	
1.	Opening of the session
The Director of the FAO Plant Production and Protection Division, Yurdi YASMI, welcomed participants to the Twentieth Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM), which was being held in hybrid mode (online and in-person).[footnoteRef:1] [1:  List of participants: [insert link]] 

The CPM observed a one-minute silence in remembrance of Ian SMITH (former Director-General of the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization).
The FAO Director-General, QU Dongyu, welcomed everyone and referred to the work of the CPM in adopting international standards to combat plant pests, developing the IPPC ePhyto Solution, and strengthening phytosanitary capacity. He explained how the shared work of the CPM and FAO contributed to the FAO “four betters” – better production, better nutrition, a better environment and a better life, leaving no one behind. However, he also emphasized the need for the CPM to remain vigilant and innovative in the face of expanding international trade and increasing risk of plant pests crossing borders. In this context, the director-general highlighted the Plant Health Innovation Fair and Scientific Poster Sessions taking place during the CPM week, which would serve as a real-time platform for sharing knowledge.
Beth BECHDOL, FAO Deputy Director-General, emphasized the critical importance of the work of the CPM in strengthening phytosanitary systems, thereby protecting global crop production, food and livelihoods. She noted that plant health is a strategic policy issue, not a technical niche; that strong phytosanitary policies enable safe trade and protect economies and livelihoods; and that policy coherence facilitates innovation that reaches farmers. She also commented that the strength of the CPM lay not only in the standards it adopts, but in the spirit of cooperation behind that work.
The Secretary of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC), Enrico PEROTTI, highlighted how CPM sessions were instrumental in delivering systems and tools that prevent pests from entering borders, from destroying biodiversity, and from disrupting international trade. He referred to the business of the session – the adoption of International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs), progress on implementing the 2020–2030 IPPC Strategic Framework, and reports from IPPC bodies – and encouraged participants to use CPM-20 to reaffirm their shared commitment to the IPPC’s mission: to protect global plant resources from pests and ensure safe trade for a food-secure world. 
2.	Keynote address
2.1	Keynote address by the United Kingdom’s minister for biosecurity, borders and animals
Baroness HAYMAN of Ullock, the Minister for Biosecurity, Borders and Animals in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, expressed her appreciation for the work of the CPM in protecting and promoting global plant health and biosecurity, which is at the core of the FAO mandate. She emphasized how shared standards and effective stewardship of an increasingly global food system benefit us all, across countries and across regions. She explained that this was why the United Kingdom continued to strongly support the IPPC and its One Health approach, including through its financial support to the Africa Phytosanitary Programme (APP). The minister wished the CPM participants the best for their discussions during the week and looked forward to the United Kingdom’s continued work with the CPM. 
2.2	Keynote address by the minister of the Indonesian Quarantine Authority
The Ambassador of Indonesia to FAO presented this keynote address on behalf of Sahat Manaor PANGGABEAN, Minister of the Indonesian Quarantine Authority. He shared with the CPM the long history of plant quarantine in Indonesia and emphasized the importance of food security and the threats posed by pests such as fall armyworm and Fusarium TR4. He noted the need to remain alert to the effects of climate change and referred to the use of biological control agents, integrated pest management, and One Health approaches. He also highlighted the need for stocks of healthy seeds after flooding and new adaptive technology for surveillance. The ambassador reflected on the benefits of the IPPC ePhyto Solution and pre-border biosecurity measures, but noted the challenges presented by e-commerce. He finished by expressing appreciation to other contracting parties and the IPPC Secretariat (hereafter referred to as “the secretariat”).
The CPM chairperson then gave some opening remarks. He looked forward to the business on the agenda and welcomed all participants, particularly those joining online. 
3.	Adoption of the agenda
The CPM:
adopted the agenda (Appendix 1) and noted the list of documents (Appendix 2).
3.1	European Union statement of competence
The CPM:
1. noted the Declaration of Competences and Voting Rights submitted by the European Union and its 27 member states.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  CPM 2026/INF/27.] 

4.	Election of the rapporteur
The CPM:
1. elected Steve CÔTÉ (Canada) as rapporteur.
6.	Report from the CPM chairperson
The CPM chairperson referred the CPM to his report.[footnoteRef:3] He commented that much of the bureau’s focus had been on finance and governance, together with some of the flagship programmes of the secretariat, and he referred to the productive meeting of the Strategic Planning Group (SPG) held in October and the IPPC global workshop on systems approaches held in December. The CPM chairperson highlighted some of the key achievements of 2025 and emphasized that the key challenges continued to be insufficient funding and a lack of staffing resources within the secretariat.  [3:  CPM 2026/43.] 

Contracting parties acknowledged the support from donors and through in-kind contributions and expressed their appreciation for the support of the secretariat.
The CPM:
1. noted the report from the CPM chairperson. 
6.1	Rethinking ISPMs
The CPM chairperson presented a paper, prepared by himself and reviewed by the bureau, following the discussions of the SPG on “rethinking ISPMs”.[footnoteRef:4] He also referred to the various written interventions received in response to it.[footnoteRef:5] [4:  CPM 2026/44.]  [5:  CPM 2026/INF/05; CPM 2026/INF/24; CPM 2026/INF/29; CPM 2026/INF/33; CPM 2026/INF/34; CPM 2026/INF/36.] 

