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[bookmark: _Hlk177917780]Report of the 33rd Session of Asia and Pacific Plant Protection Commission


Opening Session

The Mr. Yubak Dhoj CG, Executive Secretary of APPPC welcomed the participants and thanked P.R. China to host the 33rd Session. He also thanked the advisory group for their support in preparation of the Session.
One hundred twenty one participants from 17 member countries, 1 observer country and FAO attended the 33rd Session of APPPC (Appendix 1).

[bookmark: _Hlk179472121]Welcome address by Vice Minister, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, P.R. China

Mr. ZHANG, Xing Wang, Vice Minister of Agriculture and Rural Affairs started his welcome speech in video message with celebration of the 7th Farmers’ Harvest Festival in China on 22 September 2024. He congratulated the opening of the 33rd Session of APPPC in Jiangsu province and welcomed participants. He emphasized the importance of food security which is the top national priority of China. To combat plant pests, the Chinese government has established comprehensive plant protection system, formulated specialized laws and regulations and an early warning network. Prevention of pest spread across borders is very important also. 
He recognized APPPC as an important platform for plant protection cooperation and China is willing to continue supporting the work of the Commission and cooperate with relevant international organizations and countries. He proposed: 1. Strengthening exchanges on policies and regulations; 2. Enhancing technical exchange on prevention and control of pest; and 3. Strengthening the exchange of pesticide management practice. He wished the Session great success.

Welcome address by Jiangsu Province, China

Mr. Wu, Jian Hua, Deputy Director General, Jiangsu Provincial Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs welcomed the participants.
Jiangsu is a leading province in economy in both industry and agriculture. Jiangsu is one of the China’s 13 major grain producing provinces with more than 35 billion kilograms of grain production. Jiangsu has always placed great importance on the prevention and control of crop pests and diseases, establishing a modern crop pest control system. Also, Jiangsu produces 450,000 tons of green pesticide technical materials which is exported to other countries. Taking this opportunity of hosting the 33rd Session of APPPC, Jiangsu will enhance food production and security, promote international cooperation and improve the high-quality development of agriculture.
He wished the Session great success and the participants a pleasant stay in Suzhou.

Welcome address by FAO 

Mr. Kim JJ, ADG of FAO Asia and Pacific Regional Office welcomed the participants in video message. He recognized the importance of Asia and Pacific region in food production, and plant health is an essential component of agriculture. With increased travelling and trade, the risk of pest spread is also increased, and pests can cause almost 40% of crop loss.
He emphasized prevention of pests is more critical and effective than control and plant health is well aligned with FAO sustainable pest management.
He congratulated the APPPC on their achievements and wished attendees a productive Session.

Opening remarks by the Chairperson of the 32nd Session.

The Session was opened by Ms. K. Yim, Rep. of Korea. She welcomed participants and congratulated APPPC on going back to normal operation after COVID 19 and on the new set up of the Secretariat. She expressed thanks to the hosting country, P.R. China and their staff, the APPPC Secretariat and advisory group, including the 3 chairs of Standing Committees and members of Standard Committee for their contributions. She wished everyone a productive meeting.

Introductory remarks by Local Organizing Committee (National Agro-tech Extension and Service Centre, P.R. China)

Hosting country NPPO introduced logistics for the meeting and field trip on Thursday. He also offered any necessary support for technical operation to the participants.


Agenda 1.	Election of Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Members of Report Drafting Committee

Mr. Wang, Fu Xiang, China was elected as the Chairperson and Mr. Thaiyotin P, Thailand and Ms. Vivan-Smith G, Australia were elected as the Vice-Chairpersons. The members of the drafting committee were Australia, China, New Zealand, Republic of Korea and the Secretariat. 
Chairperson welcomed the participants and wished a productive Session.

The agenda was adopted with modifications; this included adding the New Zealand proposal on rethinking the ISPMs to Agenda 13 (Special topics) and discussion on establishment of APPPC multi donor trust fund and the establishment of APPPC Advisory group for 2025-2026 biennium to Agenda 16 (Other business). 


Agenda 2.	Secretariat Report and APPPC Financial Management in FAO 

The Executive Secretary reported a summary of the activities including workshops of three Standing Committees, expert working group meeting to develop RSPMs and APPPC-IPPC regional workshops in the current biennium with expenditure. All planned activities for this biennium had been delivered except a workshop on banana disease and hands on training of SALB, which will be delivered in Philippines in November 2024 and in Malaysia in early 2025, respectively. 

Japan expressed thanks to the Secretariat and informed a Japanese staff will start his work in FAO Bangkok Office in October. The Chairperson thanked Japan’s continuous contribution. The Executive Secretary appreciated the Japanese contribution and clarified the Japanese staff would work for a project in the FAO Bangkok office and partially for APPPC.

The Executive Secretary introduced history of APPPC with revision of APPPC in 1983 with institution of mandatory contribution. APPPC is managed as a project under FAO and currently APPPC has 2 trust funds: the mandatory contribution trust fund and the Australian contribution trust fund. He also introduced the status of mandatory contribution from members up to August 2024. He clarified the mandatory contribution requested for a member, should be paid by that member country. He showed spread sheets of FAO accounting system regarding APPPC mandatory contribution and the Australian trust fund. A table with estimated level of mandatory contribution with 5, 10 or 15% increase was presented. He mentioned that the Secretariat would assist any members having difficulty with method of payment.


Agenda 3.	Updates of Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM) and CPM Bureau Activities  

Ms.  Vivian-Smith G, Bureau member from South West Pacific region updated the IPPC activities and recognized Mr. Masui for his work as the Asian bureau member. She introduced the IPPC vision, mission, objectives and core activities. Key meetings of IPPC in 2024 were presented including CPM-18, two bureau meetings, Standard Committee and Implementation and capacity development Committee meetings, CPM focus group meetings and meetings on African Phytosanitary Programme. She invited member countries to participate in the Strategic Planning Group meeting in October 2024. Activities of African Phytosanitary Programme and establishment of CPM focus group on One Health were reported. Major decision of CPM-18 on IPPC Strategic Framework 2020-2030 including implementation of pest outbreak alert and response system, ePhyto with funding model as a transitional pilot and activities of the regional workshops and Technical Consultations among Regional Plant Protection Organization (TC-RPPOs) were presented.

The chairperson recognized the importance of APPPC work to be aligned with IPPC but not duplicated.

Rep. of Korea asked about the status of letters to request ePhyto voluntary payment to member countries. The bureau member clarified the letters were under preparation and the establishment of separate trust fund in FAO is progressing but is required before the letters can be sent to allow payments to be received. She also informed that discussion with FAO to seek FAO financial support for ePhyto operation is happening.


Agenda 4.	Developments with the Amendments to the Plant Protection Agreement for the Asia and Pacific Region 1983 and 1999

The Executive Secretary introduced development with ratifying the amendments to the Plant Protection Agreement for the Asia and Pacific Region 1983 and 1999. He explained the APPPC amendments were agreed by members and approved by FAO council and now is in the stage of the member deposition. Formal acceptance of the amendments by a two-thirds majority of members is required for enforcement. 

For the 1983 amendments with institution of mandatory contribution, only 18 members accepted, and 7 members have not accepted.

There are two sets of amendments that were proposed and approved in 1999 for the revised Plant Protection Agreement for the Asia and Pacific Region. The first set of 1999 amendments brought the Agreement in line with the revised IPPC and the WTO Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (SPS Agreement) and were adopted in 1999. The second set of the 1999 amendments deleted the appendix on measures to exclude “South America Leaf Blight(SALB) of Hevea” from the region.

The regional standard on phytosanitary measures (RSPM) on SALB pest risk analysis, guidance materials, contingency plan and training workshops had been completed. One remaining activity is the hands-on training of diagnosis which is planned to be implemented in April 2025 and will complete the comprehensive folio of work undertaken on SALB. Only four members have accepted the 2nd set of the 1999 amendment, therefore the revised 1999 APPPC agreement is not in-effect.

Despite various efforts to increase the number of member countries to accept the 1999 amendments, only a small number of countries have completed their legal process and accepted the amendments. Since the 32nd Session there has been no change in the acceptance status. 

He also introduced a model of instrument agreement with required process.

The chairperson emphasized the importance of acceptance of the amendments and requested members act toward the acceptance which was agreed by members and approved by the FAO council already. The reasons and challenges of members not to accept the amendments should be figured out to help members.

Bangladesh raised that they accepted the 1999 amendments but has not been included in the list. 

New Zealand, who ratified the 1999 amendments relatively recently in 2017, shared their experience emphasizing on understanding the purpose and rationale of the amendments and there being no additional burden for the members by the amendments from the current operation of NPPOs. Initiation of action by NPPOs is necessary. New Zealand also shared their domestic legal process to ratify the amendments and documentation required, and offered to share with the members who may need help.

The chairperson invited New Zealand to share their documents with members on request.

Bangladesh asked about the required level of official acceptance in the government. 

Cambodia mentioned there is limited understanding of the amendments and how to officially accept in the government. He requested assistance from the Secretariat.

Nepal pointed out that the acceptance of an international treaty is a bureaucratic and political process and requires assistance. 

Malaysia expressed thanks to the Secretariat and advised that an internal process is ongoing for acceptance of the 1999 amendments.

Indonesia reported that internal discussion is in progress toward acceptance.

Fiji also informed that internal process toward acceptance is progressing.

Malaysia emphasized the importance of implementation of hands-on training of SALB diagnosis which is planned as the final component in the work plan for SALB issues.

Rep. of Korea expressed appreciation for the progress being made by some members to accept the amendments and suggested to create a small group to assist some members who need assistance to understand the amendments and how to communicate with relevant ministries and high-level officials in the governments. Some of the actions should be included in the work programmed for 2025-2026.


