity” is a nonconformity that does not directly or immediately impact the integrity of 

and trust in the NPPO’s phytosanitary system and is not considered a critical nonconformity by the 

NPPO. 

Other nonconformity requires corrective actions to be taken within a time frame specified by the NPPO 

(or the entity authorized to audit or supervise).  

Suspension or revocation of the authorization is not needed but may be considered when this type of 

nonconformity is repeatedly identified or when corrective actions are not taken within the required time 

frame. The decision about whether to suspend or revoke authorization of the entity should rest solely 

with the NPPO. 

7. Suspension and revocation of authorization 

The decision to suspend, revoke or reinstate authorization of the entity should rest solely with the NPPO. 

Suspension. The NPPO temporarily suspends the authorization of an entity for a specified time in order 

for the entity to implement corrective action. 

Revocation. The NPPO withdraws the authorization of an entity.  

An entity that has had its authorization suspended and that wishes to have its authorization reinstated 

should apply to the NPPO for reinstatement. When an entity’s authorization has been revoked, the NPPO 

should evaluate if the entity is eligible for a new authorization. Affected entities should make an 

application for a new authorization, according to the rules set by the NPPO. The decision about whether 

to reinstate an entity’s authorization should rest solely with the NPPO. 

An entity that has voluntarily withdrawn from an authorization agreement and that wishes to have its 

authorization reinstated should apply to the NPPO for reinstatement. 
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Adoption 

This standard was first recommended for publication as an international standard by the FAO Committee 

of Experts on Phytosanitary Measures in 1996, and published in 1997. The first version of the Glossary 

as ISPM 5 was adopted by the Second Session of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures 

in 1999. It has undergone repeated modifications since then. The current edition of ISPM 5 arises from 

amendments adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in March 

2021.  

Supplement 1 was first adopted by the Third Session of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary 

Measures in April 2001. The first revision of Supplement 1 was adopted by the Seventh Session of the 

Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in March 2012. Supplement 2 was adopted by the Fifth Session 

of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in April 2003. Appendix 1 was adopted by the 

Fourth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in March–April 2009. 

INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

This reference standard is a listing of terms and definitions with specific meaning for phytosanitary 

systems worldwide. It has been developed to provide a harmonized internationally agreed vocabulary 

associated with the implementation of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) and 

International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs). 

Within the context of the IPPC and its ISPMs, all references to plants should be understood to continue 

to include algae and fungi, consistent with the International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and 

plants. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this reference standard is to increase clarity and consistency in the use and understanding 

of terms and definitions which are used by contracting parties for official phytosanitary purposes, in 

phytosanitary legislation and regulations, as well as for official information exchange. 

References 

The references below correspond to the approval of terms and definitions, as indicated in the definitions. 

For ISPMs, they do not indicate the most recent version (which is available on the IPP at 

https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms). 

CBD. 2000. Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety to the Convention on Biological Diversity. Montreal, 

CBD. 

CEPM. 1996. Report of the Third Meeting of the FAO Committee of Experts on Phytosanitary 

Measures, Rome, 13–17 May 1996. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 1997. Report of the Fourth Meeting of the FAO Committee of Experts on Phytosanitary Measures, 

Rome, 6-10 October 1997. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 1999. Report of the Sixth Meeting of the Committee of Experts on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

Italy: 17–21 May 1999. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

CPM. 2007. Report of the Second Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

26–30 March 2007. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2008. Report of the Third Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

7–11 April 2008. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2009. Report of the Fourth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

30 March–3 April 2009. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms
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—— 2012. Report of the Seventh Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

19–23 March 2012. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2013. Report of the Eighth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, 8-12 April 

2013. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2015. Report of the Tenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

16–20 March 2015. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2016. Report of the Eleventh Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

4–8 March 2016. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2018. Report of the Thirteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

16–20 April 2018. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2019. Report of the Fourteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

1–5 April 2019. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2021. Report of the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

16 March, 18 March and 1 April 2021. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

FAO. 1990. FAO Glossary of phytosanitary terms. FAO Plant Protection Bulletin, 38(1): 5–23. [current 

equivalent: ISPM 5] 

FAO. 1995. See ISPM 5, 1995. 

ICPM. 1998. Report of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 3–6 November 

1998. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2001. Report of the Third Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 2–6 April 2001. 

Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2002. Report of the Fourth Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 

11–15 March 2002. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2003. Report of the Fifth Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 07–11 April 

2003. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

—— 2005. Report of the Seventh Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, Rome, 4–7 April 

2005. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

IPPC. 1997. International Plant Protection Convention. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISO/IEC. 1991. ISO/IEC Guide 2:1991, General terms and their definitions concerning standardization 

and related activities. Geneva, International Organization for Standardization, International 

Electrotechnical Commission. 

ISPM 2. 2007. Framework for pest risk analysis. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 3. 1995. Code of conduct for the import and release of exotic biological control agents. Rome, 

IPPC Secretariat, FAO. [published 1996]  

ISPM 3. 2005. Guidelines for the export, shipment, import and release of biological control agents and 

other beneficial organisms. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 5. 1995. Glossary of phytosanitary terms. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. [published 1996]  

ISPM 8. 1998. Determination of pest status in an area. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 10. 1999. Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of production and pest free 

production sites. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 11. 2001. Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO.  

ISPM 11. 2004. Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and 

living modified organisms. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 14. 2002. The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management. Rome, 

IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 15. 2002. Guidelines for regulating wood packaging material in international trade. Rome, IPPC 

Secretariat, FAO.  
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ISPM 16. 2002. Regulated non-quarantine pests: concept and application. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, 

FAO. 

ISPM 17. 2002. Pest reporting. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 18. 2003. Guidelines for the use of irradiation as a phytosanitary measure. Rome, IPPC 

Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 20. 2004. Guidelines for a phytosanitary import regulatory system. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, 

FAO. 

ISPM 21. 2004. Pest risk analysis for regulated non-quarantine pests. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 22. 2005. Requirements for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence. Rome, IPPC 

Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 23. 2005. Guidelines for inspection. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 24. 2005. Guidelines for the determination and recognition of equivalence of phytosanitary 

measures. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 25. 2006. Consignments in transit. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 27. 2006. Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

ISPM 28. 2007. Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests. Rome, IPPC Secretariat, FAO. 

WTO. 1994. Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures. Geneva, World 

Trade Organization. 

Outline of reference 

The purpose of this standard is to assist national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) and others in 

information exchange and the harmonization of vocabulary used in official communications and 

legislation pertaining to phytosanitary measures. The present version incorporates revisions agreed as a 

result of the approval of the International Plant Protection Convention (1997) and terms added through 

the adoption of additional International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs). 

The Glossary contains all terms and definitions approved until the Fifteenth Session of the Commission 

on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM, 2021). References in square brackets refer to the approval of the term 

and definition, and not to subsequent adjustments in translation. 

As in previous editions of the Glossary, terms in definitions are printed in bold to indicate their relation 

to other Glossary terms and to avoid unnecessary repetition of elements described elsewhere in the 

Glossary. Derived forms of words that appear in the Glossary (e.g. inspected from inspection) are also 

considered glossary terms. 
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PHYTOSANITARY TERMS AND DEFINITIONS 

* Indicates that the term, at the time of publishing, is on the work programme of the Technical Panel 

for the Glossary which means the terms or definitions may be revised or deleted in the future. 

 

absorbed dose Quantity of radiating energy absorbed per unit of mass of a specified 

target [ISPM 18, 2003, revised CPM, 2012] 

additional declaration A statement that is required by an importing country to be entered on a 

phytosanitary certificate and which provides specific additional 

information on a consignment in relation to regulated pests or 

regulated articles [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 2005; CPM, 2016] 

area An officially defined country, part of a country or all or parts of several 

countries [FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 2, 1995; CEPM, 1999; based on 

the World Trade Organization Agreement on the Application of Sanitary 

and Phytosanitary Measures (WTO, 1994)] 

area endangered See endangered area 

area of low pest 

prevalence 

An area, whether all of a country, part of a country, or all or parts of 

several countries, as identified by the competent authorities, in which a 

specific pest is present at low levels and which is subject to effective 

surveillance or control measures [IPPC, 1997; revised CPM, 2015] 

bark The layer of a woody trunk, branch or root outside the cambium [CPM, 

2008] 

bark-free wood Wood from which all bark, except ingrown bark around knots and bark 

pockets between rings of annual growth, has been removed [ISPM 15, 

2002; revised CPM, 2008] 

biological control agent A natural enemy, antagonist or competitor, or other organism, used for 

pest control [ISPM 3, 1995; revised ISPM 3, 2005] 

buffer zone An area surrounding or adjacent to an area officially delimited for 

phytosanitary purposes in order to minimize the probability of spread 

of the target pest into or out of the delimited area, and subject to 

phytosanitary or other control measures, if appropriate [ISPM 10, 1999; 

revised ISPM 22, 2005; CPM, 2007] 

chemical pressure 

impregnation 

Treatment of wood with a chemical preservative through a process of 

pressure in accordance with an official technical specification 

[ISPM 15, 2002; revised ICPM, 2005] 

clearance (of a 

consignment) 

Verification of compliance with phytosanitary regulations [FAO, 

1995] 

Commission The Commission on Phytosanitary Measures established under Article 

XI [IPPC, 1997] 

commodity A type of plant, plant product, or other article being moved for trade 

or other purpose [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 2001] 

commodity pest list A list of pests present in an area which may be associated with a specific 

commodity [CEPM, 1996; revised CPM, 2015] 
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compliance procedure 
(for a consignment) 

Official procedure used to verify that a consignment complies with 

phytosanitary import requirements or phytosanitary measures 

related to transit [CEPM, 1999; revised CPM, 2009] 

consignment A quantity of plants, plant products or other articles being moved from 

one country to another and covered, when required, by a single 

phytosanitary certificate (a consignment may be composed of one or 

more commodities or lots) [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 2001] 

consignment in transit A consignment which passes through a country without being imported, 

and that may be subject to phytosanitary measures [FAO, 1990; 

revised CEPM, 1996; CEPM 1999; ICPM, 2002; ISPM 25, 2006; 

formerly “country of transit”] 

containment Application of phytosanitary measures in and around an infested area 

to prevent spread of a pest [FAO, 1995] 

contaminating pest A pest that is carried by a commodity, packaging, conveyance or 

container, or present in a storage place and that, in the case of plants and 

plant products, does not infest them [CEPM, 1996; revised CEPM, 

1999; CPM, 2018] 

contamination Presence of a contaminating pest or unintended presence of a 

regulated article in or on a commodity, packaging, conveyance, 

container or storage place [CEPM, 1997; revised ICPM, 1999; CPM, 

2018] 

control (of a pest) Suppression, containment or eradication of a pest population [FAO, 

1995] 

corrective action plan 

(in an area) 