Contracting parties expressed broad support for improving how standards are written, recognizing that the process should not be rushed, consideration should be given to exactly what is needed and the implications of the changes, and there should be no erosion of the scientific or technical integrity of ISPMs. The CPM noted the potential value of engaging a plain‑language specialist to support the transition to plain language but preferred to limit the level of involvement to observation of EWGs and the provision of recommendations in the first instance, rather than participation in the drafting itself. The outcome could inform the next steps. While the CPM recognized the potential usefulness of a targeted IPPC Observatory survey to understand the needs of CPs with regards to the use of plain language in ISPMs, diverging views were expressed about the timing of this survey. The CPM considered the development of plain-language guidelines but considered that this would be premature. 
The CPM:
1. agreed to invite a plain English specialist to observe the EWGs for the draft ISPM on Safe provision of humanitarian aid in the phytosanitary context (2021-020) and Revision of the draft reorganized pest risk analysis standard (2023-037) and provide a report to the SPG on their observations and suggestions for improvements; 
requested that the secretariat and the bureau appoint the plain English specialist, referred to in the decision above, setting out expectations; and
requested that, following the SPG, the secretariat work with the IC to structure an IPPC Observatory survey, based on the SPG’s recommendations and the papers submitted by the SC and the IC to CPM-20 (2026), to understand the needs of CPs, and then launch the survey in early 2027.
6.2	Future status of the IPPC Financial Committee
The CPM chairperson presented a proposal from the bureau to disestablish the IPPC Financial Committee and transfer its responsibilities to the bureau, for the sake of efficiency.[footnoteRef:6] He explained that the current rules of procedure for the bureau[footnoteRef:7] had a provision for financial planning and management. [6:  CPM 2026/04.]  [7:  CPM Rule of Procedure, Annex I, Rule II.] 

In response to a query, the secretariat reassured the CPM that the secretariat’s finance officer supports the bureau in its discussions on finance.
The CPM: 
1. agreed to disestablish the IPPC Financial Committee; 
1. agreed to transfer the responsibilities of the IPPC Financial Committee to the bureau to guarantee both financial transparency and oversight; 
1. agreed to add a standing item to the agenda of each bureau meeting concerning financial planning, financial reporting, resource solicitation and the development of procedures with regard to financial transparency and resource mobilization; and
1. requested that the secretariat amend the rules of procedure of the bureau to clarify that financial planning and management are aligned with FAO financial governance processes, and present these amendments to the bureau to recommend to CPM-21 (2027) for final adoption.
7.	Report from the IPPC Secretariat
The IPPC secretary referred the CPM to the 2025 annual report of the secretariat.[footnoteRef:8] He explained that the secretariat had advanced on all the major pillars of the secretariat’s work programme, including strengthening digital capacity, facilitating capacity building in countries and the adoption of the first commodity standard by CPM-19 (2025). [8:  CPM 2026/40.] 

The CPM noted a request that the CPM report be published in a timely manner, with some suggestions for future improvements.[footnoteRef:9] The secretariat assured the CPM that they would follow the established deadlines and procedures and would consider these suggestions and other lessons learned. [9:  CPM 2026/CRP/07.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the 2025 annual report from the IPPC Secretariat.
8.	Report from the Strategic Planning Group
The chairperson of the Strategic Planning Group (SPG), and vice-chairperson of the CPM, presented a summary report of the SPG meeting that had been held in October 2025.[footnoteRef:10] He emphasized the importance of the SPG meetings as a strategic forum for discussion and explained that the main topic of discussion at the 2025 meeting had been rethinking ISPMs. [10:  CPM 2026/05.] 

The CPM noted a proposal that an SPG meeting be held outside of Rome, for example at the FAO building in Bangkok, as a trial.[footnoteRef:11] The CPM also noted an offer from Brazil to hold a meeting of an IPPC body, such as the SPG or bureau. [11:  CPM 2026/INF/37.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the report from the SPG; and 
1. requested that the secretariat analyse, within the next three weeks, the costs and benefits of holding SPG meetings outside of Rome, for consideration by the bureau in a virtual meeting. 
9.	Report from CPM subsidiary bodies
9.1	Report from the Standards Committee
The SC chairperson presented the report of the SC’s activities during 2025.[footnoteRef:12] These had included the revision and approval of draft specifications and draft ISPMs for consultation or for adoption by the CPM, and discussions about potential ways forward for longer standing draft ISPMs and issues raised during drafting. The SC had also begun to review the IPPC procedure manual for standard setting, particularly the guidelines on the role of lead and assistant stewards. The SC chairperson reported that the SC had considered interim options for maintaining information removed from ISPMs, prepared a position paper to contribute to the SPG discussion on “rethinking ISPMs”, and reviewed and recommended submissions from the open call for topics. The SC had also supported the delivery of the 2025 IPPC regional workshops and provided oversight of all four IPPC technical panels. [12:  CPM 2026/06.] 