Agenda 5.	Progress Report on Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine 

 Ms. Zhu L, New Zealand, the chair of Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine presented a summary of activities aligning with the strategic objectives of APPPC: surveillance workshops with a focus on pest freedom, development of regional standards on phytosanitary measures (RSPMs), development of criteria for commodity prioritization, APPPC-IPPC regional workshops, pre-CPM consultations and contribution to technical working groups on ISPMs/CPM recommendation and guides in this biennium. She expressed her appreciation of the leading countries and hosting countries of various IPPC and APPPC meetings, participating members, the standard committee for their valuable contributions. She highlighted the remaining hands-on training on SALB diagnosis to be completed in April 2025 and asked for decision on ISPM 32 regional workshop which was suspended for 2 biennia.

Australia reported the result of the surveillance workshop No. 6 (pest freedom concept) in Bali, Indonesia, 22-26 May 2023 which is the last workshop of the serial workshops since 2016 on pest surveillance supported by Australian trust fund. The workshop was led by Australia NPPO and co-hosted by Indonesia NPPO. Twenty-eight participants from 15 countries attended to discuss and share their experience with cases studies. There were discussion sessions for pest free area (PFA) surveillance consideration and diagnostic requirement, pathway control, challenges with PFA establishment, community and industry engagement, role and process of verification and understanding of pest free area, pest free production sites (PFPS) and pest free places of production (PFPP). From the workshop, needs of cost-benefit analysis, logical flow of how to establish a PFA, PFPP and PFPS and critical decision points, importance of community and industry engagement, consideration needed before embarking on PFA, PFPS and PFPP were recognized. The group visited a coffee plantation as a field trip.

The Session 
· noted the report of Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine; and
· thanked the Australian NPPO for their significant contribution for 6 surveillance workshops from 2016. 


Agenda 6. Progress Report on Standing Committee on Integrated Plant Health Management  

[bookmark: _Hlk177921713]On behalf of the chair of Standing Committee on Integrated Plant Health Management (IPHM), the Executive Secretary presented a summary of activities including a workshop on IPHM fruit fly management in mango production. 
The APPPC region is the centre of mango production and management of fruit flies in mango production is very important especially in trade. The group reviewed the status of implementation of systems approach for management of fruit flies in mango, discussed various provisions under relevant ISPMs, pre-harvest IPHM, farmer training, record keeping and institutional support for pest management at farm level.
Standard Operation Procedure (SOP) of systems approach should be developed including surveillance and monitoring, pre-harvest management and post-harvest treatment.
The group discussed challenges in capacity development, development of SOP, awareness raising, community and national level involvement, establishment of area of low pest prevalence, facility for post-harvest treatment.
The group visited a mango orchard, packing house and treatment facilities. 
The group developed some action points; formulation of guidelines and SOP for implementation of systems approach, and stakeholder engagement.

Executive Secretary also presented a plan to implement systems approach to manage banana pests including TR4 in Philippines in November 2024. He also introduced a regional technical cooperation project on TR4 management as an FAO regular program.

Viet Nam indicated systems approach with different phytosanitary treatments for fruit flies is often difficult to be accepted in trade. He requested cooperative work in APPPC countries to accept equivalent treatments. 

Australia introduced the on-going discussion taking place in IPPC to widen understanding of systems approach and encouraged participation of APPPC members. This includes a proposal for an international workshop on systems approach that will be presented at SPG.

Bangladesh pointed out to the importance and difficulties to control fruit flies.

Nepal shared their experience on fruit fly control with protein bait and awareness raising. 

Thailand recognized that new annexes to ISPMs on systems approach for seed and wood are currently being developed, and APPPC should continue to have workplan on systems approach.

The Session noted the report of Standing Committee on Integrated Plant Health Management.


Agenda 7.	Progress report on Standing Committee on Pesticide Management

Mr. Zhang HJ, China, the chair of Standing Committee on Pesticides Management presented a summary of activities including 3 workshops; pesticide application by unmanned aerial vehicles, management and application of biopesticides and pesticide residue detection. The main achievements were strengthening pesticide regulatory management in the region in line with the Code of Conduct on pesticide management, training workshops for capacity development and the advisory group discussion in the preparatory group meeting to include activities on pesticide management. Highly hazardous pesticide use in Asia and regional progress of implementation of Rotterdam convention were also reported. He thanked the hosting countries and participants.

Australia raised there was IPPC activity on anti-microbial resistance through surveys and encouraged members to respond to the surveys.  
She also emphasized that topic and location of APPPC workshops needed to be selected carefully to support increased participation. 

Bangladesh expressed concern of impact of aerial application of pesticides on microbial environment and beneficial organisms.

The Chair responded workshops by Codex on MRL may help countries to understand and comply with the MRL requirement. He also informed pesticide management on minor crops was suggested in the APPPC work plan for next biennium. 

[bookmark: _Hlk177649731]China reported the result of the workshop on pesticide application by unmanned aerial vehicles which was led and hosted by China in Nanjing 24-27 August 2023. More than 40 participants from 10 countries attended to share their interest and experience of use of unmanned aerial vehicles on pesticide application and risk management through country reports. There were 12 experts’ lectures on various topics. They visited paddy fields to see the demonstration of application of pesticide with unmanned aerial vehicles and Institute of Agriculture Mechanization and Food Safety and Testing. The achievement also included network building for communication and understanding of management regulation and technical procedures, pesticide preparation, additives, performance measurement and risk control. 

Nepal reported the result of the workshop on application techniques and use of biopesticides which was led by China and hosted by Nepal in Katmandu, 18-22 March 2024. More than 60 participants from 11 countries attended and they shared knowledge, experience and challenges on latest innovation, development, registration, quality control, management and practical application of biopesticides through country reports. There were lectures on development and application of different bio-pesticides in China and Nepal and production and use of bio-pesticides in China. 
The Group visited an IPM research centre and commercial vegetable farm using biopesticides. Participants appreciated the opportunity to foster regional cooperation towards regional guidelines to enhance the use of biopesticides. 

China reported the result of the workshop on pesticide residue detection, which was led and hosted by China in Nanning, 20-24 May 2024.  More than 30 participants from 9 countries attended to share their knowledge and experience to enhance technical capabilities and to promote regional coordination to contribute to food system through country report and discussion. There were seven expert’s lectures including Codex Committee on pesticide residue. The group visited industry laboratory and government laboratory for pesticide residue analysis. Not only the techniques to analyse the residue but also pesticide management regulation, national risk monitoring of agricultural products and risk control of residue were discussed. 


[bookmark: _Hlk178190526]The Session noted the report of Standing Committee on Pesticide Management.


Agenda 8. Development of RSPMs

[bookmark: _Hlk177817241][bookmark: _Hlk177817873]Agenda 8.1	 Consideration and Adoption of draft RSPMs

Ms. Yim K, Rep. of Korea the chair of APPPC Standard Committee (SC) reported the background and procedure for development of two RSPMs including development and approval of specifications, call for expert working group (EWG) members and supporting information, EWG meeting to develop the drafts, country consultation and circulation of the final drafts for official objection and corrections. She reported there was no official objection and recommended adoption of the two RSPMs without discussion.

As a steward of the EWG, she also reported some observations and recommendations regarding the development of RSPMs.

Australia and New Zealand suggested the Session to consider how to deal with a commodity RSPM when there is an ISPM adopted by CPM, such as mango RSPM case. The Session noted this issue with interest and agreed to have more discussion during the Plant Quarantine Committee discussion and maybe propose as an agenda for the 34th Session.

The Session 
· discussed the title of the draft RSPMs and agreed;
· Options for Phytosanitary measures for the international movement of whole milled (white) rice (Oryza sativa)
· Options for Phytosanitary measures for the international movement of fresh longan (Dimocarpus longan) fruit
· adopted the two RSPMs (Appendix 2 and 3)

· encouraged member countries to actively participate in and contribute to the RSPM development including submission of supporting material before EWG meeting, nomination of technical experts for EWG and submission of country comments to the draft specifications and draft RSPMs
· thanked the SC members, EWG members and their respective countries for their valuable contribution
· thanked the IPPC Secretariat and APPPC Secretariat for their management of on-line commenting system and organizing meetings. 


Agenda 8.2	 Criteria for Commodity Prioritization 

Ms. Zhu L, New Zealand, the chair of Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine introduced the background, and sixteen commodity topics were proposed during the APPPC workshop on commodity standards in 2022 and call for topics in 2024.  

The criteria for prioritizing commodity topics for RSPM development were proposed with consideration of strategic and economic importance, regulatory considerations, availability of information and resources.  

According to the criteria, the list was shortened to eight commodities; soybean (grain), coffee bean (green), durian, avocado, coconut, cut flower or foliage, pineapple and mushrooms.

The Session was invited to discuss and approve the criteria and consider if commodity RSPMs should be included in the 2025-2026 workplan and if so, the Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine to discuss which commodities should be selected.

Thailand supported the criteria but pointed out the criteria are used only after topics have already been shortlisted. 

Several countries thanked and supported the criteria. China suggested to include number of countries requesting a commodity RSPM as a criterion. 

Nepal suggested to add level of trade integration among the members for a commodity. 

Thailand suggested the criteria to be incorporated in the submission form for future call for topics.

Australia pointed out that not all criteria may be appropriate to be applied to RSPMs other than commodity RSPMs.

It was suggested to discuss whether the commodity RSPM should be included in the workplan for 2025-2026 and selection of specific commodities for RSPM development in the group discussion of Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine.
 