Documented plan of phytosanitary actions to be implemented in an 

area officially delimited for phytosanitary purposes if a pest is detected 

or a tolerance level is exceeded or in the case of faulty implementation 

of officially established procedures [CPM, 2009] 

country of origin (of a 

consignment of plant 

products) 

Country where the plants from which the plant products are derived 

were grown [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1996; CEPM, 1999] 

country of origin (of a 

consignment of plants) 

Country where the plants were grown [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 

1996; CEPM, 1999] 

country of origin (of 

regulated articles other 

than plants and plant 

products) 

Country where the regulated articles were first exposed to 

contamination by pests [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1996; CEPM, 

1999] 

debarked wood Wood that has been subjected to any process that results in the removal 

of bark. (Debarked wood is not necessarily bark-free wood.) [CPM, 

2008; replacing “debarking”] 

delimiting survey Survey conducted to establish the boundaries of an area considered to 

be infested by or free from a pest [FAO, 1990] 

detection survey* Survey conducted in an area to determine if pests are present [FAO, 

1990; revised FAO, 1995] 
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detention Keeping a consignment in official custody or confinement, as a 

phytosanitary measure [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; CEPM, 1999; 

ICPM, 2005] 

devitalization A procedure rendering plants or plant products incapable of 

germination, growth or further reproduction [ICPM, 2001] 

dose mapping Measurement of the absorbed dose distribution within a process load 

through the use of dosimeters placed at specific locations within the 

process load [ISPM 18, 2003] 

dunnage Wood packaging material used to secure or support a commodity but 

which does not remain associated with the commodity [FAO, 1990; 

revised ISPM 15, 2002] 

ecosystem A dynamic complex of plant, animal and microorganism communities 

and their abiotic environment interacting as a functional unit [ISPM 3, 

1995; revised ICPM, 2005] 

efficacy (of a treatment) A defined, measurable, and reproducible effect by a prescribed 

treatment [ISPM 18, 2003] 

emergency action A prompt phytosanitary action undertaken in a new or unexpected 

phytosanitary situation [ICPM, 2001] 

emergency measure A phytosanitary measure established as a matter of urgency in a new 

or unexpected phytosanitary situation. An emergency measure may or 

may not be a provisional measure [ICPM, 2001; revised ICPM, 2005] 

endangered area An area where ecological factors favour the establishment of a pest 

whose presence in the area will result in economically important loss 

[ISPM 2, 1995] 

entry (of a consignment) Movement through a point of entry into an area [FAO, 1995] 

entry (of a pest) Movement of a pest into an area where it is not yet present, or present 

but not widely distributed and being officially controlled [ISPM 2, 

1995] 

equivalence (of 

phytosanitary measures) 

The situation where, for a specified pest risk, different phytosanitary 

measures achieve a contracting party’s appropriate level of protection 

[FAO, 1995; revised CEPM, 1999; based on the World Trade 

Organization Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and 

Phytosanitary Measures (WTO, 1994); ISPM 24, 2005] 

eradication Application of phytosanitary measures to eliminate a pest from an 

area [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; formerly “eradicate”] 

establishment (of a pest) Perpetuation, for the foreseeable future, of a pest within an area after 

entry [FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 2, 1995; IPPC, 1997; formerly 

“established”] 

exclusion (of a pest) Application of phytosanitary measures to prevent the entry or 

establishment of a pest into an area [CPM, 2018] 

field A plot of land with defined boundaries within a place of production on 

which a commodity is grown [FAO, 1990] 
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find free To inspect a consignment, field or place of production and consider it 

to be free from a specific pest [FAO, 1990] 

free from (of a 

consignment, field or 

place of production) 

Without pests (or a specific pest) in numbers or quantities that can be 

detected by the application of phytosanitary procedures [FAO, 1990; 

revised FAO, 1995; CEPM, 1999] 

fresh Living; not dried, deep-frozen or otherwise conserved [FAO, 1990] 

fumigation Treatment with a chemical agent that reaches the commodity wholly 

or primarily in a gaseous state [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995] 

germplasm Plants intended for use in breeding or conservation programmes [FAO, 

1990] 

grain (as a commodity) Seeds (in the botanical sense) for processing or consumption, but not for 

planting [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 2001; CPM, 2016; CPM, 2021] 

growing medium Any material in which plant roots are growing or intended for that 

purpose [FAO, 1990] 

growing period Period when a plant species actively grows in an area, place of 

production or production site [ICPM, 2003; revised CPM, 2019] 

habitat Part of an ecosystem with conditions in which an organism is naturally 

present or can establish [ICPM, 2005; revised CPM, 2015] 

harmonization The establishment, recognition and application by different countries of 

phytosanitary measures based on common standards [FAO, 1995; 

revised CEPM, 1999; based on the World Trade Organization 

Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures 

(WTO, 1994)] 

harmonized 

phytosanitary measures 

Phytosanitary measures established by contracting parties to the 

IPPC, based on international standards [IPPC, 1997] 

heat treatment The process in which a commodity is heated until it reaches a minimum 

temperature for a minimum period of time according to an official 

technical specification [ISPM 15, 2002; revised ICPM, 2005] 

host pest list A list of pests that infest a plant species, globally or in an area [CEPM, 

1996; revised CEPM, 1999] 

host range Species capable, under natural conditions, of sustaining a specific pest 

or other organism [FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 3, 2005] 

import permit Official document authorizing importation of a commodity in 

accordance with specified phytosanitary import requirements [FAO, 

1990; revised FAO, 1995; ICPM, 2005] 

inactivation Rendering microorganisms incapable of development [ISPM 18, 2003] 

incidence (of a pest)* Proportion or number of units in which a pest is present in a sample, 

consignment, field or other defined population [CPM, 2009] 

incursion An isolated population of a pest recently detected in an area, not known 

to be established, but expected to survive for the immediate future 

[ICPM, 2003] 
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infestation (of a 

commodity) 

Presence in a commodity of a living pest of the plant or plant product 

concerned. Infestation includes infection [CEPM, 1997; revised CEPM, 

1999] 

inspection* Official visual examination of plants, plant products or other 

regulated articles to determine if pests are present or to determine 

compliance with phytosanitary regulations [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 

1995; formerly “inspect”] 

inspector Person authorized by a national plant protection organization to 

discharge its functions [FAO, 1990] 

integrity (of a 

consignment)* 

Composition of a consignment as described by its phytosanitary 

certificate or other officially acceptable document, maintained without 

loss, addition or substitution [CPM, 2007] 

intended use Declared purpose for which plants, plant products or other articles are 

imported, produced or used [ISPM 16, 2002; revised CPM, 2009] 

interception (of a 

consignment) 

The refusal or controlled entry of an imported consignment due to 

failure to comply with phytosanitary regulations [FAO, 1990; revised 

FAO, 1995] 

interception (of a pest) The detection of a pest during inspection or testing of an imported 

consignment [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1996] 

intermediate quarantine Quarantine in a country other than the country of origin or destination 

[CEPM, 1996] 

International Plant 

Protection Convention 

International Plant Protection Convention, as deposited with FAO in 

Rome in 1951 and as subsequently amended [FAO, 1990] 

International Standard 

for Phytosanitary 

Measures 

An international standard adopted by the Conference of FAO, the 

Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures or the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures, established under the IPPC [CEPM, 1996; 

revised CEPM, 1999] 

international standards International standards established in accordance with Article X 

paragraphs 1 and 2 of the IPPC [IPPC, 1997] 

introduction (of a pest) The entry of a pest resulting in its establishment [FAO, 1990; revised 

ISPM 2, 1995; IPPC, 1997] 

inundative release The release of large numbers of mass-produced biological control 

agents or beneficial organisms with the expectation of achieving a rapid 

effect [ISPM 3, 1995; revised ISPM 3, 2005] 

IPPC International Plant Protection Convention, as deposited in 1951 with 

FAO in Rome and as subsequently amended [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 

2001] 

irradiation Treatment with any type of ionizing radiation [ISPM 18, 2003] 

ISPM International Standard for Phytosanitary Measures [CEPM, 1996; 

revised ICPM, 2001] 
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living modified 

organism 

Any living organism that possesses a novel combination of genetic 

material obtained through the use of modern biotechnology [Cartagena 

Protocol on Biosafety to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD, 

2000)] 

LMO living modified organism [ISPM 11, 2004] 

lot A number of units of a single commodity, identifiable by its 

homogeneity of composition, origin etc., forming part of a consignment 

[FAO, 1990] 

minimum absorbed dose 

(Dmin) 

The localized minimum absorbed dose within the process load 

[ISPM 18, 2003] 

modern biotechnology The application of:  

a. in vitro nucleic acid techniques, including recombinant 

deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) and direct injection of nucleic 

acid into cells or organelles; or  

b. fusion of cells beyond the taxonomic family,  

that overcome natural physiological reproductive or recombination 

barriers and that are not techniques used in traditional breeding and 

selection. [Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety to the Convention on 

Biological Diversity (CBD, 2000)] 

monitoring An official ongoing process to verify phytosanitary situations [CEPM, 

1996] 

monitoring survey Ongoing survey to verify the characteristics of a pest population 

[ISPM 4, 1995] 

national plant protection 

organization 

Official service established by a government to discharge the functions 

specified by the IPPC [FAO, 1990; formerly “plant protection 

organization (national)”] 

natural enemy An organism which lives at the expense of another organism in its area 

of origin and which may help to limit the population of that organism. 