The CPM highlighted the importance of contracting parties (CPs) actively participating in the development of draft commodity standards by responding to the calls for information.
The CPM:
1. noted the report on the activities of the SC in 2025;
thanked CPs and members of the SC, both past and present, for their support of the standard setting process;
acknowledged the contributions of the Technical Panel on Diagnostic Protocols members who had left in 2025:
Vessela MAVRODIEVA (United States of America), and
Yazmin RIVERA (United States of America);
acknowledged the contributions of the Technical Panel on Commodity Standards member who had left in 2025:
Douglas KERRUISH (Australia);
acknowledged the contributions of the Technical Panel for the Glossary members who had left in 2025:
Ebbe NORDBO (Denmark), and
Shaza Roshdy OMAR (Egypt);
acknowledged the contributions of the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments members who had left in 2025:
Toshiyuki DOHINO (Japan), and
Eduardo WILLINK (Argentina);
approved the revision of the SC terms of reference to change “IC member may attend as an observer” to “IC representative attends as an observer”; and
encouraged contracting parties to submit pests and measures for inclusion in draft annexes to ISPM 46 (Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures) during the call for information, with any additional pests and measures being proposed during the first consultation.
[Note (to be deleted upon adoption of report): decision acknowledging SC members who left in 2025 is under agenda item 23 for consistency with decision acknowledging IC members.] 
9.1.1	List of topics for IPPC standards
The SC chairperson presented a paper on changes to the List of topics for IPPC standards.[footnoteRef:13] This listed the modifications to subjects (glossary terms, DPs and phytosanitary treatments (PTs)) that had been made by the SC. It also outlined further changes to the List of topics for IPPC standards recommended by the SC, including the SC’s recommendations on submissions from the ongoing Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation. [13:  CPM 2026/07.] 

The CPM considered the SC’s proposal to remove the pending status of the topic Minimizing pest movement by air containers and aircraft (2008-002) and assign it priority 2. However, the CPM agreed to leave the status unchanged until the work on sea containers was more advanced, as development of the two topics was linked.[footnoteRef:14]  [14:  CPM 2026/CRP/01; CPM 2026/INF/36.] 

The CPM: 
1. noted the adjustments to subjects made by the SC in the List of topics for IPPC standards (as presented in CPM 2026/07);
added the focused revision of ISPM 8 (Determination of pest status in an area) regarding the “pest absent” descriptions to the List of topics for IPPC standards, with priority 1, to resolve ambiguity with ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms);
changed the priority for the revision of ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection) (2023-014) from priority 2 to priority 1;
added the topic Revision of ISPM 3 (Guidelines for the export, shipment, import and release of biological control agents and other beneficial organisms) (2025-010), priority 1, to the List of topics for IPPC standards;
adopted the List of topics for IPPC standards, with the above adjustments; and
requested that the secretariat update the list of topics database on the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP), according to the decisions made by CPM-20 (2026).
9.2	Report from the Implementation and Capacity Development Committee
The IC chairperson presented an overview of implementation and capacity development activities during 2025.[footnoteRef:15] He explained that the IC and the Implementation and Facilitation Unit of the secretariat had contributed to the advancement of five development-agenda items (DAIs) of the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030, held an open webinar dedicated to the use of new technology in plant protection, and consolidated phytosanitary capacity evaluation (PCE) as a driver of investment and institutional strengthening. They had also expanded the IPPC Observatory’s work programme and added new online courses to the Plant Health Campus. The IC chairperson reported that the IC had contributed to the SPG discussions on rethinking ISPMs and had worked with the SC to ensure that implementation materials were more accessible on the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP). He also highlighted two key recommendations from the IC to the CPM: to secure predictable and sustainable funding for essential implementation activities that are underfunded (as recommended by CPM-19 (2025)) and to create three additional regular-funded positions within the secretariat.  [15:  CPM 2026/36.] 

The CPM noted suggestions made about ways to improve collaboration between the SC and IC, ensuring that standards and supporting guidance material are developed in tandem.[footnoteRef:16] The CPM also noted a request for more simulation exercises for emergencies responses and recognized that any changes to regular-funded positions within the secretariat would need careful consideration of the implications for other areas of the secretariat’s work. [16:  CPM 2026/INF/37.] 

The CPM: 
1. noted the work of the IC in 2025, the activities of the IC Subgroup on the IPPC Observatory, and the activities of the IC teams on e-commerce, Fusarium TR4, authorization of third-party entities, review of implementation topics, national reporting obligations (NROs), PCE, projects, and contributed resources;
noted the CPM-19 (2025) decision requesting that the IPPC secretary, with the advice and guidance of the Financial Committee or bureau, consider the establishment of three additional regular-funded positions for the Implementation and Facilitation Unit, especially for the development of guides and training materials, in order for the team to deliver its core mandate, as recommended in the 2014 IPPC Secretariat enhancement evaluation;
noted the CPM-19 (2025) decision requesting that the IPPC secretary, with the advice and guidance of the Financial Committee or bureau, consider the proposed provision of adequate financial resources for core and priority IPPC activities that are unfunded or underfunded – USD 50 000 per year for NROs, USD 50 000 per year for PCE, USD 50 000 per year for the Pest Outbreak Alert and Response System (POARS), USD 50 000 per year for the IPPC Observatory, and USD 50 000 per year for the development of guides and training materials;
requested that the IPPC secretary collaborate with the bureau to prioritize the aforementioned actions and activities in 2026, and encouraged contracting parties and partners to provide financial support and in-kind contributions to support implementation and capacity development activities;
thanked the experts involved in the development of the IPPC guides and training materials (Appendix X) following their outstanding contributions; and
acknowledged the invaluable support provided by partners and proofreaders (Appendix X) in translating the IPPC guides and training materials and verifying the accuracy of the translations.
9.2.1	List of topics for Implementation and Capacity Development
The IC chairperson presented a paper on the changes made by the IC to the List of topics for implementation and capacity development, including from the IC’s review of submissions and from the ongoing Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation.[footnoteRef:17]  [17:  CPM 2026/08.] 