The Session 
· discussed and approved the criteria with modification (Appendix 4) as below;
Regional demand: Commodities are of regional importance.
Scoring: higher scores assigned to topics that:
are important for trade within the region based on considerations such as; trade value and volume, level of trade integration among contracting parties for a particular commodity, number of countries requesting RSPM for a commodity
· encouraged countries to cooperate and participate in RSPM development


[bookmark: _Hlk177818550] Agenda 8.3	Revision of APPPC Regional Standard Setting Procedural Guideline	 
Ms. Yim K, Rep. of Korea the chairperson of APPPC Standard Committee (SC) proposed revision of APPPC regional standard setting procedural guideline to provide more clarity, more feasible time frame and add provision of official objection, minor technical adjustment and ink amendment.

Australia raised that circulation of final draft for adoption in 30 days before the Session may not allow members to have enough time for internal consultation and requested to extend to 45 days. This suggestion was supported by several countries.

The Session 
approved the proposed revision of APPPC regional standard setting procedural guideline (Appendix 5) with modification of the period for final submission to the members to 45 calendar days prior to the Session


Agenda 8.4	Membership of APPPC Standard Committee	 

[bookmark: _Hlk178186759]Ms. Yim K, Rep. of Korea the chair of APPPC Standard Committee (SC) provided update on SC members including replacement members from China and Australia. 

The chair also urged the Pacific region to nominate one member.

Australia suggested to modify the wording of the Terms of Reference of SC membership to ‘up to 10 members’ to give flexibility in nomination. This suggestion was agreed by the Session.

SC chair also suggested to modify Terms of Reference with clarity of composition and quorum. 

[bookmark: _Hlk177829694]The Session 
· confirmed the membership of SC 
Mr. Jason Ng (Australia)
Ms. Pei Jiang (China)
Mr. D.K. Nagaraju (India)
Mr. Aulia Nusantara (Indonesia)
Ms. Lailatul JSH (Malaysia)
Ms. Joanne Wilson (New Zealand)
Ms. Kyu-Ock Yim (Rep. of Korea)
Mr. Wickrama Arachchilage Raveen Thushara Wickramarachchi (Sri Lanka)
Ms. Trinh Thi Thu Thuy (VietNam)

· agreed to revise the Terms of reference of SC regarding the composition requirements and addition of quorum (Appendix 5)

The APPPC SC will consist of up to10 members. The distribution of maximum number of members for each APPPC sub-region will be:
		    South Asia 			2
	   South-east Asia 		3
		   North-east Asia 		2
	   Pacific 			3
Each sub-region should have at least one member in the Standard Committee. The quorum is 6 members.

· Extended thanks to the leaving SC members, Mr. Wang X. and Ms. Peterson S. for their contribution


[bookmark: _Hlk177829775]Agenda 9.	Report of APPPC-IPPC Regional Workshop

Ms. Yea M, Rep. of Korea introduced the purpose of the regional workshop and the history of 19 years of contribution by Korean NPPO for hosting and support for participation. The accumulated number of participants over time was more than 700. 

She reported the results of the APPPC-IPPC regional workshop in 2024. The workshop was hosted in Seoul with 29 participants from 15 countries. In the regional workshop, the draft ISPMs were discussed in depth, not only to produce regionally agreed comments but also to share opinions on the drafts. The workshop also provided opportunity to update IPPC activities including ePhyto funding model, survey on e-commerce, high priority topics for commodity ISPMs and regional issues such as RSPM development and the 33rd Session. 

Ms. Yea also reported the Korean NPPO will be able to host the workshop in 2025 however, the participation support will not be available. She suggested the participation support to be included in the APPPC budget for 2025-2026.

Australia announced that the Australian trust fund can be used for the support of member participation in the regional workshops.

Australia clarified the AUD 240,000 was already transferred to the FAO Australian trust fund account.

The Session 
· thanked the Korean NPPO for their long-term support for the APPPC-IPPC regional workshop since 2006
· thanked Australia for their generous support of member participation in the regional workshops.


Agenda 10.	Advisory Group Report 

Ms. Yim K, Rep. of Korea presented the report.  The advisory group was established in January 2023 based on decision of 32nd Session with 6 members. The advisory group met 7 times virtually and 3 times physically during the APPPC-IPPC regional workshops and session preparatory group meeting to discuss a wide range of issues such as organization of APPPC Session and workshops, Secretariat staffing and budget. 

She also presented observations and suggestions from the advisory group to the Session to discuss participation rate for workshops, financial management for the Secretariat and travel support for crucial expert’s participation.

New Zealand appreciated work of the advisory group and supported the continuity of the Advisory group.

China also thanked the Advisory group especially to prepare the 33rd Session.

Indonesia supported to maintain the advisory group and supported the suggestions from the Advisory group.

Australia appreciated the efforts and supported to maintain the advisory group.

The Executive Secretary mentioned that the suggestions from the Advisory group reflected the situation of the Secretariat in FAO. He also asked for guidance from the Advisory group to help decide participants for currently planned workshops.

Australia pointed out that the invitation for workshops should be sent out to all members and allocation of proper budget for good participation is needed.

New Zealand supported enough budget to be allocated to increase the participation and suggested analysis to be done by the Secretariat on the reasons of low participation in certain workshops.

Chairperson suggested the group discussion of 3 standing committees to consider how to increase participation in their group discussion.

Malaysia requested the funding criteria to be clearly stated in the invitation letter.

Thailand supported including the funding criteria in the invitation letters and reminded the decision in 32nd Session allowing flexibility in application of the criteria. 

New Zealand requested the annual travel plan of the Secretariat to be reviewed, prioritised and agreed with the Advisory group.  New Zealand also suggested to conduct a study on how other Article 14 bodies are managed in FAO. New Zealand offered its hep in having discussion with FAO management. 

The Session 
· thanked the work of the Advisory group;
· agreed to maintain the Advisory group for the next biennium;

· agreed to revise the Terms of Reference for APPPC Advisory group to include ‘oversee and provide guidance on the use of the APPPC trust fund between regular Sessions’ (Appendix 6);

· encouraged members to participate in APPPC workshops more actively;
· urged leading countries, the chair of standing committees and Secretariat to communicate and prepare as early as possible to ensure better participation;
· requested Secretariat, lead countries and Chairs of the standing committees to analyse the topics and develop the concept papers reflecting common interest of members;

· agreed to engage a general local staff (100% dedicated to APPPC) from the APPPC trust fund;
· expressed concerns on limitation of Executive Secretary’s travel to essential IPPC meetings;
· agreed to conduct study on management and finances of other Article 14 bodies in FAO to check whether the APPPC is being treated equitably. New Zealand offered to help communicating to FAO;
· agreed to allocate certain amount of the APPPC trust fund to support the Executive Secretary’s participation in at least some APPPC activities;
· agreed that the Secretariat would provide a draft APPPC related travel plan to Advisory group for review, prioritization and approval by the Advisory group;

· agreed application of the IPPC criteria of travel support to APPPC workshop participation;
· agreed to prioritize travel support for eligible countries who make the mandatory contribution;
· agreed to encourage all members to find budget resources to self-support their participation;
· agreed to support participation in physical meetings for essential members of expert working group, standard committee and advisory group (Session preparatory meeting) upon request, subject to approval by the Advisory group;
· requested Secretariat to extend invitation to attend regional workshops to all members; and 
· requested the Secretariat to include travel support criteria explicitly in the invitation letters


Agenda 11.	Country Report 

This Session required specific information on status and challenges of acceptance of 1983 and 1999 amendments of the Plant Protection Agreement of Asia and Pacific Region, as well as the implementation of ePhyto in their country report.

Australia, Bangladesh, Cambodia, China, Fiji, Indonesia, Lao DPR, Malaysia, Nepal, New Zealand, Philippines, Rep. of Korea, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Timor Leste, and Viet Nam and observer country, Japan presented their country reports with significant changes and developments in plant protection. 

All member countries who attended this Session are aware of their status of acceptance of the amendments. Several countries informed that internal process to ratify the amendments is progressing. However, several countries were not able to initiate their domestic process mainly due to complexity of process within the government especially in communication with other relevant ministries. Some countries who already accepted the first set of 1999 amendment may take more time for the acceptance of the second set. Thailand articulated challenges to accept the 2nd set of 1999 amendments including importance of rubber industry with increasing area of cultivation, insufficient preparation of measures against outbreak of SALB, insufficient information sharing among rubber growing countries and lack of stakeholder consultation.

Rep. of Korea appreciated the open and frank discussion and reiterated the history of the amendments and APPPC member agreement of the 1999 amendments. The importance of impact of rubber disease is not underestimated by removing the SALB from the APPPC agreement. She reminded of the 25 years of effort of APPPC on this issue such as development of an RSPM on SALB PRA, contingency plan and series of workshops and trainings etc. She wished consideration and actions by the remaining members in the near future to accept the amendments.

There are various stages of ePhyto solution implementation in the region.  Many countries (Australia, Fiji, Indonesia, Rep. of Korea, New Zealand, Philippines, Sri Lanka and Thailand) exchange ePhyto for import and export. Among them, Fiji and Sri Lanka use GeNs system.

Most of the countries who have not been able to implement ePhyto but want to use ePhyto solution, facing problems to connect their national system to the ePhyto hub. Particularly Bangladesh, Cambodia, Malaysia and Nepal requested technical assistance. 

Session recommended members update the relevant country information especially regulation and import requirements in International Phytosanitary Portal of IPPC.


Agenda 12. 	The APPPC Work plan

The Republic of Korea, as chairperson of the preparatory group, introduced proposed work plan with budget for the next biennium for discussion by the 3 Standing Committees. She also presented proposed overarching APPPC activities with budget including increase of member countries to accept the 1983 and 1999 APPPC amendments, establishment of the advisory group, preparatory group meeting for 34th Session, resource mobilization, 34th Session, support of APPPC Secretariat, sharing pest information and reorganization of APPPC website for consideration and approval by the Session.