This includes parasitoids, parasites, predators, phytophagous 

organisms and pathogens [ISPM 3, 1995; revised ISPM 3, 2005] 

non-quarantine pest Pest that is not a quarantine pest for an area [FAO, 1995] 

NPPO National plant protection organization [FAO, 1990; ICPM, 2001] 

official Established, authorized or performed by a national plant protection 

organization [FAO, 1990] 

official control The active enforcement of mandatory phytosanitary regulations and 

the application of mandatory phytosanitary procedures with the 

objective of eradication or containment of quarantine pests or for the 

management of regulated non-quarantine pests [ICPM, 2001] 

outbreak A recently detected pest population, including an incursion, or a sudden 

significant increase of an established pest population in an area [FAO, 

1995; revised ICPM, 2003] 

packaging Material used in supporting, protecting or carrying a commodity 

[ISPM 20, 2004] 
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parasite An organism which lives on or in a larger organism, feeding upon it 

[ISPM 3, 1995] 

parasitoid An insect parasitic only in its immature stages, killing its host in the 

process of its development, and free living as an adult [ISPM 3, 1995] 

pathogen Microorganism causing disease [ISPM 3, 1995] 

pathway Any means that allows the entry or spread of a pest [FAO, 1990; 

revised FAO, 1995] 

pest Any species, strain or biotype of plant, animal or pathogenic agent 

injurious to plants or plant products. Note: In the IPPC, “plant pest” is 

sometimes used for the term “pest” [FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 2, 1995; 

IPPC, 1997; CPM, 2012] 

pest categorization The process for determining whether a pest has or has not the 

characteristics of a quarantine pest or those of a regulated non-

quarantine pest [ISPM 11, 2001] 

pest diagnosis The process of detection and identification of a pest [ISPM 27, 2006] 

pest free area An area in which a specific pest is absent as demonstrated by scientific 

evidence and in which, where appropriate, this condition is being 

officially maintained [ISPM 2, 1995; revised CPM, 2015] 

pest free place of 

production 

Place of production in which a specific pest is absent as demonstrated 

by scientific evidence and in which, where appropriate, this condition is 

being officially maintained for a defined period [ISPM 10, 1999; revised 

CPM, 2015] 

pest free production site A production site in which a specific pest is absent, as demonstrated by 

scientific evidence, and in which, where appropriate, this condition is 

being officially maintained for a defined period [ISPM 10, 1999; revised 

CPM, 2015] 

pest record A document providing information concerning the presence or absence 

of a specific pest at a particular location at a certain time, within an area 

(usually a country) under described circumstances [CEPM, 1997] 

pest risk (for quarantine 

pests) 

The probability of introduction and spread of a pest and the magnitude 

of the associated potential economic consequences [ISPM 2, 2007] 

pest risk (for regulated 

non-quarantine pests) 

The probability that a pest in plants for planting affects the intended 

use of those plants with an economically unacceptable impact [ISPM 2, 

2007] 

pest risk analysis (agreed 

interpretation) 

The process of evaluating biological or other scientific and economic 

evidence to determine whether an organism is a pest, whether it should 

be regulated, and the strength of any phytosanitary measures to be 

taken against it [ISPM 2, 1995; revised IPPC, 1997; ISPM 2, 2007] 

pest risk assessment (for 

quarantine pests) 

Evaluation of the probability of the introduction and spread of a pest 

and the magnitude of the associated potential economic consequences 

[ISPM 2, 1995; revised ISPM 11, 2001; ISPM 2, 2007] 
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pest risk assessment (for 

regulated non-

quarantine pests) 

Evaluation of the probability that a pest in plants for planting affects 

the intended use of those plants with an economically unacceptable 

impact [ICPM, 2005] 

pest risk management 

(for quarantine pests) 

Evaluation and selection of options to reduce the risk of introduction 

and spread of a pest [ISPM 2, 1995; revised ISPM 11, 2001] 

pest risk management 

(for regulated non-

quarantine pests) 

Evaluation and selection of options to reduce the risk that a pest in 

plants for planting causes an economically unacceptable impact on the 

intended use of those plants [ICPM, 2005] 

pest status (in an area) Presence or absence, at the present time, of a pest in an area, including 

where appropriate its distribution, as officially determined using expert 

judgement on the basis of current and historical pest records and other 

information [CEPM, 1997; revised ICPM, 1998] 

PFA Pest free area [ISPM 2, 1995; revised ICPM, 2001] 

phytosanitary action An official operation, such as inspection, testing, surveillance or 

treatment, undertaken to implement phytosanitary measures [ICPM, 

2001; revised ICPM, 2005] 

phytosanitary certificate An official paper document or its official electronic equivalent, 

consistent with the model certificates of the IPPC, attesting that a 

consignment meets phytosanitary import requirements [FAO, 1990; 

revised CPM, 2012] 

phytosanitary 

certification 

Use of phytosanitary procedures leading to the issue of a 

phytosanitary certificate [FAO, 1990] 

phytosanitary import 

requirements 

Specific phytosanitary measures established by an importing country 

concerning consignments moving into that country [ICPM, 2005] 

phytosanitary legislation Basic laws granting legal authority to a national plant protection 

organization from which phytosanitary regulations may be drafted 

[FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995] 

phytosanitary measure 

(agreed interpretation) 

Any legislation, regulation or official procedure having the purpose to 

prevent the introduction or spread of quarantine pests, or to limit the 

economic impact of regulated non-quarantine pests [ISPM 4, 1995; 

revised IPPC, 1997; ICPM, 2002]  

The agreed interpretation of the term phytosanitary measure accounts for the relationship of 

phytosanitary measures to regulated non-quarantine pests. This relationship is not adequately 

reflected in the definition found in Article II of the IPPC (1997). 

phytosanitary procedure Any official method for implementing phytosanitary measures 

including the performance of inspections, tests, surveillance or 

treatments in connection with regulated pests [FAO, 1990; revised 

FAO, 1995; CEPM, 1999; ICPM, 2001; ICPM, 2005] 

phytosanitary regulation Official rule to prevent the introduction or spread of quarantine pests, 

or to limit the economic impact of regulated non-quarantine pests, 

including establishment of procedures for phytosanitary certification 

[FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 4, 1995; CEPM, 1999; ICPM, 2001] 
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phytosanitary security 

(of a consignment)* 

Maintenance of the integrity of a consignment and prevention of its 

infestation and contamination by regulated pests, through the 

application of appropriate phytosanitary measures [CPM, 2009] 

place of production Any premises or collection of fields operated as a single production or 

farming unit [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1999; CPM, 2015] 

plant products Unmanufactured material of plant origin (including grain) and those 

manufactured products that, by their nature or that of their processing, 

may create a risk for the introduction and spread of pests [FAO, 1990; 

revised IPPC, 1997; formerly “plant product”] 

plant protection 

organization (national) 

See national plant protection organization 

plant quarantine All activities designed to prevent the introduction or spread of 

quarantine pests or to ensure their official control [FAO, 1990; revised 

FAO, 1995] 

planting (including 

replanting) 

Any operation for the placing of plants in a growing medium, or by 

grafting or similar operations, to ensure their subsequent growth, 

reproduction or propagation [FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1999] 

plants Living plants and parts thereof, including seeds and germplasm 

[FAO, 1990; revised IPPC, 1997] 

plants for planting Plants intended to remain planted, to be planted or replanted 

[FAO, 1990] 

point of entry Airport, seaport, land border point or any other location officially 

designated for the importation of consignments, or the entrance of 

persons [FAO, 1995; revised CPM, 2015] 

post-entry quarantine Quarantine applied to a consignment after entry [FAO, 1995] 

PRA Pest risk analysis [ISPM 2, 1995; revised ICPM, 2001] 

PRA area Area in relation to which a pest risk analysis is conducted [ISPM 2, 

1995] 

practically free (of a 

consignment, field, or 

place of production) 

Without pests (or a specific pest) in numbers or quantities in excess of 

those that can be expected to result from, and be consistent with, good 

cultural and handling practices employed in the production and 

marketing of the commodity [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995] 

predator A natural enemy that preys and feeds on other animal organisms, more 

than one of which are killed during its lifetime [ISPM 3, 1995] 

process load A volume of material with a specified loading configuration and treated 

as a single entity [ISPM 18, 2003] 

processed wood material Products that are a composite of wood constructed using glue, heat and 

pressure, or any combination thereof [ISPM 15, 2002] 

production site A defined part of a place of production, that is managed as a separate 

unit for phytosanitary purposes [CPM, 2015] 
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prohibition A phytosanitary regulation forbidding the importation or movement 

of specified pests or commodities [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995] 

provisional measure A phytosanitary regulation or procedure established without full 

technical justification owing to current lack of adequate information. 

A provisional measure is subjected to periodic review and full technical 

justification as soon as possible [ICPM, 2001] 

quarantine Official confinement of regulated articles, pests or beneficial 

organisms for inspection, testing, treatment, observation or research 

[FAO, 1990; revised ISPM 3, 1995; CEPM, 1999; CPM, 2018] 

quarantine area* An area within which a quarantine pest is present and is being 

officially controlled [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995] 

quarantine pest A pest of potential economic importance to the area endangered 

thereby and not yet present there, or present but not widely distributed 

and being officially controlled [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; IPPC 

1997] 

quarantine station Official station for holding plants or plant products or other regulated 

articles, including beneficial organisms, in quarantine [FAO, 1990; 

revised FAO, 1995; formerly “quarantine station or facility”; CPM, 

2015] 

raw wood Wood which has not undergone processing or treatment [ISPM 15, 

2002] 

re-exported 

consignment 

Consignment that has been imported into a country from which it is 

then exported. The consignment may be stored, split up, combined with 

other consignments or have its packaging changed [FAO, 1990; 

revised CEPM, 1996; CEPM, 1999; ICPM, 2001; ICPM, 2002; formerly 

“country of re-export”] 

reference specimen Specimen, from a population of a specific organism, conserved and 

accessible for the purpose of identification, verification or comparison. 

[ISPM 3, 2005; revised CPM, 2009] 

refusal Forbidding entry of a consignment or other regulated article when it 

fails to comply with phytosanitary regulations [FAO, 1990; revised 

FAO, 1995] 

regional plant protection 

organization 

An intergovernmental organization with the functions laid down by 

Article IX of the IPPC [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; CEPM, 1999; 

formerly “plant protection organization (regional)”] 

regional standards Standards established by a regional plant protection organization for 

the guidance of the members of that organization [IPPC, 1997] 

regulated area An area into which, within which or from which plants, plant products 

and other regulated articles are subjected to phytosanitary measures 

[CEPM, 1996; revised CEPM, 1999; ICPM, 2001] 
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regulated article Any plant, plant product, storage place, packaging, conveyance, 

container, soil and any other organism, object or material capable of 

harbouring or spreading pests, deemed to require phytosanitary 

measures, particularly where international transportation is involved 

[FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; IPPC, 1997] 

regulated non-

quarantine pest 

A non-quarantine pest whose presence in plants for planting affects 

the intended use of those plants with an economically unacceptable 

impact and which is therefore regulated within the territory of the 

importing contracting party [IPPC, 1997] 

regulated pest A quarantine pest or a regulated non-quarantine pest [IPPC, 1997] 

release (into the 

environment) 

Intentional liberation of an organism into the environment [ISPM 3, 

1995] 

release (of a 

consignment) 

Authorization for entry after clearance [FAO, 1995] 

replanting See planting 

required response A specified level of effect for a treatment [ISPM 18, 2003] 

RNQP Regulated non-quarantine pest [ISPM 16, 2002] 

round wood Wood not sawn longitudinally, carrying its natural rounded surface, 

with or without bark [FAO, 1990] 

RPPO Regional plant protection organization [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 

2001] 

sawn wood Wood sawn longitudinally, with or without its natural rounded surface 

with or without bark [FAO, 1990] 

Secretary Secretary of the Commission appointed pursuant to Article XII [IPPC, 

1997] 

seeds (as a commodity) Seeds (in the botanical sense) for planting [FAO, 1990; revised ICPM, 

2001; CPM, 2016; CPM, 2021] 