The CPM noted that the topic Fusarium TR4 training courses (2023-002) had been removed from the list of topics because it had been completed, but the materials themselves would remain available.
The CPM: 
1. noted the update on the IPPC guides and training materials;
noted the adjustments made by the IC to the List of implementation and capacity development topics (as presented in CPM 2026/28), agreeing to further adjust the priority of the e-learning course on IPPC ePhyto Solution implementation training package (2026-005) to priority 1; and
adopted the List of topics for implementation and capacity development as amended.
9.3	Recommendations from the SC and IC from the IPPC Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation
The IC chairperson presented a paper, on behalf of himself and the SC chairperson, on the ongoing Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation.[footnoteRef:18] He summarized the outcome of the SC’s and IC’s review of the submissions received, the outcome of which is reported under agenda items 9.1 and 9.2 of this meeting. He also remarked on the SC’s and IC’s experience of the open call. [18:  CPM 2026/09.] 

The CPM: 
1. noted the submissions received in response to the ongoing Call for topics: Standards and Implementation up to and including September 2025;
noted the outcome of the SC’s and IC’s review of the submissions and the resulting decisions taken by the CPM at this meeting under agenda items 9.1 and 9.2; and
encouraged contracting parties and regional plant protection organizations (RPPOs) to actively participate in the ongoing Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation by submitting well-prepared and globally relevant proposals for standards, implementation resources, and IPPC Observatory studies.
10.	Financial report and budget
10.1	IPPC Secretariat financial report 2025
The IPPC secretary presented the secretariat’s financial report, detailing the resources that were available in 2025 from the FAO regular-programme budget, extra-budgetary sources and in-kind (non-financial) sources.[footnoteRef:19] He clarified that some of the contributions made within 2025, for example for the IPPC ePhyto Solution, were not just for 2025 or 2026 but for a longer period. The secretary acknowledged the increased regular-programme funding from FAO for the 2026–2027 biennium, thanked everyone for their generosity, and encouraged CPs and other donors to continue contributing.  [19:  CPM 2026/42.] 

Contracting parties pledged financial contributions for 2026.[footnoteRef:20] [20:  CPM 2026/CRP/12.] 

The CPM noted suggestions that the secretariat continue to develop their financial reporting processes to ensure transparency in how funds have been allocated;[footnoteRef:21] and that an appeal be launched for donations to the APP. The CPM also noted the importance of improving practical obstacles to implementation of the IPPC ePhyto Solution in countries, such as the lack of a stable internet connection. [21:  CPM 2026/INF/37.] 

The CPM: 
1. noted the financial report of the IPPC Secretariat for 2025;
adopted the financial report for 2025 of the IPPC Multidonor Trust Fund (Special Trust Fund of the IPPC) and the IPPC ePhyto Multi-Donor Trust Fund as presented in Table 3 and Table 5 of CPM 2026/42, respectively;
encouraged contracting parties to contribute to the IPPC Multidonor Trust Fund (MDTF) (Special Trust Fund of the IPPC), the IPPC ePhyto MDTF, the IPPC APP MDTF and IPPC projects, preferably on an ongoing basis; and 
thanked contracting parties that had contributed to the secretariat’s programme of work in 2025.
10.2	2026 IPPC Secretariat workplan and budget
The secretariat presented the workplan and budget of the secretariat for 2026, explaining that these operationalized the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030, advanced the IPPC mission and covered all parts of the secretariat.[footnoteRef:22] [22:  CPM 2026/39.] 

The CPM noted the need to set appropriate priorities to protect the funding of the IPPC ePhyto Solution, and a plea for a doubling of the funding to purchase tablets for use in APP countries.
The CPM welcomed offers by Japan and Greece to host EWGs, for Revision of the draft reorganized pest risk analysis standard (2023-037) and the revision of ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates) (2023-020), respectively. 
The CPM considered a proposal that EWGs be hosted in Rome for logistical and cost reasons.
The CPM: 
1. approved the workplan and budget of the IPPC Secretariat for 2026; 
1. requested that the secretariat aim to arrange four EWGs per year for the development of draft ISPMs; and
1. invited the SC to give further consideration to the proposals in CPM 2026/INF/36 regarding this agenda item, including the proposal to host EWGs in Rome. 
11.	Adoption of international standards for phytosanitary measures
The secretariat introduced the papers for this agenda item, which presented the draft ISPMs proposed by the SC for adoption by the CPM and activities related to translation of adopted standards.[footnoteRef:23]  [23:  CPM 2026/10_Rev1 (including attachments 01–05).] 

The secretariat informed the CPM that two objections had been received by the deadline for objections specified in the Standard Setting Procedure (three weeks before the CPM session):[footnoteRef:24] [24:  CPM 2026/INF/11.] 

One of these related to the draft revision of ISPM 26 (Establishment and maintenance of pest free areas for tephritid fruit flies) (2021-010). It did not object to the adoption of the ISPM but suggested technical improvements to the text, questioning the inclusion of definitions for some terms. One CP had submitted a written response, proposing the text amendments needed to address the concerns expressed in the objection.[footnoteRef:25] [25:  CPM 2026/INF/32.] 

The other objected to the adoption of the draft annex Field inspection (2021-018) to ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection) and concerned timing and coherence across standards. This submission aimed to avoid creating conceptual and operational inconsistencies between the annex and the core text of ISPM 23, which was already on the IPPC workplan for revision. It recommended that the annex be developed as a stand-alone ISPM and also provided two alternative options. Some CPs had submitted a written response, suggesting some minimal necessary revisions that would allow the CPM to adopt the draft annex as a stand-alone ISPM, with ISPM 23 renamed as Inspection of consignments when it proceeded to revision.[footnoteRef:26] [26:  CPM 2026/INF/28.] 