The 3 Standing Committees had group discussion to develop work plan for the 2025-2026 biennium.

12.1 	Results of Group Discussions and Summary Work Plans of 3 Standing Committees

12.1.1		Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine

Australia, Bangladesh, China, Fiji, Indonesia, Malaysia, New Zealand, Philippines, Rep. of Korea, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Timor Leste, and Japan participated in the group discussions. 

Ms. Zhu L, New Zealand was elected as chair of the Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine, and Mr. Phodee A, Thailand was elected as vice chair. Ms. Yim K. Rep. of Korea was elected as chair of the Standards Committee. 

The group discussed and agreed specific activities to help the remaining members to accept the 1999 amendments including providing documentation and information for national ratification process, developing a comparison document for SALB and a question & answer document led by New Zealand. Members are encouraged to send their questions and assistance request to the Secretariat.

‘Assessment of roles and responsibilities of APPPC as an RPPO’ was added in the work plan under Strategic objective 1 as a new activity also including Study on the operation of Article 14 bodies under FAO management (led by New Zealand).

The group agreed to have 2 workshops: Management of biosecurity risk of e-commerce (Philippines and Australia, 2025) and Purpose and implementation of commodity standards (New Zealand and Philippines 2026). The group agreed to delete the workshop on ISPM 32 from the work plan.

Workshop on implementation of ISPM 45 (on 3rd party authorization) and 47(on audit) was suggested and the group agreed to come back to this topic at the 34th Session after development of implementation guide by Implementation and capacity development Committee of IPPC and more relevant information on remote audits (topic for ISPM 47 Annex) becomes available.

Topics for RSPM/RIG were discussed. The topic on developing a RSPM on sea container hygiene was supported. Australia and Fiji informed that the Pacific plant Protection Organization also approved similar topic and collaborative work between the 2 regions may be suggested after discussion in the PPPO regional meeting in Nov. 2024. 

Due to the complexity of this issue, it may require more than one biennium to develop the RSPM. New Zealand expressed support for this topic and willingness to host the EWG to develop a draft standard. 
Japan reminded that some countries expressed concern on the implementation during the CPM discussion and raised a concern that developing a RSPM may cause a confusion as the revised CPM recommendation had been published. 
China recognized the complexity of this issue, and agreed longer time may be required and suggested to start with a more limited scope that focusses on empty containers. Bangladesh mentioned harmonization with other RSPMs is important.

RSPM topic on sea container hygiene was agreed to be developed by an EWG (financially supported and hosted by New Zealand). 

The group agreed to develop 2 commodity RSPMs. Countries expressed their priority with justification. Based on the suggested priority topics, the group shortlisted to durian, avocado, coffee bean and pineapple and discussed regional interest in import and export and benefit to developing countries.

Commodity RSPMs on durian fruit and green coffee bean were agreed by the group to be proposed to the Session for endorsement. It was also proposed 2 commodity RSPMs to be developed by one EWG.
 

12.1.2		Standing Committee on Integrated Plant Health Management

[bookmark: _Hlk178186114]China, Malaysia, Nepal, Philippines, Rep. of Korea and Vietnam participated in the discussion. Ms. Lailatul JSH , Malaysia was elected as the Chair of the Standing Committee on IPHM. 

The group discussed activities and challenges in IPHM by crops in countries to identify the capacity development needs in the region.

There are two workshops being proposed which are: Regional approach for Fall army worm (FAW) management with a focus on the surveillance and early warning system, diagnostic methods; and the second workshop on IPM in vegetable pests.

Concern was raised about the FAW because there had been intensive activities and numerous projects worldwide. The Chair explained the proposed FAW workshop will be more focused on expansion of host plants and their management from reginal perspective.

12.1.3		Standing Committee on Pesticide Management

Australia, Cambodia, China, Laos, Malaysia, Nepal, Rep. of Korea and Thailand and Mr. Gu, FAO, participated in the discussion. Mr. Zhang HJ, China was elected as chair for the standing committee on pesticide management.

The group discussed several issues relating to the challenges in member countries including capacity building, information exchange (chemical pesticides, pest resistance, online trading of unregistered pesticides, disposal management and phasing out Highly Hazardous Pesticides, development of biopesticide guidelines on application and risk mitigation and demonstration in practice etc.,), product registration (registered pesticides for minor crops or high value crops and biopesticides) and plant health products such as plant growth regulators and sex pheromone entrapment. 

The group agreed to organize a workshop on pesticide registration and application for high value crops or minor crops in 2025 with partial financial support from China and a workshop on risk management and application of natural enemies of pest in 2026 with partial financial support from China. The group also agreed to a workshop on developing a guideline on application and risk mitigation on bio-pesticides and demonstration in practice with full financial support of China.


After the group discussion, the Session met, and the three chairs of Standing Committee reported the results of their discussion.

Regarding the selection of topic of commodity RSPMs, Thailand expressed its concern on durian commodity for development of an RSPM considering limited growing area and pest risk to be introduced into APPPC region and suggested avocado. Cambodia and Vietnam shared this view. Bangladesh proposed pineapple. It was explained that the purpose of commodity standards is not only for exporting countries but for importing countries and topics of avocado and pineapple were in the priority list. Consideration of which topics were being proposed for commodity ISPMs should also be taken into account. 

Cambodia recognized the importance of development of RIG on accepting of methyl bromide alternatives. 

It was suggested that in the future preparation of concept papers for the proposed workshops as Session documents would be helpful to make decision by the Session. Australia agreed to provide template for a concept paper. 

The Session
· agreed the work program for 2025-2026 (Appendix 7)
· requested development of concept papers on proposed workshops as Session documents from 34th Session. Australia agreed to provide a template of concept paper for workshop proposals.


Agenda 13.	 Special Topic Session

13.1	Cooperation Projects and Resource Mobilization in APPPC Region

Ms. Zhu L, New Zealand presented a summary and analysis of the survey on cooperation projects and resource mobilization in the region. Ten countries responded to the survey. 
Approximately 14 countries and ASEAN received support from various countries and organizations on plant quarantine, IPM and pesticide management. 

Regarding the scope of the projects, improving system including regulation system, trade facilitation, technical and operation framework, capacity development, training officials, expert and farmers, and provision and application of new technology and provision of equipment are common themes.

The special areas needing support aligned well with the APPPC 2023-2028 Strategic Plan and the proposed biennium work programme.


Ms. Kong SY, China presented the South-South Cooperation (SSC) project of China.  She introduced the work of Centre of International Cooperation Service, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. The centre manages more than 300 training programs worldwide. Trust Fund for FAO was established in 2009 with 130 million USD to support global regional and national capacity building activities. The SSC Trust Fund has also been provided to IPPC to develop the phytosanitary capacity of developing countries at international level and national level. The major achievement was enhancement of capacity, regional collaboration and inter-regional cooperation, global knowledge and technology transfer in phytosanitary measures.  

The Session acknowledged the assistance from the Chinese SSC and asked about the progress/time frame of this program. Ms. Kong informed the IPPC project was finished, however, there is possibility to create a new project if it is well justified.

13.2	Best Practice on Pest Management

Mr. Li C-Y, Guangdong Academy of Agricultural Science, China introduced the global strategies in the fight against banana disease of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp cubense. Tropical Race 4 (TR4). History of cross-border transmission and biology of the TR4 were presented. In China, TR4 is managed through biological control agents, bio-fertilizer to control soil borne disease, soil fumigation with combination of chemicals and bio fertilizers, rotation of crops with pineapple, pepper, eggplant or maize, fungicide application and breeding of resistant variety etc. 
There are various global coordination platforms including IPPC. IPPC organized workshops, desktop exercise and training courses. IPPC created an IC team on TR4 and developed guide material. IPPC/IAEA hands-on training course on diagnostics in 2024 was provided. Resource mobilization and public-private partnership for preparedness and fight again TR4 is under discussion. 

IPPC IC member informed the information on TR4 on IPPC web page.


Mr. Gu B, Division of Plant Protection, FAO presented the progress on international pesticide management. He introduced the structure of Plant Production and Protection Division, FAO. The main activities of Pest and Pesticide Management (PPM) group are 1. Development of international policies, guides and standards, 2. Capacity building of lifecycle management of pesticides, 3. Pesticide risk reduction and mainstreaming biodiversity, 4. Addressing agrochemical management and 5. Finding challenges and trend. PPM group sets international standards for Maximum Residue Levels (MRL) and develops guidance and addresses emergency issues through FAO, WHO etc. The group developed pesticide registration toolkit and works toward reduction of highly hazardous pesticide and promotes sustainable waste management, IPM and use of biopesticides. FAO pilot IPM program showed 70-90% reduction in chemical pesticide application in Asia. 
However, use of pesticide is continuously increasing to 3.5 million tons in 2023. This causes problems in human health and environment such as contamination of soil and water and damages on ecosystem. Regarding One Health approach, pesticide use, and residue are importance factors. New trend in pesticide includes new products and application such as nano-pesticide, drone application, science-based decision and policy making, increase of transparency and digitalization and integrated approach. He also introduced possible cooperation with IPPC such as joint workshop. 

New Zealand encouraged possible opportunity to work for capacity development activities in pesticide management in Asia and Pacific region in collaboration with FAO.

Vietnam expressed concerns on very low MRL in some importing countries. 
Mr. Gu informed MRL setting activities but still there is gap to set for all cases. 

Bangladesh asked if there is any available information on formulation of pesticide.

Mr. Gu introduced a guide on illegal trade of pesticide is under development.

Japan asked about One Health activities related to IPPC. 
Mr. Gu responded plant health is a component of One Health and IPPC is involved in the discussion in FAO. Pesticide is related to the Environment Health and MRL. One Health data regarding Anti-Microbial Resistance (AMR) has been collected, however AMR data is still not enough. 
The Executive Secretary pointed out that Plant Health itself is often underestimated in One Health and relevant projects are needed at the regional level. 