SIT sterile insect technique [ISPM 3, 2005] 

spread (of a pest) Expansion of the geographical distribution of a pest within an area 

[ISPM 2, 1995] 

standard Document established by consensus and approved by a recognized body 

that provides for common and repeated use, rules, guidelines or 

characteristics for activities or their results, aimed at the achievement of 

the optimum degree of order in a given context [FAO, 1995; ISO/IEC 

Guide 2:1991 definition] 

sterile insect An insect that, as a result of a specific treatment, is unable to reproduce 

[ISPM 3, 2005] 

sterile insect technique Method of pest control using area-wide inundative release of sterile 

insects to reduce reproduction in a field population of the same species 

[ISPM 3, 2005] 
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stored product Unmanufactured plant product intended for consumption or 

processing, stored in a dried form (this includes in particular grain and 

dried fruits and vegetables) [FAO, 1990] 

suppression The application of phytosanitary measures in an infested area to 

reduce pest populations [FAO, 1995; revised CEPM, 1999] 

surveillance An official process which collects and records data on pest presence or 

absence by survey, monitoring or other procedures [CEPM, 1996; 

revised CPM, 2015] 

survey (of pests) An official procedure conducted over a defined period to determine the 

presence or absence of pests, or the boundaries or characteristics of a 

pest population, in an area, place of production or production site 

[FAO, 1990; revised CEPM, 1996; CPM, 2015; CPM, 2019] 

systems approach A pest risk management option that integrates different measures, at 

least two of which act independently, with cumulative effect [ISPM 14, 

2002; revised ICPM, 2005; CPM, 2015] 

technically justified Justified on the basis of conclusions reached by using an appropriate 

pest risk analysis or, where applicable, another comparable 

examination and evaluation of available scientific information [IPPC, 

1997] 

test Official examination of plants, plant products or other regulated 

articles, other than visual, to determine if pests are present, identify 

pests or determine compliance with specific phytosanitary requirements 

[FAO, 1990; revised CPM, 2018] 

tolerance level (of a pest) Incidence of a pest specified as a threshold for action to control that 

pest or to prevent its spread or introduction [CPM, 2009] 

transience Presence of a pest that is not expected to lead to establishment [ISPM 8, 

1998] 

transit See consignment in transit 

transparency The principle of making available, at the international level, 

phytosanitary measures and their rationale [FAO, 1995; revised 

CEPM, 1999; based on the World Trade Organization Agreement on the 

Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (WTO, 1994)] 

treatment (as a 

phytosanitary measure) 

Official procedure for killing, inactivating, removing, rendering infertile 

or devitalizing regulated pests [FAO, 1990; revised FAO, 1995; 

ISPM 15, 2002; ISPM 18, 2003; ICPM, 2005; CPM, 2021] 

treatment schedule The critical parameters of a treatment which need to be met to achieve 

the intended outcome (i.e. the killing, inactivation or removal of pests, 

or rendering pests infertile, or devitalization) at a stated efficacy 

[ISPM 28, 2007] 

visual examination Examination using the unaided eye, lens, stereoscope or other optical 

microscope [ISPM 23, 2005; revised CPM, 2018] 
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wood (as a commodity) Commodities such as round wood, sawn wood, wood chips and wood 

residue, with or without bark, excluding wood packaging material, 

processed wood material, and bamboo and rattan products [FAO, 

1990; revised ICPM, 2001; CPM, 2016; CPM, 2021] 

wood packaging 

material 

Wood or wood products (excluding paper products) used in supporting, 

protecting or carrying a commodity (includes dunnage) [ISPM 15, 

2002] 
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This supplement was first adopted by the Third Session of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in April 2001. 

The first revision of this supplement was adopted by the Seventh Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 

March 2012. 

The supplement is a prescriptive part of the standard. 

SUPPLEMENT 1: Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the concepts of 

“official control” and “not widely distributed” 

INTRODUCTION 

Scope 

This supplement provides guidance on: 

- the official control of regulated pests; and 

- determination of when a pest is considered to be present but not widely distributed, for the 

decision on whether a pest qualifies as a quarantine pest. 

References 

The present standard refers to ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP 

– www.IPPC.int). 

Definition 

Official control is defined as: 

The active enforcement of mandatory phytosanitary regulations and the application of mandatory 

phytosanitary procedures with the objective of eradication or containment of quarantine pests or for the 

management of regulated non-quarantine pests. 

BACKGROUND 

The words “present but not widely distributed and being officially controlled” express an essential 

concept in the definition of quarantine pest. According to that definition, a quarantine pest must always 

be of potential economic importance to an endangered area. In addition, it must either meet the criterion 

of not being present in that area or it must meet the combined criteria of being present but not widely 

distributed and subject to official control. 

The Glossary of phytosanitary terms defines official as “established, authorized or performed by an 

NPPO” and control as “suppression, containment or eradication of a pest population”. However, for 

phytosanitary purposes, the concept of official control is not adequately expressed by the combination 

of these two definitions. 

The purpose of this supplement is to describe more precisely the interpretation of: 

- the concept of official control and its application in practice for quarantine pests that are present 

in an area as well as for regulated non-quarantine pests; and 

- the concept of “present but not widely distributed and under official control” for quarantine pests. 

“Not widely distributed” is not a term included in the description of pest status listed in ISPM 8. 

REQUIREMENTS 

1. General requirements 

Official control is subject to ISPM 1, in particular the principles of non-discrimination, transparency, 

equivalence of phytosanitary measures and pest risk analysis. 

http://www.ippc.int/
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1.1 Official control 

Official control includes: 

- eradication and/or containment in the infested area(s); 

- surveillance in the endangered area(s); 

- restrictions related to the movement into and within the regulated area(s) including phytosanitary 

measures applied at import. 

All official control programmes have elements that are mandatory. At minimum, programme evaluation 

and pest surveillance are required in official control programmes to determine the need for and effect of 

control to justify phytosanitary measures applied at import for the same purpose. Phytosanitary measures 

applied at import should be consistent with the principle of non-discrimination (see section 2.2 below). 

For quarantine pests, eradication and containment may have an element of suppression. For regulated 

non-quarantine pests, suppression may be used to avoid unacceptable economic impact as it applies to 

the intended use of plants for planting. 

1.2 Not widely distributed 

“Not widely distributed” is a concept referring to a pest’s occurrence and distribution within an area. A 

pest may be categorized as present and widely distributed in an area or not widely distributed, or absent. 

In pest risk analysis (PRA), the determination of whether a pest is not widely distributed is carried out 

in the pest categorization step. Transience means that a pest is not expected to establish and therefore is 

not relevant to the concept of “not widely distributed”. 

In the case of a quarantine pest that is present but not widely distributed, the importing country should 

define the infested area(s) and the endangered area(s). When a quarantine pest is considered not widely 

distributed, this means that the pest is limited to parts of its potential distribution and there are areas free 

from the pest that are at risk of economic loss from its introduction or spread. These endangered areas 

do not need to be contiguous but may consist of several distinct parts. In order to justify the statement 

of a pest being not widely distributed, a description and delimitation of the endangered areas should be 

made available if requested. There is a degree of uncertainty attached to any categorization of 

distribution. The categorization may also change over time. 

The area in which the pest is not widely distributed should be the same as the area for which the 

economic impact applies (i.e. the endangered area) and where the pest is under or being considered for 

official control. The decision that a pest is a quarantine pest, including consideration of its distribution, 

and placing that pest under official control, is typically made with respect to an entire country. However, 

in some instances it may be more appropriate to regulate a pest as a quarantine pest in parts of a country 

rather than in the whole country. It is the potential economic importance of the pest for those parts that 

has to be considered in determining phytosanitary measures. Examples of when this may be appropriate 

are countries whose territories include one or more islands or other cases where there are natural or 

artificially created barriers to pest establishment and spread, such as large countries in which specified 

crops are restricted by climate to well-defined areas. 

1.3 Decision to apply official control 

A national plant protection organization (NPPO) may choose whether or not to officially control a pest 

of potential economic importance that is present but not widely distributed, taking into account relevant 

factors from PRA, for example the costs and benefits of regulating the specific pest, and the technical 

and logistical ability to control the pest within the defined area. If the pest is not subjected to official 

control, it does not then qualify as a quarantine pest. 



Glossary of phytosanitary terms – Supplement 1 ISPM 5 

International Plant Protection Convention ISPM 5-25 

2. Specific requirements 

The specific requirements to be met relate to pest risk analysis, technical justification, non-

discrimination, transparency, enforcement, mandatory nature of official control, area of application, and 

NPPO authority and involvement in official control. 

2.1 Technical justification 

Domestic requirements and phytosanitary import requirements should be technically justified and result 

in non-discriminatory phytosanitary measures. 

Application of the definition of a quarantine pest requires knowledge of potential economic importance, 

potential distribution and official control programmes (ISPM 2). The categorization of a pest as present 

and widely distributed or present but not widely distributed is determined in relation to its potential 

distribution. This potential distribution represents the areas where the pest could become established if 

given the opportunity, i.e. its hosts are present and environmental factors such as climate and soil are 

favourable. ISPM 11 provides guidance on the factors to be considered in assessing the probability of 

establishment and spread when conducting a pest risk analysis. In the case of a pest that is present but 

not widely distributed, the assessment of potential economic importance should relate to the areas where 

the pest is not established. 

Surveillance should be used to determine the distribution of a pest in an area as a basis for the further 

consideration of whether the pest is not widely distributed. ISPM 6 provides guidance on surveillance, 

and includes provisions on transparency. Biological factors such as pest life cycle, means of dispersal 

and rate of reproduction may influence the design of surveillance programmes, the interpretation of 

survey data and the level of confidence in the categorization of a pest as not widely distributed. The 

distribution of a pest in an area is not a static condition. Changing conditions or new information may 

necessitate reconsideration of whether a pest is not widely distributed. 

2.2 Non-discrimination 

The principle of non-discrimination between domestic requirements and phytosanitary import 

requirements is fundamental. In particular, requirements for imports should not be more stringent than 

the effect of official control in an importing country. There should therefore be consistency between 

domestic requirements and phytosanitary import requirements for a defined pest: 

- Import requirements should not be more stringent than domestic requirements. 

- Domestic and import requirements should be the same or have an equivalent effect. 

- Mandatory elements of domestic and import requirements should be the same. 

- The intensity of inspection of imported consignments should be the same as equivalent processes 

in domestic control programmes. 

- In the case of non-compliance, the same or equivalent phytosanitary actions should be taken on 

imported consignments as are taken domestically. 