The contracting parties who had submitted the objection to the revised ISPM 26 accepted the amendments proposed in the written response referred to above.
Regarding the annex to ISPM 23, the CPM chairperson suggested that interested CPs participate in a Friends of the Chair meeting, which took place outside of the session. This resulted in a modified text for consideration,[footnoteRef:27] which was then reviewed by the CPM. One CP suggested that the statement “the standard does not cover testing of samples” be removed from the Scope section. The CPM noted, however, that this sentence was simply clarifying that requirements for testing were not included in the standard; it was not saying that testing is unimportant. [27:  CPM 2026/CRP/10.] 

The CPM: 
1. adopted the revision of ISPM 26 (Establishment and maintenance of pest free areas for tephritid fruit flies) (2021-010), incorporating the modifications presented in Appendix 1 of CPM 2026/INF/32, and revoked the previously adopted version;
adopted ISPM 48 (Field inspection) (2021-018) as presented in CPM 2026/CRP/10;
adopted PT 47 (Irradiation treatment for Planococcus lilacinus) (2023-035), as presented in CPM 2026/10_03, as Annex 47 to ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests); 
adopted PT 48 (Irradiation treatment for Paracoccus marginatus (2023-034), as presented in CPM 2026/10_04, as Annex 48 to ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests);
adopted PT 49 (Irradiation treatment for Pseudococcus baliteus (2023-033), as presented in CPM 2026/10_05, as Annex 49 to ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests);
noted the adoption by the SC of the following two DPs (annexes to ISPM 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests)) on behalf of the CPM in 2025:
DP 35 (Meloidogyne mali) (2018-019), and
DP 36 (Genus Pospiviroid) (2018-031);
thanked the experts of the groups who drafted the adopted standards and their contracting parties or international organizations (Appendix X) for their active contribution to the development of these standards;
noted that the following ISPMs (including annexes) and CPM recommendation had been reviewed by the Arabic, Chinese and Spanish language review groups and the FAO translation service, and the secretariat had incorporated the modifications accordingly and replaced the previously adopted versions on the IPP:
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas),
2022 amendments to ISPM 5, 
Annex 1 (Criteria for evaluation of available information for determining host status of fruit to fruit flies) to ISPM 37 (Determination of host status of fruit to fruit flies ((Tephritidae)),
Annex 1 (Use of systems approaches in managing the pest risk associated with the movement of wood) to ISPM 39 (International movement of wood),
Annex to ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests): PT 46 (Cold treatment for Thaumatotibia leucotreta on Citrus sinensis),
Annex to ISPM 46 (Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures): CS 1 (International movement of fresh Mangifera indica fruit), and
CPM Recommendation on Minimizing the pest risk associated with the sea-container pathway (R-06); and
thanked contracting parties and RPPOs involved in the language review groups, as well as the FAO translation service, for their efforts and hard work to improve the language versions of ISPMs (including annexes) and CPM recommendations.
11.1	Ink amendments to adopted ISPMs
The secretariat presented a paper on proposed ink amendments to adopted ISPMs arising from consistency reviews.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  CPM 2026/28.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the deletion of the term “plant protection organization (national)” from ISPM 5 as an ink amendment, this term being simply a cross-reference to the term “national plant protection organization” (Attachment 01 of CPM 2026/28, in English);
noted the ink amendments to the Spanish version of ISPM 15 (Regulation of wood packaging material in international trade) for translation consistency of the English word “remanufactured” and the ISPM 5 term “point of entry” (Attachment 02 of CPM 2026/28, in English);
noted that the ink amendments would be implemented into all FAO language versions of the standards concerned as resources permitted; and
noted that, once the secretariat had applied the ink amendments, the previous versions of the standards would be replaced by the newly implemented versions.
12.	CPM recommendations
The CPM chairperson referred to the paper for this agenda item, which outlined the background to the development of CPM recommendations.[footnoteRef:29] [29:  CPM 2026/34.] 

The CPM: 
1. noted that no proposals for CPM recommendations had been submitted to the secretariat since CPM-19 (2025); and
encouraged contracting parties, RPPOs, CPM focus groups, other subsidiary bodies and the secretariat to consider submitting new proposals for CPM recommendations to the secretariat for presentation to the CPM.
13.2	Commodity- and pathway-specific ISPMs
The secretariat presented an update on the DAI “Commodity- and Pathway-Specific ISPMs”,[footnoteRef:30] outlining progress with the development of draft commodity standards (annexes to ISPM 46) and reporting on discussions within IPPC bodies about concerns that had been expressed about the potential misuse of commodity standards and the criteria for determining which pests to include in them. In response these concerns, the SC had discussed the use of terminology regarding pest absence and confirmed that the Technical Panel on Commodity Standards (TPCS) could fully exercise its authority to excludes pests if the evidence provided did not demonstrate that the commodity is a pathway for the pest. The secretariat also referred to a proposal to hold a joint IPPC–APPPC workshop on commodity standards.[footnoteRef:31] [30:  CPM 2026/14.]  [31:  CPM 2026/CRP/02_Rev1.] 