Additional Topic

 New Zealand presented a discussion paper entitled ‘Is it time to rethink the ISPMs?’ which was submitted to the Strategic Planning Group meeting of IPPC in October 2024. 
He outlined their assessment that the ISPMs have low readability and low translatability and often the core requirements are unclear. Potential solutions might be use of plain language, use of visual and digital tools in ISPMs and layering information in ISPMs (e.g. concise summary followed by more details) and ISPM contains core requirements only. He suggested to learn from other standard setting organizations e.g. WOAH, Codex, WCO.    

The Session supported the proposal and recognized this paper is a good start to improve ISPMs.	

It was pointed out that the change of structure and introduction of visual and digital tools and layering information is a fundamental change in ISPMs, which may require intensive discussion in extended period in IPPC. 

The Session agreed that the APPPC supports the New Zealand discussion paper ‘Rethinking ISPM’ and this support would be conveyed to SPG by New Zealand. 


Field Trip

The field trip was prepared by Chinese NPPO and Jiangsu Province to Happy village of lake Tai Oasis and National Modern Agricultural Industrial Park. The daily operation of surveillance and reporting system of China’s quarantine pest monitoring was introduced. Monitoring activity and smart traps for fruit flies such as Bactrocera dorsalis and Ceratitis capitata were demonstrated. 
The group visited an agricultural industrial park with IPM consisting of agricultural measures, physical and chemical lures, biological control and scientific use of pesticides.

The group had a chance to visit the rice fields to see the pest monitoring, reporting, forecasting, and early warning system. Pest monitoring equipment including intelligent pest light traps, automatic spore trapping instruments, disease outbreak modelling, comprehensive meteorological monitoring stations and remote real time monitoring devices were demonstrated. Spray by unmanned aerial vehicles (drones) were showcased. 


Agenda 14.	Financial Report

Ms. Yim, K, Rep. of Korea, chair of the preparatory group reported on the finance of APPPC. 

With current level of mandatory contribution, the expected full amount of mandatory contribution per year is 196,217 USD and at the end of 2022 the total amount in APPPC trust fund (TF) was approximately 1,064,000 USD. 

In 2023 most members made mandatory contribution. It was noted that some members started making contribution who had not been able to contribute in the past.

The total expenditure in 2023 was approx.109,000 USD including USD 35,592 from the Australian TF.

By July 2024, approx. 116,000 USD was received so far (expecting more contribution by the end of 2024) and expenditure was approx. 63,000 USD resulting in the remaining amount in TF approx. 1,286,000 USD. In 2024 additional expenditure for 33rd Session, banana disease workshop and other cost is estimated at 110,000 USD.

According to the decision of 33rd Session, there are new activities in the budget which are estimated at 150,000 USD:
· Support of APPPC Secretariat 
· APPPC-IPPC regional workshop participation
· Hosting TC-RPPOs and
· Partial travel support for the Secretariat

The total budget for work plan for 2025-2026 biennium, proposed by the 3 Standing Committees was 620,000 USD. A side meeting by Advisory group, 33rd Session Chair and Vice chairs, 3 chair of Standing Committees, major contributing countries (Australia, China and Rep. of Korea) and Secretariat suggested a reduction of the budget to 575,000 USD without reducing activities.

The group also suggested a gradual increase of mandatory contribution from 2027-2028 biennium to lessen fast depletion of the saved TF. For 2027-2028 biennium 5% increase was suggested. 

The Session discussed the proposed budget. Australia proposed 20,000 USD extra funds to support 34th Session participation from the Australian trust fund and New Zealand proposed a contribution of additional 10,000 USD towards hosting the EWG for container hygiene in New Zealand and participation support. With these extra contributions the proposed budget using the mandatory contribution funds was reduced to 545,000 USD.

The remained TF from Australia after completion of surveillance workshops (32,189 USD) and 2024 new contribution (approx.160,000 USD) will be used under consultation with Australian NPPO. 

The group also recommended the workshop ‘Hands-on training on SALB diagnosis’ (Malaysia 2025) which was carried over from the 2023-2024 biennium, to be moved under Strategic objective 1 ‘Ratify the 1999 amendments to the Plant Protection Agreement for the Asia and Pacific Region’ as this is the last of the series of the agreed SALB workshops for rubber growing countries. 

China expressed concern on provisional agreement of 5 % for 2027-2028 even though they recognized the need of the increase and suggested this agreement be delayed to the next Session.

Rep. of Korea recognized the importance of APPPC and informed its mandatory contribution will be transferred soon.

New Zealand supported the proposed work plan with budget and agreed to the increase of 5% from 2027-2028 to allow members for the government budget preparation.

Australia proposed a one off 10% increase to avoid lengthy discussion and approval within governments in consecutive years as a one off 5% increase may not be sufficient. 

Thailand recognized the need of increase due to new inclusion of activities which was agreed in this Session.


The Session;
· noted the financial report;
· [bookmark: _Hlk178191004]agreed the work plan for 2025-2026 biennium with budget (Appendix 7);
· thanked the contributing members and congratulated the members who contributed for the first time;

· agreed the level of mandatory contribution for 2025-2026 biennium with 0% increase;

· agreed there is a need to increase the mandatory contribution by 5% from the 2027-2028 biennium;
· requested the Secretariat to write a letter to each member country in 2025 advising this proposed increase; 
·  requested each member country to work to secure this 5% increase in their government budget for the 2027-2028 biennium;

· thanked New Zealand for the additional financial commitments to support the Expert working group meeting on sea container RSPM; and
· thanked Australia for the continuous financial support for APPPC activities.


[bookmark: _Hlk178185356]Agenda 15.	Announcement of Date and Venue of the 34th Session 

Ms. Vivian-Smith G, Australia presented the plan for the 34th Session in Sydney, Australia and welcomed delegations of APPPC members and observers. Australia thanked China for the great preparation and hosting of this Session. 
The date will be announced as soon as possible.

The Session thanked Australian NPPO for offering hosting the 34th Session.


Agenda 16.	Other Businesses

16.1	Establishment of Advisory Group

Session agreed to establish the Advisory group and called for nominations.

Ms. Vivian-Smith Australia, Mr. Arayakittipong P, Thailand and Mr. G Panganiban, Philippines were nominated, and the Session agreed.

The Session agreed to establish the APPPC Advisory group with:

[bookmark: _Hlk178186273]Ms. Zhu L, New Zealand (Chair of Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine)
[bookmark: _Hlk178246674]Ms. Lailatul JSH, Malaysia (Chair of Standing Committee on Integrated Plant Health Management)
Mr. Zhang HJ (Chair of Standing Committee on Pesticide Management)
Ms. Yim K (Chair of Standard Committee of the Standing Committee on Plant Quarantine)
Ms. Vivian-Smith G, Australia
Mr. Panganiban G, Philippines
Mr. Arayakittipong P, Thailand

16.2	Establishment of APPPC Multi-Donor Trust Fund

Mr. Thomson P, New Zealand proposed the need to establish a multi-donor trust fund (MDTF) for voluntary contributions. It was suggested to have communication with FAO for possible options to have an APPPC MDTF account.

Executive Secretary noted the suggestion on MDTF, and he will find possible ways within FAO with support from the Advisory group.

Australia and New Zealand offered help. 

The Session requested Secretariat and Advisory group to work together to establish an APPPC multi-donor trust fund. Australia and New Zealand offered help to work with IPPC and FAO.




Adoption of Session Report

The report drafting committee reviewed and proposed the Session to adopt the report. 
Session went through the report with focus on decision points.

The Session adopted the report in principle, subject to any amendments. Members will have an opportunity to review the full report and provide any edits for incorporation following the Session. 

Participants expressed warm appreciation to Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, P.R. China to host the APPPC 33rd Session and to Jaingsu Province for their hospitality.
The chairperson of the Session expressed gratitude to all the participants, thanked the Jiangsu Provincial People's Government, as well as the plant protection and quarantine agencies of Jiangsu Province, Suzhou City, and Wuzhong District for their cooperation and support, and extended thanks to all the staff providing conference services. 
The meeting is hereby declared closed. 
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Appendix 4.	Criteria for Prioritizing Commodity Topics for RSPM Development

To ensure the most impactful and relevant commodities are prioritized for regional standard development, some agreed criteria to assist prioritization would be beneficial. It is proposed that commodity proposals could be evaluated against the agreed criteria, and the criteria for prioritization be designed to focus on strategic and economic importance and the availability of scientific information and resource. 
1. Strategic and economic importance

· Strategic alignment: Topics align with the APPPC strategic plan (2023-2028), global food security and sustainability goals. 

Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics that:
· align closely with the APPPC strategic plan;
· contribute significantly to global food security and sustainability;
· focus on staple crops essential for regional food security and nutritional needs.

· Economic importance: Commodities are important for cross-border trade within the APPPC region. 
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics that:
· contribute to national and regional agriculture;
· impact on Gross Domestic Product within the region;
· have the potential to boost the regional economy.

· Regional demand: Commodities are of regional importance.
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics that:
· are important for trade within the region based on considerations such as trade value and volume, level of trade integration among contracting parties for a particular commodity, number of countries requesting RSPM for a commodity.

Also, consider the potential level of support from trading partners and stakeholders to developing the RSPM and the overall impact on the industry, including costs and benefits.