- If a tolerance level is applied within a domestic official control programme, the same tolerance 

level should be applied to equivalent imported material. In particular, if no action is taken in the 

domestic official control programme because the pest incidence does not exceed the tolerance 

level concerned, then no action should be taken for an imported consignment if the pest incidence 

does not exceed that same tolerance level. Compliance with import tolerance levels is generally 

determined by inspection or testing at entry, whereas compliance with the tolerance level for 

domestic consignments should be determined at the last point where official control is applied. 

- If downgrading or reclassifying is permitted within a domestic official control programme, similar 

options should be available for imported consignments. 

2.3 Transparency 

Domestic requirements for official control and the phytosanitary import requirements should be 

documented and made available, on request. 
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2.4 Enforcement 

The domestic enforcement of official control programmes should be equivalent to the enforcement of 

phytosanitary import requirements. Enforcement should include: 

- a legal basis; 

- operational implementation; 

- evaluation and review; 

- phytosanitary action in the case of non-compliance. 

2.5 Mandatory nature of official control 

Official control is mandatory in the sense that all persons involved are legally bound to perform the 

actions required. The scope of official control programmes for quarantine pests is completely mandatory 

(e.g. procedures for eradication campaigns), whereas the scope for regulated non-quarantine pests is 

mandatory only in certain circumstances (e.g. official certification programmes). 

2.6 Area of application 

An official control programme can be applied at national, subnational or local area level. The area of 

application of official control measures should be specified. Any phytosanitary import requirements 

should have the same effect as the domestic requirements for official control. 

2.7 NPPO authority and involvement in official control 

Official control should: 

- be established or recognized by the contracting party or the NPPO under appropriate legislative 

authority; 

- be performed, managed, supervised or, at minimum, audited/reviewed by the NPPO; 

- have enforcement assured by the contracting party or the NPPO; 

- be modified, terminated or lose official recognition by the contracting party or the NPPO. 

Responsibility and accountability for official control programmes rests with the contracting party. 

Agencies other than the NPPO may be responsible for aspects of official control programmes, and 

certain aspects of official control programmes may be the responsibility of subnational authorities or the 

private sector. The NPPO should be fully aware of all aspects of official control programmes in its 

country. 
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This supplement was adopted by the Fifth Session of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in April 2003. 

The supplement is a prescriptive part of the standard. 

SUPPLEMENT 2: Guidelines on the understanding of “potential economic importance” 

and related terms including reference to environmental considerations 

1. Purpose and scope 

These guidelines provide the background and other relevant information to clarify potential economic 

importance and related terms, so that such terms are clearly understood and their application is consistent 

with the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) and the International Standards for 

Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs). These guidelines also show the application of certain economic 

principles as they relate to the IPPC’s objectives, in particular in protecting uncultivated/unmanaged 

plants, wild flora, habitats and ecosystems with respect to invasive alien species that are pests. 

These guidelines clarify that the IPPC: 

- can account for environmental concerns in economic terms using monetary or non-monetary 

values; 

- asserts that market impacts are not the sole indicator of pest impact; 

- maintains the right of contracting parties to adopt phytosanitary measures with respect to pests 

for which the economic damage caused to plants, plant products or ecosystems within an area 

cannot be easily quantified. 

They also clarify, with respect to pests, that the scope of the IPPC covers the protection of cultivated 

plants in agriculture, horticulture and forestry, uncultivated/unmanaged plants, wild flora, habitats and 

ecosystems. 

2. Background 

The IPPC has historically maintained that the adverse consequences of pests, including those concerning 

uncultivated/unmanaged plants, wild flora, habitats and ecosystems, are measured in economic terms. 

References to the terms economic effects, economic impacts, potential economic importance and 

economically unacceptable impact and the use of the word economic in the IPPC and in ISPMs has 

resulted in some misunderstanding of the application of such terms and of the focus of the IPPC. 

The scope of the Convention applies to the protection of wild flora resulting in an important contribution 

to the conservation of biological diversity. However, it has been misinterpreted that the IPPC is only 

commercially focused and limited in scope. It has not been clearly understood that the IPPC can account 

for environmental concerns in economic terms. This has created issues of consistency with other 

agreements, including the Convention on Biological Diversity and the Montreal Protocol on Substances 

that Deplete the Ozone Layer. 

3. Economic terms and environmental scope of the IPPC and ISPMs 

The economic terms found in the IPPC and ISPMs may be categorized as follows. 

Terms requiring judgement to support policy decisions: 

- potential economic importance (in the definition for quarantine pest); 

- economically unacceptable impact (in the definition for regulated non-quarantine pest); 

- economically important loss (in the definition for endangered area). 

Terms related to evidence that supports the above judgements: 

- limit the economic impact (in the definition for phytosanitary regulation and the agreed 

interpretation of phytosanitary measure); 

- economic evidence (in the definition for pest risk analysis); 
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- cause economic damage (in Article VII.3 of the IPPC, 1997); 

- direct and indirect economic impacts (in ISPM 11 and ISPM 16); 

- economic consequences and potential economic consequences (in ISPM 11); 

- commercial consequences and non-commercial consequences (in ISPM 11). 

ISPM 11 notes in section 2.1.1.5 with respect to pest categorization, that there should be a clear 

indication that the pest is likely to have an unacceptable economic impact, including environmental 

impact, in the PRA area. Section 2.3 of the standard describes the procedure for assessing potential 

economic consequences of a pest introduction. Pest effects may be considered to be direct or indirect. 

Section 2.3.2.2 addresses analysis of commercial consequences. Section 2.3.2.4 provides guidance on 

the assessment of the non-commercial and environmental consequences of pest introduction. It 

acknowledges that certain types of effects may not apply to an existing market that can be easily 

identified, but it goes on to state that the impacts could be approximated with an appropriate non-market 

valuation method. This section notes that if a quantitative measurement is not feasible, then this part of 

the assessment should at least include a qualitative analysis and an explanation of how the information 

is used in the PRA. Environmental or other undesirable effects of control measures are covered in 

section 2.3.1.2 (Indirect pest effects) as part of the analysis of potential economic consequences. Where 

a pest risk is found to be unacceptable, section 3.4 provides guidance on the selection of pest risk 

management options, including measurements of cost-effectiveness, feasibility and least trade 

restrictiveness. 

In April 2001 the ICPM recognized that under the IPPC’s existing mandate, to take account of 

environmental concerns, further clarification should include consideration of the following five 

proposed points relating to potential environmental risks of pests: 

- reduction or elimination of endangered (or threatened) native plant species; 

- reduction or elimination of a keystone plant species (a species which plays a major role in the 

maintenance of an ecosystem); 

- reduction or elimination of a plant species which is a major component of a native ecosystem; 

- causing a change to plant biological diversity in such a way as to result in ecosystem 

destabilization; 

- resulting in control, eradication or management programmes that would be needed if a quarantine 

pest was introduced, and impacts of such programmes (e.g. pesticides, non-indigenous predators 

or parasites) on biological diversity. 

Thus it is clear, with respect to plant pests, that the scope of the IPPC covers the protection of cultivated 

plants in agriculture, horticulture and forestry, uncultivated/unmanaged plants, wild flora, habitats and 

ecosystems. 

4. Economic considerations in PRA 

4.1 Types of economic effect 

In PRA, economic effects should not be interpreted to be only market effects. Goods and services not 

sold in commercial markets can have economic value, and economic analysis encompasses much more 

than the study of market goods and services. The use of the term economic effects provides a framework 

in which a wide variety of effects (including environmental and social effects) may be analysed. 

Economic analysis uses a monetary value as a measure to allow policy makers to compare costs and 

benefits from different types of goods and services. This does not preclude the use of other tools such 

as qualitative and environmental analyses that may not use monetary terms. 

4.2 Costs and benefits 

A general economic test for any policy is to pursue the policy if its benefit is at least as large as its cost. 

Costs and benefits are broadly understood to include both market and non-market aspects. Costs and 

benefits can be represented by both quantifiable measurements and qualitative measurements. Non-
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market goods and services may be difficult to quantify or measure but nevertheless are essential to 

consider. 

Economic analysis for phytosanitary purposes can only provide information with regard to costs and 

benefits, and does not judge if one distribution is necessarily better than another distribution of costs 

and benefits of a specific policy. In principle, costs and benefits should be measured regardless to whom 

they occur. Given that judgements about the preferred distribution of costs and benefits are policy 

choices, these should have a rational relationship to phytosanitary considerations. 

Costs and benefits should be counted whether they occur as a direct or indirect result of a pest 

introduction or if a chain of causation is required before the costs are incurred or the benefits realized. 

Costs and benefits associated with indirect consequences of pest introductions may be less certain than 

costs and benefits associated with direct consequences. Often, there is no monetary information about 

the cost of any loss that may result from pests introduced into natural environments. Any analysis should 

identify and explain uncertainties involved in estimating costs and benefits and assumptions should be 

clearly stated. 

5. Application 

The following criteria1 should be met before a pest is deemed to have potential economic importance: 

- a potential for introduction in the PRA area; 

- the potential to spread after establishment; 

- a potential harmful impact on plants, for example: 

 crops (for example loss of yield or quality), 

 the environment, for example damage to ecosystems, habitats or species, 

 some other specified value, for example recreation, tourism, aesthetics. 

As stated in section 3, environmental damage, arising from the introduction of a pest, is one of the types 

of damage recognized by the IPPC. Thus, with respect to the third criterion above, contracting parties 

to the IPPC have the right to adopt phytosanitary measures even with respect to a pest that only has the 

potential for environmental damage. Such action should be based upon a pest risk analysis that includes 

the consideration of evidence of potential environmental damage. When indicating the direct and 

indirect impact of pests on the environment, the nature of the harm or losses arising from a pest 

introduction should be specified in pest risk analysis. 

In the case of regulated non-quarantine pests, because such pest populations are already established, 

introduction in an area of concern and environmental effects are not relevant criteria in the consideration 

of economically unacceptable impacts (see ISPM 16 and ISPM 21).  

                                                      
1 With respect to the first and second criteria, IPPC (1997) Article VII.3 states that for pests that may not be capable 

of establishment, measures taken against these pests must be technically justified. 
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This appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard. 

APPENDIX TO SUPPLEMENT 2 

This appendix provides additional clarification of some terms used in this supplement. 

Economic analysis: It primarily uses monetary values as a measure to allow policy makers to compare 

costs and benefits from different types of goods and services. It encompasses more than the study of 

market goods and services. Economic analysis does not prevent the use of other measures that do not 

use a monetary value; for example, qualitative or environmental analysis. 

Economic effects: This includes market effects as well as non-market effects, such as environmental and 

social considerations. Measurement of the economic value of environmental effects or social effects 

may be difficult to establish. For example, the survival and well-being of another species or the value 

of the aesthetics of a forest or a jungle. Both qualitative and quantitative worth may be considered in 

measuring economic effects. 

Economic impacts of plant pests: This includes both market measures as well as those consequences 

that may not be easy to measure in direct economic terms, but which represent a loss or damage to 

cultivated plants, uncultivated plants or plant products. 