The CPM recognized that, although the subject International movement of fresh orange (Citrus sinensis) fruit (2023-027) (priority 2) was covered within the scope of the subject International movement of Citrus fruit (2023-019) (priority 1), it would be prudent to keep it in the work programme until the Citrus fruit standard was adopted, in case the latter proved not to be feasible. 
The CPM noted concerns that pests with low mobility and pests whose association with the pathway has a high degree of uncertainty continued to appear in draft commodity standards,[footnoteRef:32] and they recognized the importance of CPs providing technical justification when proposing pests to be added to draft commodity standards.[footnoteRef:33] The CPM noted that ISPM 46 included safeguards against misuse or misinterpretation of its annexes and the SC and TPCS were also giving further consideration to the criteria for excluding pests from draft commodity standards. The CPM noted a call for the IPPC community and the SC to continue to devote sufficient time to the development of this first set of standards to build a solid basis for the subsequent standards.[footnoteRef:34] [32:  CPM 2026/INF/22.]  [33:  CPM 2026/CRP/01.]  [34:  CPM 2026/CRP/01.] 

The CPM considered a proposal from the Asia and Pacific Plant Protection Commission (APPC), New Zealand and the Republic of Korea to hold a joint IPPC–APPC workshop on commodity standards.[footnoteRef:35] This included the offer of potential funding from all three parties. New Zealand and the Philippines both offered to serve on the organizing committee for the workshop.  [35:  CPM 2026/CRP/02_Rev1; CPM 2026/INF/36.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the update on the DAI “Commodity- and Pathway-Specific ISPMs”;
endorsed the proposal to organize a joint IPPC–APPPC global workshop on commodity standards in June 2027 and requested that the IPPC Secretariat, in collaboration with APPPC, establish an organizing committee under the oversight of the CPM Bureau; and
encouraged contracting parties to participate actively in the current IPPC Call for Topics: Standards and Implementation and any future IPPC calls for information material for the development of specific commodity standards.
13.3	Management of e-commerce and postal and courier pathways
The lead for the IC Team on E-commerce presented an update on the DAI “Management of E-commerce and Postal and Courier Pathways”.[footnoteRef:36] He reported that Phase 1 of the work had been completed and the CPM needed to decide whether to initiate Phase 2 (2026–2030), building on the achievements of Phase 1 and the findings and recommendations of the IPPC Observatory study on e-commerce. The IC lead referred the CPM to the proposed roadmap for potential Phase 2 and the financial resources required to deliver it. [36:  CPM 2026/15.] 

The CPM noted a suggestion that, ideally, the report from the observatory study would be published before progressing to Phase 2, so that CPs could fully understand the findings of Phase 1 before agreeing to progress to Phase 2. However, given the urgency of this DAI, the CPM agreed to proceed, noting for future CPMs the importance of having full reports available where possible. 
The CPM:
1. noted the forthcoming publication of the IPPC Observatory study on e-commerce;
invited contracting parties and RPPOs to take action at national and regional levels based on the recommendations from the IPPC Observatory study on e-commerce, as presented in Appendix 1 of CPM 2026/15;
approved the proposed roadmap for Phase 2 of the DAI “Management of E-commerce and Postal and Courier Pathways” (2026-2030) and agreed that Phase 2 should commence, noting the financial resources required to deliver this phase as presented in Appendix 2 of CPM 2026/15; and 
acknowledged that implementation of Phase 2 is contingent upon the availability of adequate financial resources and requested that the necessary funding be secured to enable its commencement.
13.4	Enabling the use of third-party entities
The secretariat presented an update on the DAI “Developing Guidance for the Use of Third-Party Entities”,[footnoteRef:37] the focus of which was to develop two IPPC guides: one on authorization of third-party entities and the other on audit in a phytosanitary context. The secretariat reported that a call for experts and technical material had been launched in relation to the audit guide, and the IC had agreed that work on the authorization guide would start once an initial draft of the audit guide was available. [37:  CPM 2026/16.] 

The CPM:
1. thanked Australia and Canada for the provision of funds for the development of the guides Authorization of entities to perform phytosanitary actions (2018-040) and Audit in the phytosanitary context (2021-009);
noted that work on the DAI “Developing Guidance on the Use of Third-Party Entities” had been initiated; and
encouraged contracting parties to respond to the call for experts for the guide on Authorization of entities to perform phytosanitary actions when it is launched in 2026.
13.5	Strengthening pest outbreak alert and response systems – update from the steering group
The chairperson of the POARS Steering Group presented an update, outlining the purpose of POARS, the assessment process for identifying emerging pests of global concern, and the results of the 2025 assessment cycle.[footnoteRef:38] She also highlighted the synergies between POARS, the APP and the Plant Health Innovation Fair at CPM-20 (2026). Continuing with the presentation, the secretariat explained that POARS was transitioning from its pilot phase towards operational implementation. The mandate of the steering group had recently ended, and the bureau had approved the terms of a reference for a new steering group as requested by CPM-19 (2025). The secretariat had also begun publishing Global Pest Alerts and IPPC Monthly Pest Reporting Summaries; however, future POARS activities would depend on funding.[footnoteRef:39] [38:  CPM 2026/17.]  [39:  CPM 2026/INF/18.] 

The CPM expressed its appreciation to the POARS Steering Group for the update and for the tremendous progress it had made.[footnoteRef:40] [40:  CPM 2026/CRP/01.] 