2. Regulatory considerations: The commodity is regulated within the region.
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics that:
· import requirements are set by or, for at least one APPPC member country (import and export).
· ISPMs or RSPMs are unavailable, topics: 
· do not have an ISPM or RSPM from any other region.
· are less likely or not prioritized for development by the IPPC;

3. Availability of information and resources: Information and resources are likely to be available to develop the RSPM.

· Scientific information: Evaluate the availability of scientific information on pest risk analysis (PRA) and phytosanitary measures.
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics that:
· PRAs are available;
· phytosanitary measures are available based on PRA or historical trade;
· measures are likely to be effective, practical, and feasible to implement;
· there are gaps and inconsistencies that need to be addressed by RSPM.

· Resource and complexity: Assess the resources required and the complexity of developing and implementing standards.
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics:
· where there is expertise and a willingness to lead the standard development process from member countries.

· Proposal submission through call for topics: Assess the availability of formal proposal through APPPC call for topics for RSMP or RIG.
Scoring: Higher scores assigned to topics:
· where there is a formal proposal submitted by a member.
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INTRODUCTION

Scope

This standard provides guidance to assist national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) in
managing the risk of introduction of specific pests associated with the international movement
of fresh longan (Dimocarpus longan) fruit intended for consumption or processing.

This standard applies to all varieties of fresh longan fruit, individual fruit with or without a
section of fruit stalk (pedicel) attached or longan fruit bunches with fruiting branch (hereafter
“fruit’) but without leaves or other parts of plants.

The major pests considered to be associated with fresh longan fruit, and options for
phytosanitary measures to manage them, are included in this standard. The major pests in the
standard include pests from the APPPC region and those that are regulated in international trade
by at least one member country based on scientific justification such as pest risk analysis (PRA).
These phytosanitary measures include those that have been adopted as International Standards
for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) as well as those that are used in international trade by
APPPC member countries.

The phytosanitary measures in this standard are the options which may be applied before import
(see ISPM 46 (Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures) Table 1) by an
exporting country which may be verified by importing countries. NPPOs of importing countries
may conduct import inspection and apply phytosanitary measures upon detection of non-
conformity according to their regulation or the bilateral agreement with the exporting countries.

This standard does not address issues related to living modified organisms, food safety, climate
change, quality of longan fruit, contamination, or diversion from intended use (e.g. longan seed
in fruit intended for consumption but used for planting).

Definitions

Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 (Glossary of
phytosanitary terms).

Outline of Requirements

Pest risk may vary within and between countries and importing NPPOs should base on technical
justification using either pest risk analysis (PRA) (as described in ISPM 2 (Framework for pest
risk analysis); ISPM 11 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests)) or where applicable, another
comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information to identify
quarantine pests and phytosanitary import requirements.

This standard provides guidance to assist member countries with the process of identifying and
managing pest risks on fresh longan fruit. It identifies and describes options for phytosanitary
measures that may be used to reduce pest risk and provides guidance on sampling, inspection
and phytosanitary certification of longan fruit for export.





BACKGROUND

Longan fruit has the potential to host pests that can be introduced into an importing country and
potentially cause negative economic impacts. Pests that may be associated with fresh longan
fruit and may pose a risk through the movement of fresh longan fruit to importing countries
include fruit flies, moths, thrips, mealybugs and scales and pathogens. This standard lists the
major pests considered to be associated with fresh longan fruit in international trade and where
at least one APPPC member country has required phytosanitary measures to manage these pests.

Phytosanitary import requirements should only be required for pests identified as regulated
pests requiring phytosanitary measures by PRA for the endangered area. Phytosanitary
measures applied to a pest or pest group where the association with the pathway is uncertain,
should be justified through PRA.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this standard is to facilitate trade by providing a suite of measures that may be
applied to manage pest risk identified through PRA. Where appropriate, pests are grouped
according to measures that effectively manage pest risk.

REQUIREMENTS

1. Pest List

The NPPO of the importing country should conduct PRA associated with fresh longan fruit in
accordance with ISPM 2 and ISPM 11 to determine the regulatory status of the pests for the
area.

Table 1 is a list of pests associated with fresh longan fruit that have been identified as regulated
pests in international trade by at least one APPPC member country based on scientific
justification such as PRA that require phytosanitary measures. Inclusion of a pest in Table 1
does not constitute technical justification for its regulation. The list of pests is not intended to
be exhaustive.





Table 1: Pest groups considered to be associated with fresh longan fruit

Pest Group Family Species?!

Fruit flies Tephritidae Bactrocera correcta (Bezzi, 1916)

Bactrocera cucurbitae (Coquillett, 1899)

Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel, 1912)

Bactrocera tau (Walker, 1849)

Bactrocera tryoni (Froggatt, 1897)

Ceratitis capitata (Wiedemann, 1824)

Mealybugs Pseudococcidae Dysmicoccus lepelleyi (Betrem, 1937)
and Scales

Dysmicoccus neobrevipes (Beardsley,1959)

Exallomochlus hispidus (Morrison,1921)

Planococcus lilacinus (Cockerell, 1905)

Planococcus minor (Maskell, 1897)

Planococcus litchi (Cox, 1989)

Paracoccus interceptus (Lit 1997)

Pseudococcus baliteus (Lit, 1994)

Pseudococcus cryptus (Hempel, 1918)

Pseudococcus jackbeardsleyi (Gimpel & Miller, 1996)

Coccidae Drepanococcus chiton (Green, 1909)
Diaspidicae Aulacaspis tubercularis (Newstead, 1906)
Thrips Thripidae Thrips tabaci (Lindeman, 1889)

Scirtothrips dorsalis (Hood, 1919)

Moths Lycaenidae Deudorix epijarbas (Moore, 1858)

! Identification of regulated pests is recommended to use existing protocols (i.e. ISPM 27 (Diagnostic
protocol for regulated pests)), if available.





Pest Group Family Species?!

Crambidae Conogethes punctiferalis (Guenée, 1854)
Gracillariidae Conopomorpha sinensis (Bradley, 1986)
Fruit spotting | Coreidae Amblypelta nitida (Stal, 1873)
bugs
Fungi Nectriaceae Albonectria rigidiuscula (Berk. & Broome) Rossman &

Samuels, 1999

Botryosphaeriaceae | Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae (Philips, Alves & Crous,
2008)

Valsaceae Phomopsis longanae (Chi & Jiang, 1992)

Pseudofungi | Peronosporaceae Pythophthora litchii (Chen ex Ko, Chang, Su, Chen & Leu)
Voglmayr, Goker, Riethmiiller & Oberwinkler, 2007

2. General Management
General management to prevent infestation of longan fruit may include:

2.1 Production

orchard hygiene practices (e.g. disposal of fallen and infested fruit)
pest monitoring
pest control (e.g. spraying pesticides)

2.2 Grading, Packing and Transport

e pest management in the packing house

e cleaning fruit to remove external pests (e.g., with air gun blowing, brushing or washing)
and contamination (e.g., with soil or plant debris etc.) that may harbour pest

e culling of fruit to provide assurance fruits are free from damage and symptoms of pests

e packing fruit in material that is clean and either new or refurbished, and where
appropriate, insect-proof

e secure storage and transport of consignments prior to export (e.g., insect-proof
conveyances)

2.3 Treatment facilities

e secure management and sanitation of treatment facilities





2.4 Administration

Administrative components of export systems may include registration of production sites and
facilities, product traceability procedures and record keeping. These activities, as well as
activities in sections 4-6, do not directly manage pest risk but are mechanisms that provide the
NPPO with oversight of the export programme to support phytosanitary assurances.

3.  Options for Phytosanitary Measures

Information on pests considered to be associated with fresh longan fruit and options for
phytosanitary measures that may effectively manage these pests are provided below. The NPPO
of importing country should determine the level of risk reduction required to manage pests and
evaluate if the options provided in this standard meet this level before instituting them as
phytosanitary measures.

Table 2: Options for phytosanitary measures that may be relevant to manage pests
associated with fresh longan fruit

Options for phytosanitary | References
measures

Pest free area ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free
areas)

Pest free area for fruit flies | ISPM 26 (Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies
(Tephritidae))

Pest free places of | ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free
production and pest free | places of production and pest free production sites)

production sites

Systems approach ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems
approach for pest risk management)

Treatments ISPM 18 (Requirements for the use of irradiation as a
phytosanitary measure)

ISPM 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for requlated pests)

ISPM 42 (Requirements for the use of temperature treatments
as phytosanitary measures)

Inspection ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection)

Phytosanitary certification | ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system)
ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates)

3.1 Treatments

Pest-specific options for phytosanitary treatments that are used in trade in the APPPC region
and technically justified through PRA are provided as reference in this standard. NPPOs of
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importing countries should recognize the effectiveness of these treatments to manage the target
pest/pests or, provide technical justification to support alternative measures. In some cases,
phytosanitary measures applied to manage risk from one pest may also manage or reduce the
pest risk from other pests.

3.1.1 Temperature treatment

The application of temperature treatments and systems to support the treatments should follow
the requirements set out in ISPM 42 (Requirements for the use of temperature treatments as
phytosanitary measures).

3.1.1.1 Hot water immersion treatment

The following hot water immersion treatment options for fresh longan fruit are recognized as
effective treatment for specific pests by at least one APPPC member country in trade and
technically justified by PRA.

Table 3: Pest specific options for hot water immersion treatments

Pest Water temperature Immersion time References

(°C) (minutes)
Bactrocera dorsalis 49.0 20 USDA(2023)
Ceratitis capitata 49.0 20 USDA(2023)

3.1.1.2 Vapour heat treatment

The following vapour heat treatment schedule are recognized as effective treatment for specific
pests by at least one APPPC member country in trade and technically justified by PRA.