Economic value: This is the basis for measuring the cost of the effect of changes (e.g. in biodiversity, 

ecosystems, managed resources or natural resources) on human welfare. Goods and services not sold in 

commercial markets can have economic value. Determining economic value does not prevent ethical or 

altruistic concerns for the survival and well-being of other species based on cooperative behaviour. 

Qualitative measurement: This is the valuation of qualities or characteristics in other than monetary or 

numeric terms. 

Quantitative measurement: This is the valuation of qualities or characteristics in monetary or other 

numeric terms. 
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This appendix was adopted by the Fourth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in March–April 2009. 

The appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard. 

APPENDIX 1: Terminology of the Convention on Biological Diversity in relation to the 

Glossary of phytosanitary terms 

1. Introduction 

Since 2001, it has been made clear that the scope of the IPPC extends to risks arising from pests that 

primarily affect the environment and biological diversity, including harmful plants. The Technical Panel 

for the Glossary, which reviews ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms, hereinafter referred to as the 

Glossary), therefore examined the possibility of adding new terms and definitions to the standard to 

cover this area of concern. In particular, it considered the terms and definitions that are in use by the 

Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)*, with a view to adding them to the Glossary, as has 

previously been done in several cases for the terminology of other intergovernmental organizations. 

However, study of the terms and definitions available from the CBD has shown that they are based on 

concepts different from those of the IPPC, so that similar terms are given distinctly different meanings. 

The CBD terms and definitions could not accordingly be used directly in the Glossary. It was decided 

instead to present these terms and definitions in the present Appendix to the Glossary, providing 

explanations of how they differ from IPPC terminology. 

This Appendix is not intended to provide a clarification of the scope of the CBD, nor of the scope of the 

IPPC.  

2. Presentation 

In relation to each term considered, the CBD definition is first provided. This is placed alongside an 

“Explanation in IPPC context”, in which, as usual, Glossary terms (or derived forms of Glossary terms) 

are shown in bold. These explanations may also include CBD terms, in which case these are also in 

bold and followed by “(CBD)”. The explanations constitute the main body of this Appendix. Each is 

followed by notes, providing further clarification of some of the difficulties. 

3. Terminology 

3.1 “Alien species” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

A species, subspecies or lower taxon, 

introduced outside its natural past1 or present 

distribution; includes any part, gametes, seeds, 

eggs, or propagules of such species that might 

survive and subsequently reproduce 

An alien2 species (CBD) is an individual3 or 

population, at any life stage, or a viable part of an 

organism that is non-indigenous to an area and 

that has entered4 by human agency5 into the area 

Notes: 
1 The qualification concerning “past and present” distribution is not relevant for IPPC purposes, since 

the IPPC is concerned only with existing situations. It does not matter that the species was present in 

the past if it is present now. The word “past” in the CBD definition presumably allows for the re-

introduction of a species into an area where it has recently become extinct and thus a reintroduced 

species would presumably not be considered an alien species.  

2 “Alien” refers only to the location and distribution of an organism compared with its natural range. It 

does not imply that the organism is harmful. 

                                                      
* The terms and definitions discussed in this document have resulted from discussion on invasive alien species by 

the Parties of the Convention on Biological Diversity (Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity). 
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3 The CBD definition emphasizes the physical presence of individuals of a species at a certain time, 

whereas the IPPC concept of occurrence relates to the geographical distribution of the taxon in general. 

4 For CBD purposes, an alien species is already present in the area that is not within its native 

distribution (see Introduction below). The IPPC is more concerned with organisms that are not yet 

present in the area of concern (i.e. quarantine pests). The term “alien” is not appropriate for them, and 

terms such as “exotic”, “non-indigenous” or “non-native” have been used in ISPMs. To avoid confusion, 

it would be preferable to use only one of these terms, in which case “non-indigenous” would be suitable, 

especially as it can accompany its opposite “indigenous”. “Exotic” is not suitable because it presents 

translation problems.  

5 A species that is non-indigenous and has entered an area through natural means is not an alien species 

(CBD). It is simply extending its natural range. For IPPC purposes, such a species could still be 

considered as a potential quarantine pest. 

3.2 “Introduction” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

The movement by human agency, indirect or 

direct, of an alien species6 outside of its 

natural range (past or present). This 

movement can be either within a country or 

between countries or areas beyond national 

jurisdiction7 

The entry of a species into an area where it is non-

indigenous, through movement by human agency, 

either directly from an area where the species is 

indigenous, or indirectly8 (by successive movement 

from an area where the species is indigenous through 

one or several areas where it is not) 

Notes: 
6 The CBD definition suggests that introduction (CBD) concerns an alien species (CBD), and thus a 

species that has already entered the area. However, it may be supposed, on the basis of other documents 

made available by CBD, that this is not so, and that a non-indigenous species entering for the first time 

is being introduced (CBD). For CBD, a species can be introduced (CBD) many times, but for IPPC a 

species, once established, cannot be introduced again. 

7 The issue of “areas beyond national jurisdiction” is not relevant for the IPPC. 

8 In the case of indirect movement, it is not specifically stated in the definition whether all the movements 

from one area to another must be introductions (CBD) (i.e. by human agency, intentional or 

unintentional), or whether some can be by natural movement. This question arises, for example, where 

a species is introduced (CBD) into one area and then moves naturally to an adjoining area. It seems 

that this may be considered as an indirect introduction (CBD), so that the species concerned is an alien 

species (CBD) in the adjoining area, despite the fact that it entered it naturally. In the IPPC context, the 

intermediate country, from which the natural movement occurs, has no obligation to act to limit the 

natural movement, though it may have obligations to prevent intentional or unintentional introduction 

(CBD) if the importing country concerned establishes corresponding phytosanitary measures. 

3.3 “Invasive alien species” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

An alien species whose introduction and/or 

spread threaten9 biological diversity10, 11 

An invasive12 alien species (CBD) is an alien 

species (CBD) that by its establishment or spread 

has become injurious to plants13, or that by risk 

analysis (CBD)14 is shown to be potentially 

injurious to plants 
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Notes: 
9 The word “threaten” does not have an immediate equivalent in IPPC language. The IPPC definition of 

a pest uses the term “injurious”, while the definition of a quarantine pest refers to “economic 

importance”. ISPM 11 makes it clear that quarantine pests may be “injurious” to plants directly, or 

indirectly (via other components of ecosystems), while Supplement 2 of the Glossary explains that 

“economic importance” depends on a harmful impact on crops, or on the environment, or on some other 

specific value (recreation, tourism, aesthetics).  

10 Invasive alien species (CBD) threaten “biological diversity”. This is not an IPPC term, and the 

question arises whether it has a scope corresponding to that of the IPPC. “Biological diversity” would 

then have to be given a wide meaning, extending to the integrity of cultivated plants in agro-ecosystems, 

non-indigenous plants that have been imported and planted for forestry, amenity or habitat 

management, and indigenous plants in any habitat, whether “man-made” or not. The IPPC does protect 

plants in any of these situations, but it is not clear whether the scope of the CBD is as wide; some 

definitions of “biological diversity” take a much narrower view.  

11 On the basis of other documents made available by CBD, invasive alien species may also threaten 

“ecosystems, habitats or species”. 

12 The CBD definition and its explanation concern the whole term invasive alien species and do not 

address the term “invasive” as such.  

13 The context of the IPPC is the protection of plants. It is clear that there are effects on biological 

diversity that do not concern plants, and so there are invasive alien species (CBD) that are not relevant 

to the IPPC. The IPPC is also concerned with plant products, but it is not clear to what extent the CBD 

considers plant products as a component of biological diversity. 

14 For the IPPC, organisms that have never entered the endangered area can also be considered as 

potentially injurious to plants, as a result of pest risk analysis. 

3.4 “Establishment” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

The process15 of an alien species in a new habitat 

successfully producing viable offspring16 with a 

likelihood of continued survival 

The establishment of an alien species (CBD) in 

a habitat in the area it has entered, by successful 

reproduction 

Notes: 
15 Establishment (CBD) is a process, not a result. It seems that a single generation of reproduction can 

be establishment (CBD), provided the offspring have a likelihood of continued survival (otherwise 

there would be a comma after “offspring”). The CBD definition does not express the IPPC concept of 

“perpetuation for the foreseeable future”. 

16 It is not clear how far “offspring” applies to organisms that propagate themselves vegetatively (many 

plants, most fungi, other microorganisms). By using “perpetuation”, the IPPC avoids the question of 

reproduction or replication of individuals altogether. It is the species as a whole that survives. Even the 

growth of long-lived individuals to maturity could be considered to be perpetuation for the foreseeable 

future (e.g. plantations of a non-indigenous plant). 
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3.5 “Intentional introduction” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

Deliberate movement and/or17 release by 

humans of an alien species outside its natural 

range 

Deliberate movement of a non-indigenous species 

into an area, including its release into the 

environment18 

Notes: 
17 The “and/or” of the CBD definition is difficult to understand. 

18 Under most phytosanitary import regulatory systems the intentional introduction of regulated pests is 

prohibited.  

3.6 “Unintentional introduction” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

All other introductions which are not 

intentional 

Entry of a non-indigenous species with a traded 

consignment, which it infests or contaminates, or 

by some other human agency including pathways 

such as passengers’ baggage, vehicles, artificial 

waterways19 

Notes: 
19 The prevention of unintentional introduction of regulated pests is an important focus of phytosanitary 

import regulatory systems.  

3.7 “Risk analysis” 

CBD definition Explanation in IPPC context 

1) the assessment of the consequences20 of the 

introduction and of the likelihood of 

establishment of an alien species using science-

based information (i.e., risk assessment), and 

2) the identification of measures that can be 

implemented to reduce or manage these risks 

(i.e., risk management), taking into account 

socio-economic and cultural considerations21 

Risk analysis (CBD)22 is: 1) evaluation of the 

probability of establishment and spread, within 

an area23, of an alien species (CBD) that has 

entered that area, 2) evaluation of the associated 

potential undesirable consequences, and 

3) evaluation and selection of measures to reduce 

the risk of such establishment and spread 

Notes: 
20 It is not clear what kinds of consequences are considered. 

21 It is not clear at what stages in the process of risk analysis (CBD) socio-economic and cultural 

considerations are taken into account (during assessment, or during management, or both). No 

explanation can be offered in relation to ISPM 11 or Supplement 2 of ISPM 5. 

22 This explanation is based on the IPPC definitions of pest risk assessment and pest risk management, 

rather than on that of pest risk analysis. 