The CPM recognized that it would be helpful to evaluate what other regions and CPs are pursuing in relation to horizon scanning (e.g. the EUPHRESCO project “Quantitative Horizon Scanning Using Climatic Modelling to Identify Species with the Potential to Become Plant Pests”). The secretariat confirmed that the terms of reference of the new POARS steering group were sufficiently broad to encompass this. 
In response to queries about why certain pests were not included in the list of emerging pests of global concern, the secretariat explained that the criteria and the rationale are available on the IPP and encouraged CPs to nominate pests for assessment, as the list was dynamic and could be reviewed at any time if new information became available.
The CPM: 
1. noted the progress achieved in implementing POARS since CPM-19 (2025);
noted the conclusion of the mandate of the current POARS Steering Group and the initiation of the governance transition towards the establishment of a new steering group, in accordance with the terms of reference approved by the bureau, as requested by CPM-19;
acknowledged the contribution of the current steering group members (Appendix X) and thanked them for their work;
acknowledged the initiation of horizon-scanning activities and strengthened collaboration with strategic partners, including CABI, the European Food Safety Authority and the APP.
13.6	Assessment and management of climate-change impacts on plant health – update from the CPM focus group
The secretariat presented an update from the CPM Focus Group on Climate Change and Phytosanitary Issues, which concluded its mandate at this meeting.[footnoteRef:41] Activities since the update presented at CPM-19 (2025) had included a webinar series, completion of the technical content of a set of factsheets, and the drafting of recommendations to the SC on how to incorporate climate-change considerations into pest risk analyses. In October 2025, the bureau had acknowledged the impressive contributions made by the focus group and had recommended that climate-change activities be incorporated into the general activities of the secretariat. [41:  CPM 2026/18.] 

The CPM noted a request that the focus group’s material be made available on the climate-change landing page of the IPP and that the page be updated regularly. 
The CPM:
1. noted the progress achieved by the CPM Focus Group on Climate Change on Phytosanitary Issues since CPM-19 (2025);
acknowledged and thanked the members of the focus group (Appendix X) for their commitment and technical contributions;
endorsed the integration of the remaining climate-related activities into the secretariat’s ongoing programmes and workstreams; and 
requested that the secretariat and bureau present a plan to the SPG 2026 and then CPM-21 (2027) setting out how climate-change activities will be integrated into the secretariat’s ongoing programmes and workstreams.
13.7	Global Phytosanitary Research Coordination – update from the CPM focus group
The chairperson of the CPM Focus Group on Global Phytosanitary Research Coordination presented an update from the focus group, which concluded its mandate at this meeting.[footnoteRef:42] The chairperson reported that the focus group had conducted a scoping study, in which they had identified and analysed existing research networks, and investigated the needs and requirements of NPPOs. From this exercise, the focus group had identified different types of organizational structures for research networks, identified gaps in coverage, and had suggested possible solutions to address these gaps. The focus group had proposed that existing research networks be brought together with NPPOs and RPPOs under a global framework and that the focus group’s mandate be extended to finalize a proposal and develop an implementation plan for such a framework. [42:  CPM 2026/19, including the full report from the focus group as Attachment 1.] 

The CPM considered a suggestion that, given the complexity of research networks, lower-cost approaches should be explored as an alternative to the establishment of an IPPC-led research network framework, and that this could be considered during the development of the next IPPC strategic framework rather than extending the mandate of the focus group.[footnoteRef:43] However, following various expressions of support to the contrary, a consensus was reached to extend the focus group’s mandate as proposed. [43:  CPM 2026/INF/38.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the scoping study report by the CPM Focus Group on Global Phytosanitary Research Coordination; and 
1. extended the term of the focus group until the end of CPM-21 (2027), with a mandate to finalize a proposal for a policy and research framework and to develop an implementation plan for the framework.
13.8	Diagnostic laboratory networking 
The secretariat presented an update on the DAI “Diagnostic Laboratory Networking”.[footnoteRef:44] The secretariat explained that an initial assessment of the state of diagnostic laboratory networks had been conducted by an in-kind consultant and presented to the SPG in 2025. The recommendations from this study, listed in the paper for this agenda item, would be considered by the CPM focus group at their first in-person meeting, to be held in June 2026. In the meantime, the CPM was invited to provide comments. [44:  CPM 2026/20.] 

The CPM considered a suggestion that the remaining tasks for the focus group may need to be reviewed to consider how to enhance rather than duplicate existing diagnostic networks and that the key recommendations from the final report may be considered in the development of the next IPPC strategic framework. The CPM also noted a suggestion that the focus group conduct further consultation, given that different countries are at different stages in terms of their access to diagnostic networks.
The CPM: 
1. noted the paper on the DAI “Diagnostic Laboratory Networking”; 
encouraged contracting parties and RPPOs to send comments on the recommendations in this report to the secretariat for consideration by the focus group;
thanked South Africa for the in-kind contribution of a consultant to conduct the initial assessment of the state of diagnostic laboratory networks;
requested that the bureau review the focus groups’ terms of reference, considering the findings of the above assessment, and amend as appropriate; and
requested that the focus group produces its final report for presentation at CPM-22 (2028).
13.9	IPPC Observatory – progress report on 2025 activities and workplan for 2026
The secretariat presented a progress report on the activities of the IPPC Observatory in 2025 and the workplan for 2026.[footnoteRef:45] Activities in 2025 had included the completion of surveys on e-commerce and antimicrobial use, together with continued collaboration with the Codex Alimentarius and the World Organisation for Animal Health observatories. The workplan for 2026 centred on the launch of the Third IPPC General Survey, agreeing the way forward for the final review and evaluation of the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 DAIs, reviewing topic submissions and mobilizing resources.  [45:  CPM 2026/21_Rev1.] 