Table 4: Pest-specific options for vapour heat treatments

Pest Minimum pulp Minimum Minimum References
temperature relative exposure time
(°C) humidity (%) (minutes)

Bactrocera | 47.0 95 20 MPI, New Zealand (2023)
correcta

47.0 95 15 DAFF, Australia (2004)
Bactrocera | 46.0 95 20 DAFF, Australia (2004)
dorsalis 47.0 95 20 MPI, New Zealand (2023)

46.0 90 50 Sonsiri et al., (2015)

47.2 ? 20 USDA, USA (2023)
Ceratitis 47.2 ? 20 USDA, USA (2023)
capitata






3.1.1.3 Cold treatment

The following cold treatment schedules are recognized as an effective treatment for specific
pests by at least one APPPC member country in trade and technically justified by PRA.

Table 5. Pest specific options for cold treatment

Pest Temperature and exposure period Reference

Bactrocera correcta | cold treatment at 0.992C or below for | MPI, New Zealand (2023)
continuous 13 days or

1.38°C or below for continuous 18
days

Bactrocera dorsalis Cold treatment at 0.99°C or below for | MPI, New Zealand (2023)

continuous 13 days or

1.38°C or below for continuous 18
days

Cold treatment at 1.3°C or below for | MAFF, Japan (2022)

continuous 13 days

3.1.2 Irradiation

Irradiation treatments should be applied in accordance with ISPM 18 (Requirements for the use
of irradiation as a phytosanitary measure). The following irradiation treatment schedules are
recognized as an effective treatment for specific pests or pest groups through an ISPM or are
used by at least one APPPC member country in trade and technically justified by PRA.

Table 6: Pest specific options for irradiation

Minimum absorbed

Pest Ref
es dose (Gy) eference

All Tephritidae 150 ISPM 28, PT7: Irradiation treatment for
fruit fly of the family Tephritidae
(generic).

Bactrocera correcta 98 Chinese industry standard SN/T 5397-
2022

Bactrocera dorsalis 116 ISPM 28, PT 33: Irradiation treatment for

Bactrocera dorsalis

Bactrocera tryoni 100 ISPM 28, PT5: Irradiation treatment for
Bactrocera tryoni

Ceratitis capitata 100 ISPM 28, PT14: Irradiation treatment for
Ceratitis capitata






Insecta except pupae
and adults of the order
Lepidoptera

Dysmicoccus lepelleyi | 170 Chinese industry standard SN/T 5543-
2022,
Ma et. al., 2019
Dysmicoccus 231 ISPM 28, PT19: Irradiation treatment for
neobrevipes Dysmicoccus neobrevipes, Planococcus
lilacinus and Planococcus minor
Paracoccus 185 Draft ISPM 2023-034: Irradiation
margqinatus treatment for Paracoccus marginatus,
Song et. Al., 2023
Planococcus lilacinus 163 Draft ISPM 2023-
035: Irradiation treatment for
Planococcus lilacinus,
Ma et al., 2022
Planococcus minor 231 ISPM 28, PT19: Irradiation treatment for
Dysmicoccus neobrevipes, Planococcus
lilacinus and Planococcus minor
Pseudococcus 166 ISPM 28, PT 45: Irradiation treatment for
jackbeardsleyi Pseudococcus jackbeardsleyi
Conogethes 289 MPI, (New Zealand (2023)
punctiferalis
Conopomorpha 250 Hu et. al., (1999)
sinensis (Eggs and larva
stages)
Plant pests of the class | 400 APPPC RSPM 11

3.2 Systems Approach

Guidelines for the development and evaluation of integrated measures in a systems approach is

given in ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk

management).

Systems approach requires two or more measures that are independent of each other and may
include any number of measures that are dependent each other to manage specific quarantine

pests and any uncertainty.

ISPM 14 provides examples of independent measures that can be applied during pre-harvest,
harvest, post-harvest, transport and distribution and these independent measures may be

applicable to international trade in fresh longan fruit. Independent measures for specific pests

should be negotiated with NPPO of the importing country and may include:






Table 7: Options for measures in a systems approach based on ISPM 14

Pre-harvesting Harvesting Post-harvesting
- Field management (e.g., | - Removal of infested |- Cleaning of fruit and
chemical, biological and products sanitation
cultural controls) _ Treatment
- Pest monitoring and pest _ Grading
controls
- Inspection

- Protected conditions
(e.g., fruit bagging)

- Area of low pest
prevalence

- Pest free place of
production

4.  Verification of Compliance

Sampling and inspection should be undertaken to verify compliance of consignments of fresh
longan fruit with phytosanitary import requirements.

NPPOs may authorize entities to perform phytosanitary activities such as sampling, inspection
and testing in accordance with ISPM 45 (Requirements for national plant protection
organizations if authorizing entities to perform phytosanitary actions).

4.1 Sampling and inspection

Guidance for official phytosanitary sampling of consignments is given in
ISPM 31(Methodologies for sampling of consignments) and inspection in ISPM 23 (Guidelines
for inspection).

Following official procedures, the NPPO of the exporting country should sample and inspect
each consignment of fresh longan fruit to verify conformity with importing requirements and
freedom from quarantine pests. If the pest is detected during inspection, remedial action is
applied to the affected consignment, or the consignment is rejected for export. Where field
controls require the registration of the orchard, then sampling and inspection should be of each
homogenous lot.

Where live pests are found, NPPO of the exporting country should determine whether additional
actions are necessary to meet the requirements of the importing country.
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4.2 Phytosanitary certification

A phytosanitary certificate should only be issued when the requirements of the importing
country have been verified as being met as attested in the certifying statement according to
ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system) and ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates),

5.  Phytosanitary Security

One or more methods to safeguard fruit against re-infestation after the application of a
phytosanitary measure should be applied. The safeguarding method should take into account
the biological characteristics of pests and the strength of phytosanitary measures applied.

6. Audit and Compliance of the Export System

In accordance with ISPM 47 (Audit in phytosanitary context), the NPPO of the importing
country may ask to audit particular elements of the fresh longan fruit export system, specifically
export registered entities and records relating to exported consignments or may ask verification
of compliance of consignment by the importing country in the exporting country according to
ISPM 20 (Guidelines for a phytosanitary import regulatory system).
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OPTIONS FOR PHYTOSANITRY MEASURES FOR THE INTERNATIONAL
MOVEMENT OF WHOLE MILLED (WHITE) RICE (ORYZA SATIVA)
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INTRODUCTION

Scope

This standard provides guidance to assist national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) in
managing the risk of introduction of specific pests associated with the international movement
of whole milled (white) rice (Oryza sativa) (hereafter ‘white rice’) intended for consumption or
processing.

This standard applies to all varieties of O. sativa grain without hull and outer layer of the grain
or other parts of plants. This standard does not apply to rice that is processed (e.g. broken,
steamed, retorted), wild or brown rice.

The major pests of white rice, and options for phytosanitary measures to manage them, are
included in this standard. The major pests in this standard include pests that are regulated in
international trade by at least one APPPC member country based on scientific justification such
as pest risk analysis (PRA). These phytosanitary measures include those that have been adopted
as International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) as well as those that are used in
international trade by APPPC member countries.

The phytosanitary measures listed in this standard are options which may be applied before
import (see ISPM 46 (Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures) Table 1) by
an exporting country which may be verified by importing countries. NPPO of importing
countries may conduct import inspection and apply phytosanitary measures upon detection of
non-conformity according to their regulation or the bilateral agreement with the exporting
countries.

This standard does not address issues related to living modified organisms, food safety, climate
change, quality of white rice, or diversion from intended use (e.g. rice for planting).

Definitions

Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 (Glossary of
phytosanitary terms).

Outline of Requirements

Pest risk may vary within and between countries and importing NPPOs should base its decision
on technical justification using either pest risk analysis (PRA) (as described in ISPM 2
(Framework for pest risk analysis); ISPM 11 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests)) or where
applicable, another comparable examination and evaluation of available scientific information
to identify quarantine pests and phytosanitary import requirements.

This standard provides guidance to assist member countries with the process of identifying and
managing pest risks in white rice. It identifies and describes options for phytosanitary measures
that may be used to reduce pest risk and provides guidance on sampling, inspection and
phytosanitary certification of white rice for export.
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BACKGROUND

White rice may have the potential to host pests that can be introduced into an importing country
and potentially cause negative economic impacts. Pests that may be associated with white rice
and may pose a risk through the movement of white rice to importing countries include storage
pests including beetles and mites. This standard lists the major pests considered to be associated
white rice in international trade and where at least one APPPC member country has required
phytosanitary measures to manage these pests.

Rice grain goes through processing such as milling to remove hulls and the outer layer of the
grain in a commercial facility to produce white rice for consumption. During the processing,
some pests such as arthropod pests and plants as quarantine pests (e.g. weeds) including their
seeds are removed effectively, which reduces pest risk significantly. White rice may be packed
in specialized materials for trade including in plastic for direct retail sale to prevent
infestation/re-infestation. Plastic retail packaging not only maintains the quality of white rice
for a longer period than other packaging types but also reduces phytosanitary risk. White rice
may be traded in bulk in containers or holds of ship or in loose bags for food aid, human
consumption or for further processing in importing countries, which may impose more
phytosanitary risk of re-infestation of some storage pests than securely packed white rice.

Therefore, the intended use of white rice and common commercial practices should be
considered by NPPO of the importing country to establish phytosanitary import requirements.

Phytosanitary import requirements should only be required for pests identified as regulated
pests requiring phytosanitary measures by PRA for the endangered area. Phytosanitary
measures applied to a pest or pest group where the association with the pathway is uncertain,
should be justified through PRA.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this standard is to facilitate trade by providing options of measures that may be
applied to manage pest risk identified through PRA. Where appropriate, pests are grouped
according to measures that effectively manage pest risk.