23 It is unclear whether risk analysis (CBD) may be conducted prior to entry, in which case the 

probability of introduction may also need to be assessed, and measures evaluated and selected to reduce 

the risk of introduction. It may be supposed (on the basis of other documents made available by CBD) 

that risk analysis (CBD) can identify measures restricting further introductions, in which case it relates 

more closely to pest risk analysis. 
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4. Other concepts 

The CBD does not propose definitions of other terms, but does use a number of concepts that do not 

seem to be considered in the same light by the IPPC and the CBD, or are not distinguished by the IPPC. 

These include: 

- border controls 

- quarantine measures 

- burden of proof 

- natural range or distribution 

- precautionary approach 

- provisional measures 

- control 

- statutory measures 

- regulatory measures 

- social impact 

- economic impact. 
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International Plant Protection Convention PT 33-1 

ISPM 28 
Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests 

PT 33: Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera dorsalis 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the irradiation of fruits and vegetables at 116 Gy minimum absorbed dose to 

prevent the emergence of adults of Bactrocera dorsalis at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description 

Name of treatment Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera dorsalis  

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Irradiation 

Target pest Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel, 1912) (Diptera: Tephritidae) 

Target regulated articles All fruits and vegetables that are hosts of Bactrocera dorsalis 

Treatment schedule 

Minimum absorbed dose of 116 Gy to prevent the emergence of adults of Bactrocera dorsalis. 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule prevents emergence of the adult 

stage from not less than 99.9963% of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera dorsalis. 

This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 18 (Guidelines for the 

use of irradiation as a phytosanitary measure). 

Other relevant information 

Because irradiation may not result in outright mortality, inspectors may encounter live but non-viable 

Bactrocera dorsalis (eggs, larvae or puparia) during the inspection process. This does not imply a failure 

of the treatment. 

The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments based its evaluation of this treatment on the research 

reported by Zhao et al. (2017), which determined the efficacy of irradiation as a treatment for this pest 

in Psidium guajava. In addition, the work of Follett and Armstrong (2004) supports this schedule.  

The efficacy of this schedule was calculated based on a total of 100 684 third-instar larvae treated with 

no adult emergence; the control emergence was 81%. 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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Extrapolation of treatment efficacy to all fruits and vegetables was based on knowledge and experience 

that radiation dosimetry systems measure the actual radiation dose absorbed by the target pest 

independent of host commodity, and evidence from research studies on a variety of pests and 

commodities. These include studies on the following pests and hosts: Anastrepha fraterculus (Eugenia 

pyriformis, Malus pumila and Mangifera indica), Anastrepha ludens (Citrus paradisi, Citrus sinensis, 

Mangifera indica and artificial diet), Anastrepha obliqua (Averrhoa carambola, C. sinensis and Psidium 

guajava), Anastrepha suspensa (Averrhoa carambola, C. paradisi and Mangifera indica), Bactrocera 

tryoni (C. sinensis, Solanum lycopersicum, Malus pumila, Mangifera indica, Persea americana and 

Prunus avium), Cydia pomonella (Malus pumila and artificial diet), Grapholita molesta (Malus pumila 

and artificial diet), Pseudococcus jackbeardsleyi (Cucurbita sp. and Solanum tuberosum) and Tribolium 

confusum (Triticum aestivum, Hordeum vulgare and Zea mays) (Bustos et al., 2004; Gould and von 

Windeguth, 1991; Hallman, 2004a, 2004b, 2013; Hallman and Martinez, 2001; Hallman et al., 2010; 

Jessup et al., 1992; Mansour, 2003; Tunçbilek and Kansu, 1996; von Windeguth, 1986; von Windeguth 

and Ismail, 1987; Zhan et al., 2016). It is recognized, however, that treatment efficacy has not been 

tested for all potential fruit and vegetable hosts of the target pest. If evidence becomes available to show 

that the extrapolation of the treatment to cover all hosts of this pest is incorrect, the treatment will be 

reviewed. 
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This phytosanitary treatment was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 2021. 
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International Plant Protection Convention PT 34-1 

ISPM 28 
Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests 

PT 34: Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on 
Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus persica 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the cold treatment of fruit of Prunus avium (cherry), Prunus salicina (Japanese 

plum) and Prunus persica (peach and nectarine) to result in the mortality of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis 

capitata at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description 

Name of treatment Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina 

and Prunus persica 

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Physical (cold) 

Target pest Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann, 1824) (Diptera: Tephritidae) 

Target regulated articles Fruit of Prunus avium (cherry), Prunus salicina (Japanese plum) and 

Prunus persica (peach and nectarine)  

Treatment schedules  

Schedule 1: 1 °C or below for 16 continuous days 

For Prunus avium there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9979% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

For Prunus salicina there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99. 9984% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

For Prunus persica there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9983% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

Schedule 2: 3 °C or below for 20 continuous days 

For Prunus avium there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9982% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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For Prunus salicina there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9978% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

For Prunus persica there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9986% of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

For both schedules, the fruit must reach the treatment temperature before treatment exposure time 

commences. The fruit core temperature should be monitored and recorded, and the temperature should 

not exceed the stated level throughout the duration of the treatment. 

This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 42 (Requirements for the 

use of temperature treatments as phytosanitary measures). 

Other relevant information 

In evaluating this treatment, the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments considered issues 

associated with temperature regimes and thermal conditioning, taking into account the work of Hallman 

and Mangan (1997).  

Schedules 1 and 2 were based on the work of De Lima (2011) and developed using failure to pupariate 

as the measure of mortality.  

The efficacy of schedule 1 was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated Ceratitis 

capitata with no survivors: 

- for Prunus avium: 143 810 

- for Prunus salicina: 185 646 

- for Prunus persica: 174 710. 

The efficacy of schedule 2 was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated Ceratitis 

capitata with no survivors: 

- for Prunus avium: 163 906 

- for Prunus salicina: 133 798 

- for Prunus persica: 218 121. 

Schedules 1 and 2 were developed using the following commodities and cultivars: 

- Prunus avium (cherry) (cultivars ‘Sweetheart’ and ‘Lapin’) 

- Prunus salicina (Japanese plum) (cultivars ‘Angelino’ and ‘Tegan Blue’)  

- Prunus persica (peach) (cultivars ‘Snow King’ and ‘Zee Lady’) 

- Prunus persica var. nectarina (nectarine) (cultivars ‘Arctic Snow’ and ‘August Red’). 

In this treatment, Prunus persica includes all cultivars and varieties, including nectarines (Vendramin 

et al., 2014). 
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This phytosanitary treatment was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 2021. 
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International Plant Protection Convention PT 35-1 

ISPM 28 
Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests 

PT 35: Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on 
Prunus avium, Prunus salicina and Prunus persica 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the cold treatment of fruit of Prunus avium (cherry), Prunus salicina (Japanese 

plum) and Prunus persica (peach and nectarine) to result in the mortality of eggs and larvae of 

Bactrocera tryoni at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description  

Name of treatment Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Prunus avium, Prunus salicina 

and Prunus persica  

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Physical (cold) 

Target pest Bactrocera tryoni (Froggatt, 1897) (Diptera: Tephritidae) 

Target regulated articles Fruit of Prunus avium (cherry), Prunus salicina (Japanese plum) and 

Prunus persica (peach and nectarine) 

Treatment schedules  

Schedule 1: 1 °C or below for 14 continuous days 

For Prunus persica there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9928% of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

Schedule 2: 3 °C or below for 14 continuous days 

For Prunus avium there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9966% of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

For Prunus salicina there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9953% of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

For Prunus persica there is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less 

than 99.9917% of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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For both schedules, the fruit must reach the treatment temperature before treatment exposure time 

commences. The fruit core temperature should be monitored and recorded, and the temperature should 

not exceed the stated level throughout the duration of the treatment. 

This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 42 (Requirements for the 

use of temperature treatments as phytosanitary measures). 

Other relevant information 

In evaluating this treatment, the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments considered issues 

associated with temperature regimes and thermal conditioning, taking into account the work of Hallman 

and Mangan (1997). 

Schedules 1 and 2 were based on the work of NSW DPI (2008, 2012) and developed using failure to 

pupariate as the measure of mortality. 

The efficacy of schedule 1 was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated 

Bactrocera tryoni with no survivors: 

- for Prunus persica: 41 820. 

The efficacy of schedule 2 was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated 

Bactrocera tryoni with no survivors: 

- for Prunus avium: 89 322 

- for Prunus salicina: 64 226 

- for Prunus persica: 35 987. 

Schedules 1 and 2 were developed using the following commodities and cultivars:  

- Prunus avium (cherry) (cultivar ‘Sweetheart’)  

- Prunus salicina (Japanese plum) (cultivar ‘Angelino’)  

- Prunus persica var. nectarina (nectarine) (cultivar ‘Arctic Snow’).  

In this treatment, Prunus persica includes all cultivars and varieties, including nectarines (Vendramin 

et al., 2014). 
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This phytosanitary treatment was adopted by the Fifteenth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in 2021. 
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International Plant Protection Convention PT 36-1 

ISPM 28 
Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests 

PT 36: Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata 
on Vitis vinifera 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the cold treatment of fruit of Vitis vinifera (table grapes) to result in the 

mortality of eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description 

Name of treatment Cold treatment for Ceratitis capitata on Vitis vinifera 

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Physical (cold) 

Target pest Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann, 1824) (Diptera: Tephritidae) 

Target regulated articles Fruit of Vitis vinifera (table grapes) 

Treatment schedules  

Schedule 1: 1 °C or below for 16 continuous days 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less than 99.9987% of 

eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

Schedule 2: 2 °C or below for 18 continuous days 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less than 99.9987% of 

eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

Schedule 3: 3 °C or below for 20 continuous days 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less than 99.9986% of 

eggs and larvae of Ceratitis capitata. 

For all three schedules, the fruit must reach the treatment temperature before treatment exposure time 

commences. The fruit core temperature should be monitored and recorded, and the temperature should 

not exceed the stated level throughout the duration of the treatment. 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 42 (Requirements for the 

use of temperature treatments as phytosanitary measures). 

Other relevant information 

In evaluating this treatment, the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT) considered issues 

associated with temperature regimes and thermal conditioning, taking into account the work of Hallman 

and Mangan (1997). 

The efficacy of the schedules was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated larvae 

with no survivors: 223 523 for schedule 1, 227 190 for schedule 2 and 217 881 for schedule 3. 

Schedules 1, 2 and 3 were based on the work of De Lima (2007) and De Lima et al. (2011) and were 

developed using the cultivars ‘Red Globe’, ‘Crimson Seedless’ and ‘Thompson Seedless’, and using 

failure to pupariate as the measure of mortality. 