The secretariat invited the CPM to consider two options for the final evaluation of the strategic framework, but the CPM also considered an alternative suggestion: that the review be undertaken by a small group reporting to the bureau, or by the bureau itself, through an evaluation of the outputs from the relevant focus groups and other relevant activities.[footnoteRef:46] As there was no consensus to follow this approach, the CPM agreed that the evaluation should be undertaken by the IPPC Observatory, as initially planned, and noted that the activity fell within its mandate. [46:  CPM 2026/CRP/06.] 

The CPM noted the benefits of hiring a survey specialist to ensure consistent high-quality survey design.[footnoteRef:47] [47:  CPM 2026/CRP/01.] 

The CPM:
1. noted the status of activities from the IPPC Observatory 2025 workplan, including that some activities could not be completed because of a lack of dedicated funding;
noted the IPPC Observatory 2026 workplan;
noted the CPM-17 (2023) and the CPM-19 (2025) decision requesting the secretariat to consider establishing a new position of programme manager to coordinate, monitor, report and mobilize funds, and requesting the bureau to implement this decision; 
requested that the IPPC secretary collaborate with the bureau to consider establishing a new position of programme manager to coordinate, monitor, report and mobilize funds in 2026; 
encouraged IPPC Official Contact Points to respond to the call for data submission on antimicrobial resistance (AMR) in plant health through FAO’s Antimicrobial Resistance Monitoring (InFARM) platform;
agreed that the final review and evaluation of the IPPC Strategic Framework 2020–2030 DAIs would be undertaken by the IPPC Observatory in 2027, in accordance with the terms of reference proposed in Appendix 3 of CPM 2026/21, and requested that the required financial resources be allocated no later than 2026; 
noted the efforts made to redesign and standardize the Third IPPC General Survey; 
noted the launch of the redesigned IPPC Third General survey in the second half of 2026 and called on contracting parties to actively participate and respond to the survey; and 
acknowledged the financial contributions from the government of the Republic of Korea to support the work on the Third IPPC General Survey. 
14.	Updates from other CPM focus groups
14.1	Report from CPM Focus Group on Safe Provision of Food and Other Humanitarian Aid
The vice-chairperson of the CPM Focus Group on Safe Provision of Food and Other Humanitarian Aid presented the final report from the focus group.[footnoteRef:48] She confirmed that, with the delivery of the science session at this meeting (in place of a webinar) and the action plan in the group’s report, the focus group had successfully delivered all its tasks and was concluding its mandate at this meeting. The focus group vice-chairperson highlighted the complexity of the provision of humanitarian aid and the importance of clear messaging. She also emphasized that the focus group had worked on the principle of “do no harm”, mindful that preservation of human life is paramount: the aim of the draft ISPM would therefore be to help NPPOs perform their functions without delaying the provision of aid.  [48:  CPM 2026/22.] 

Contracting parties highlighted the need to consider the pest risk associated with humanitarian aid passing through transit countries. One RPPO also expressed their intention to contribute resources and tools for simulation exercises, for consideration by the secretariat.
The secretariat informed the CPM that, as a result of the recent global travel difficulties, the EWG for the draft ISPM on Safe provision of humanitarian aid in the phytosanitary context (2021-020), which had been scheduled in the week following this meeting, had been postponed. The secretariat thanked Fiji and the Pacific Plant Protection Organization for agreeing to co-host the EWG.
The CPM: 
1. noted the final report from the CPM Focus Group on Safe Provision of Food and Other Humanitarian Aid;
thanked Australia for its financial contributions to the work of the focus group and all NPPOs, RPPOs and organizations noted in the focus group’s report for their direct support;
agreed the action plan for collaboration with other organizations on the safe movement of humanitarian aid, as presented in Annex 1 of CPM 2026/22, and noted how the IPPC community could assist with implementing relevant proposals or outcomes; and
acknowledged the contribution of the focus group members (Appendix X) and thanked them for their work.
14.2	Update from CPM Focus Group on Sea Containers
One of the co-chairpersons of the CPM Focus Group on Sea Containers presented an update on the activities of the focus group.[footnoteRef:49] He reported that the focus group had supported a symposium in October 2025, continued its evaluation of regulatory and non-regulatory measures, and further developed the custodial responsibility approach. However, the focus group had been unable to complete its assessment of the effectiveness of the CPM Recommendation on Sea containers (R-06), because it had proved impossible to obtain sufficient suitable data. Furthermore, feedback from several regional IPPC workshops and some NPPOs at the symposium had indicated that both awareness and uptake of the CPM recommendation remained very low. He explained that, given the very low attendance at the 2025 symposium, the focus group had proposed that, instead of holding an international workshop in 2026 as planned, the focus group should instead concentrate on other means of raising awareness and obtaining feedback. [49:  CPM 2026/23.] 

The CPM noted a suggestion that the focus group identify and plan for continued engagement with stakeholders and welcomed confirmation from Canada that its pledged financial contribution for a sea containers workshop in 2026[footnoteRef:50] could be used to support this. [50:  CPM 2026/CRP/12.] 

The CPM welcomed the amendments to the Code of Practice for Packing of Cargo Transport Units (the CTU Code) submitted by the focus group and noted the pest risk posed by empty sea containers.
The CPM:
1. noted the 2025 update of the CPM Focus Group on Sea Containers.
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