The TPPT also considered De Lima, Mansfield and Poogoda (2017). 
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PT 37: Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on 
Vitis vinifera 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the cold treatment of fruit of Vitis vinifera (table grapes) to result in the 

mortality of eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description 

Name of treatment Cold treatment for Bactrocera tryoni on Vitis vinifera 

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Physical (cold) 

Target pest Bactrocera tryoni (Froggatt, 1897) (Diptera: Tephritidae) 

Target regulated articles Fruit of Vitis vinifera (table grapes) 

Treatment schedules  

Schedule 1: 1 °C or below for 12 continuous days 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less than 99.9964% of 

eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

Schedule 2: 3 °C or below for 14 continuous days 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule kills not less than 99.9984% of 

eggs and larvae of Bactrocera tryoni. 

For both schedules, the fruit must reach the treatment temperature before treatment exposure time 

commences. The fruit core temperature should be monitored and recorded, and the temperature should 

not exceed the stated level throughout the duration of the treatment. 

This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 42 (Requirements for the 

use of temperature treatments as phytosanitary measures). 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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Other relevant information 

In evaluating this treatment, the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments considered issues 

associated with temperature regimes and thermal conditioning, taking into account the work of Hallman 

and Mangan (1997).  

The efficacy of the schedules was calculated based on the following estimated numbers of treated larvae 

with no survivors: 82 863 for schedule 1 and 182 450 for schedule 2. 

Schedules 1 and 2 were based on the work of De Lima et al. (2011) and NSW DPI (2007) and developed 

using failure to pupariate as the measure of mortality. 

Schedule 1 was developed using the cultivars ‘Ruby Seedless’, ‘Flame Seedless’ and ‘Thompson 

Seedless’. 

Schedule 2 was developed using the cultivars ‘Red Globe’, ‘Crimson Seedless’ and ‘Thompson 

Seedless’. 
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PT 38: Irradiation treatment for Carposina sasakii 

Adopted 2021; published 2021 

Scope of the treatment 

This treatment describes the irradiation of fruits and vegetables at 228 Gy minimum absorbed dose to 

prevent the emergence of viable adults of Carposina sasakii at the stated efficacy.1 

Treatment description 

Name of treatment Irradiation treatment for Carposina sasakii 

Active ingredient n/a 

Treatment type Irradiation 

Target pest Carposina sasakii Matsumura, 1900 (Lepidoptera: Carposinidae) 

Target regulated articles All fruits and vegetables that are hosts of Carposina sasakii 

Treatment schedule 

Minimum absorbed dose of 228 Gy to prevent the emergence of viable adults of Carposina sasakii. 

There is 95% confidence that the treatment according to this schedule prevents development of viable 

adults from not less than 99.9893% of eggs and larvae of Carposina sasakii. 

This treatment should be applied in accordance with the requirements of ISPM 18 (Guidelines for the 

use of irradiation as a phytosanitary measure). 

This treatment should not be applied to fruit and vegetables stored in a modified atmosphere because 

the modified atmosphere may affect the treatment efficacy. 

Other relevant information 

Because irradiation may not result in outright mortality, inspectors may encounter live but non-viable 

Carposina sasakii (eggs, larvae or deformed adults) during the inspection process. This does not imply 

a failure of the treatment. 

The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments based its evaluation of this treatment on the research 

reported by Zhan et al. (2014), which determined the efficacy of irradiation as a treatment for this pest 

                                                      
1 The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other domestic 

requirements for contracting parties’ approval of treatments. Treatments adopted by the Commission on 

Phytosanitary Measures may not provide information on specific effects on human health or food safety, which 

should be addressed using domestic procedures before contracting parties approve a treatment. In addition, 

potential effects of treatments on product quality are considered for some host commodities before their 

international adoption. However, evaluation of any effects of a treatment on the quality of commodities may 

require additional consideration. There is no obligation for a contracting party to approve, register or adopt the 

treatments for use in its territory. 
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in Malus pumila ‘Red Fuji’. Additional information on the most tolerant life stage was also considered 

from Li et al. (2016). 

The efficacy of this schedule was calculated based on a total of 30 580 late fifth-instar larvae treated 

with no viable adult emergence; the control emergence was 91.4%. 

Extrapolation of treatment efficacy to all fruits and vegetables was based on knowledge and experience 

that radiation dosimetry systems measure the actual radiation dose absorbed by the target pest 

independent of host commodity, and evidence from research studies on a variety of pests and 

commodities. These include studies on the following pests and hosts: Anastrepha fraterculus (Eugenia 

pyriformis, Malus pumila and Mangifera indica), Anastrepha ludens (Citrus paradisi, Citrus sinensis, 

Mangifera indica and artificial diet), Anastrepha obliqua (Averrhoa carambola, C. sinensis and Psidium 

guajava), Anastrepha suspensa (Averrhoa carambola, C. paradisi and Mangifera indica), Bactrocera 

tryoni (C. sinensis, Solanum lycopersicum, Malus pumila, Mangifera indica, Persea americana and 

Prunus avium), Cydia pomonella (Malus pumila and artificial diet), Grapholita molesta (Malus pumila 

and artificial diet), Pseudococcus jackbeardsleyi (Cucurbita sp. and Solanum tuberosum) and Tribolium 

confusum (Triticum aestivum, Hordeum vulgare and Zea mays) (Bustos et al., 2004; Gould and von 

Windeguth, 1991; Hallman, 2004a, 2004b, 2013; Hallman and Martinez, 2001; Hallman et al., 2010; 

Jessup et al., 1992; Mansour, 2003; Tunçbilek and Kansu, 1996; von Windeguth, 1986; von Windeguth 

and Ismail, 1987; Zhan et al., 2016). It is recognized, however, that treatment efficacy has not been 

tested for all potential fruit and vegetable hosts of the target pest. If evidence becomes available to show 

that the extrapolation of the treatment to cover all hosts of this pest is incorrect, the treatment will be 

reviewed. 
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BACKGROUND 

The provision of food and other humanitarian aid assists regions or countries that are at risk of food and 

economic insecurity as a result of conflict, crop failures, and natural disasters including storms, 

earthquakes, tsunami and volcanic eruptions. Assistance can be urgent and short-term, or ongoing over 

the long term. The driver for this recommendation is the provision of urgent, disaster-relief assistance, 

but the principles of phytosanitary preparedness and response apply equally to the provision of ongoing 

aid.  

There has been a significant increase in severe weather events, which may be attributed to climate 

change, as well as human-induced and natural disasters that have precipitated the urgent need for food, 

water and machinery to prevent or mitigate humanitarian crises. For example, Tonga has experienced 

three category-four cyclones and one category-five since 2010, while the Pacific region as a whole is 

increasingly experiencing damaging storms and storm surges. These events are not limited to lower and 

lower-middle income countries or the Pacific region and have occurred in all regions of the world. In 

Africa, for example, various countries suffer political instabilities, drought and seasonal pest outbreaks. 

In providing aid, donors should be aware that the provision of aid supplies, unless appropriately prepared 

to meet the phytosanitary import requirements of the recipient country, can in itself cause long-term 

damage. There are several examples of long-term impacts on the economy, environment and 

communities from pests introduced with aid, long after the country has recovered from the emergency 

situation. Donors should consider this when preparing aid. National plant protection organizations 

(NPPOs) are impacted by these emergency situations, but are still bound by their role to effectively 

manage the risk posed by pests associated with relief supplies imported in the aftermath of such 

disasters. For example, crops and grain provided as food aid may be infested with quarantine pests and 

should therefore meet the phytosanitary import requirements of the recipient country. 

It can be challenging to manage pest risk effectively during an emergency situation. Other government 

authorities (not the NPPO) may demand that relief supplies are cleared without phytosanitary inspection 

and provided to those in need. However, under normal circumstances, risk-based clearance processes 

would be initiated and any pest risk posed would require a treatment to address it or the consignment 

would otherwise be re-exported or destroyed. Mixed consignments in shipping or air containers, which 

include a range of goods and pose various pest risks, can experience delays in clearance and release as 

they need to be fully unpacked to be inspected. Damaged infrastructure may impede the application of 

treatments to mitigate the pest risks identified, and normal procedures to manage the pest risk associated 

with diversion from intended use may be similarly impacted. Re-export may not be an option either, 

leaving the NPPO to deal with the unmanaged pest risk. 

National plant protection organizations acknowledge and appreciate the aid from other countries and 

international organizations. However, to help minimize any unintended phytosanitary consequences of 

such aid, this Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM) recommendation provides clear guidance 

on the effective management of pest risk associated with commonly provided food and other 

humanitarian aid. 

ADDRESSED TO 

Contracting parties, government agencies and non-governmental organizations involved in 

humanitarian aid activities. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Commission notes that countries receiving food and other humanitarian aid may be exposed to the 

entry of pests that, unless managed appropriately, may become established in their territory and have an 

impact on the economy, environment and communities long after recovery from the emergency 

situation. Commonly provided aid includes food (fresh, dried and processed plants and plant products), 

water, building materials, planting materials (seeds and other plants for planting), support personnel 
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(e.g. volunteers), vehicles, machinery and equipment. Food and other humanitarian aid should comply 

with the phytosanitary import requirements of the recipient country. 

While natural disasters cannot be foreseen, the Commission encourages both potential importing 

(recipient) and exporting (donor) contracting parties and regional plant protection organizations (as 

relevant) to: 

(a) develop and maintain an emergency response plan and undertake preparedness activities to reduce 

the risk of introduction of regulated pests with food and other humanitarian aid in the event of an 

emergency or disaster; 

(b) identify and engage with relevant stakeholders (e.g. aid agencies, exporters, importers, regulators) 

to raise awareness of the pest risk associated with food and other aid materials that are provided 

to help countries respond and recover after a natural disaster or other emergency, and the need to 

manage this pest risk effectively; 

(c) use the guidance available in adopted International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures 

(ISPMs) (e.g. ISPM 32 (Categorization of commodities according to their pest risk)) and other 

available material; 

(d) partner with relevant stakeholders (e.g. aid and donor agencies) to better plan for the effective 

operation of their programmes to reduce pest risk, including standardizing supply and distribution 

operations for multiple countries to increase the efficiency of border clearance processes and 

potentially reduce regulatory burden; 

(e) encourage pre-dispatch treatment, treatment during transit or pre-clearance of food and other 

humanitarian aid by NPPOs of donor countries, to expedite clearance in the receiving country; 

(f) establish mechanisms for providing information to potential donors, aid agencies, importers and 

exporters to reduce the movement of goods posing a pest risk during emergency situations; 

(g) encourage NPPOs of exporting countries, if their domestic legislative framework allows, to urge 

their foreign food aid agencies to ensure that humanitarian aid materials meet the phytosanitary 

requirements of the recipient country. 
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CPM recommendations and ISPMs are available on the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) 

at https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/governance/cpm/cpm-recommendations-1/cpm-

recommendations/ and https://www.ippc.int/en/core-activities/standards-setting/ispms/, respectively. 

RECOMMENDATION(S) SUPERSEDED BY THE ABOVE 

None. 
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