REQUIREMENTS

1. Pest List

The NPPO of the importing country should conduct PRA associated with white rice in
accordance with ISPM 2 and ISPM 11 to determine the regulatory status of the pests for the
area.
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Table 1 is a list of pests considered to be associated with white rice that have been identified as
regulated pests in international trade by at least one APPPC member country based on scientific
justification such as PRA that require phytosanitary measures. Inclusion of a pest in Table 1
does not constitute technical justification for its regulation. The list of pests is not intended to

be exhaustive.

Table 1: Pest groups considered to be associated with white rice

Pest Group

Family

Species!

Beetles

Bostrichidae

Prostephanus truncatus (Horn, 1878)

Chrysomelidae

Callosobruchus maculatus (Fabricius, 1775)

Cucujidae

Cryptolestes pusilloides (Steel & Howe, 1952)

Dermestidae

Attagenus unicolor (Brahm, 1790)

Trogoderma granarium (Everts, 1898)

Trogoderma spp?. (other than T. granarium)

Dryophthoridae

Sitophilus granarius (Linnaeus, 1758)

Erotylidae

Pharaxonotha kirschii (Reitter, 1875)

Tenebrionidae

Tribolium audax (Halstead, 1969)

Mite

Acaridae

Tyrophagus putrescentiae (Schrank, 1781)

Plant

Various

Seeds of various plants as quarantine pest

(weeds)

2. General Practices which may Reduce Phytosanitary Risk

General practices of white rice which may also reduce phytosanitary risk by removing and
preventing contamination and infestation may include:

e management and sanitation of milling and packing facility including pest control
management

¢ milling to removing contamination (soil, plant debris) and contaminating pests (some
arthropods and plants as quarantine pest)

¢ milling to remove hull and the outer layer of grain where pests may be present

e sorting of milled and clean grain suitable for export including freedom from damage,

! Identification of regulated pests is recommended to use existing protocols (i.e. ISPM 27 (Diagnostic

protocol for regulated pest)) if available.

2 Only Trogoderma spp. associated with white rice.
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broken rice, contamination (soil, plant debris, seeds, etc.)

e packing in clean and either new or refurbished specialized materials for trade (e.g.
plastic for direct retail sale to prevent infestation/re-infestation)

e storage of milled rice in optimal conditions (humidity and temperature) to prevent
growth of fungal pests

e storage and transport of consignments preventing infestation or re-infestation prior to
export (e.g. insect-proof conveyances)

3.  Options for Phytosanitary Measures

This section provides options for phytosanitary measures that may be relevant for the pests
listed in Table 1. The options presented are not exhaustive and APPPC member countries may
consider other options. APPPC member countries should institute only phytosanitary
measures that at technically justified (IPPC VIL2(g)).

NPPOs of importing countries should determine the level of risk reduction required to manage
pest risk and evaluate whether the options provided in this standard meet this level. NPPOs
should also consider whether applying a measure to manage the pest risk posed by a specific
pest may manage the pest risk posed by other pests.

Table 2: Options for phytosanitary measures that may be relevant to pests associated with

white rice

Options for References

phytosanitary

measures

Pest free area ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas)

Systems approach ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach
for pest risk management)

Treatment ISPM 18 (Requirements for the used of irradiation as a
phytosanitary measure)
ISPM 42 (Requirements for the use of temperature treatments as
phytosanitary measures)
ISPM 43 (Requirements for the use of fumigation as phytosanitary
measures)
ISPM 44 (Requirements for the use of modified atmosphere
treatments as phytosanitary measures)

Inspection ISPM 23 (Guidelines for inspection)

Phytosanitary ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system)

certification ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates)
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3.1 Treatments

Options for phytosanitary treatments that are used in trade of white rice in the APPPC region
and technically justified through PRA are provided as reference in this standard. NPPOs of
importing countries may recognize the effectiveness of these treatments to manage the target
pest/pests or may provide technical justification to support alternative measures.

3.1.1 Fumigation treatment

Fumigants should be applied in accordance with ISPM 43 (Requirements for the use of
fumigation as a phytosanitary measure). Effective fumigation (e.g. with methyl bromide or
phosphine) treatment schedules for grain storage insect pest may vary by countries depending
on targeted pests and temperature or period. Examples of fumigation treatment schedules

recognized as effective for some grain storage insect pests by at least one member country are
available in Table 3.

Table 3. Examples for fumigation schedules

Minimum Minimum
. Temperature initial Exposure end point
) Ref
Fumigants (°C) dose rate period reading eterence
(g/m?)° (g/m?)
MPI, New
10-15 48 24 hours Zealand
(2023)
Methyl DAFF,
Bromide 21and 80¢ 48 hours 20 Australia
above
(CH3Br) (2023)
DAFF,
ij\;’: 3¢ 24 hours 9.6 Australia
(2023)

¢ Generally, for every 5°C increase in temperature the rate of CH3Br can be decreased by 8g/m?
4 This treatment schedule is considered to be effective for Trogoderma granarium.

¢ This treatment schedule is considered to be effective for other store product pest than 7. granarium.
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Phosphine
(PH3)f

16-20

12 days

N/A

MPI, New
Zealand
(2023)

21-25

9 days

N/A

MPI, New
Zealand
(2023)

26 or above

5 days

N/A

MPI, New
Zealand
(2023)

15-25

1.0-1.5

10 days

N/A

DAFF,
Australia
(2023)

25 or above

1.0-1.5

7 days

N/N

DAFF,
Australia
(2023)

Note: Fumigation schedule may vary by countries depending on temperature or exposure

period. Phosphine dosage is active ingredient (normally 1/3 of pellet), not weight of product

of applied.

3.1.2 Modified atmosphere treatment

Modified atmosphere treatments involve altering gas concentrations in ambient air, which is
achieved by increasing the carbon dioxide (COz) 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 treatment should be applied in accordance with (ISPM 44

(Requirements for the used of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures)).

Modified atmosphere treatment schedules recognized as effective for Trogoderma granarium

by at least one member country are available in Table 4.

f Phosphine fumigation is considered ineffective against 7. granarium.
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Table 4. Pest specific option for modified atmosphere treatment for T. granarium

Concent- . Minimum
. Exposure period Reference
ration temp.8
Low oxygen 2% Oy or 38 continuous ator Zhao et. al., 2021
(02) less days above24°C

3.1.3 Irradiation treatment in conjunction with modified atmosphere treatment

Irradiation treatment followed by a modified atmosphere treatment schedule recognized as
effective for Trogoderma granarium is available in Table 5. Irradiation treatment should be
applied in accordance with ISPM 18 (Requirements for the use of irradiation as a phytosanitary
measure) and modified atmosphere treatment should be applied in accordance with (ISPM 44
(Requirements for the used of modified atmosphere treatments as phytosanitary measures)).

Table 5. Pest specific option for modified atmosphere treatment in conjunction with
irradiation treatment for Trogoderma granarium

Irradiation .
Modified atmosphere treatment
treatment
.. Reference
Minimum .
Concen Exposure Min.
absorbed . . N
-tration period temp.
dose (Gy)
Irradiation 200 1% 15 continuous ator Draft ISPM
treatment 0Oz or days above2 (2023-032,
followed by low less 4°C Mansour 2016,
oxygen (02) Zhao et al.,
2021

3.2 Systems Approach

Guidelines for the development and evaluation of integrated measures in a systems approach is
given in ISPM 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk
management). At least two measures that are independent of each other may be used to manage
quarantine pest and any uncertainty. For white rice, the options for measures in a systems

¢ Minimum temperature of the goods and the air in the treatment enclosure.

" Minimum temperature of the goods and the air in the treatment enclosure.
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approach are applied post-harvest and some of options are included in general practices to
produce white rice (see Section 2).

Major options that may be used as components in a systema approach are available in Table 6.

Table 6. Measures/practices in a systems approach

Description of measure Objective

Milling of rice Removes arthropods, weeds and, contaminating
material that may harbour pests, from harvested rice

Milling and packing facility Reduces the likelihood of milled rice becoming

sanitation infested by storage pests

Low moisture content of white Reduces the likelihood of milled rice becoming

rice infested by storage pests

Short storage time Reduces the likelihood of storage pests infesting

consignments

Low storage temperatures and low | Reduces the likelihood of milled rice becoming
moisture content in milling facility | infested by storage pests

and storage
Plastic retail ready Prevents storage pests from infesting rice
packaging/insect proof packaging | consignments

Secure storage and transportation | Reduces the likelihood of storage pests infesting
consignments

Inspection and remedial actions Infested consignments are rejected, redirected, or
treated for export

4. Verification of Compliance

Sampling and inspection should be undertaken to verify compliance of consignments of white
rice with phytosanitary import requirements.

NPPOs may authorize entities to perform phytosanitary activities such as sampling and
inspection in accordance with ISPM 45 (Requirements for national plant protection
organizations if authorizing entities to perform phytosanitary actions).

4.1 Sampling and inspection

Guidance for official phytosanitary sampling of consignments is given in ISPM 31
(Methodologies for sampling of consignments) and inspection in ISPM 23 (Guidelines for
inspection).

Following phytosanitary procedures, the NPPO of the exporting country should sample and
inspect each consignment of white rice to verify conformity with importing requirements and
freedom from quarantine pests.

Where live pests are found, the NPPO of exporting country should determine whether additional
actions are necessary to meet the requirements of the importing country.
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4.2 Phytosanitary certification

A phytosanitary certificate should only be issued when the requirements of the importing
country have been verified as being met as attested in the certifying statement according to
ISPM 7 (Phytosanitary certification system) and ISPM 12 (Phytosanitary certificates).

5. Phytosanitary Security

One or more methods to safeguard white rice against re-infestation after the application of a
phytosanitary measure should be applied. The safeguarding method should take into account
the biological characteristics of pests and the strength of phytosanitary measures applied.

6. Audit and Compliance of the Export Pathway

The NPPO of importing country may need to audit certain parts of white rice process under
specific circumstances in accordance with ISPM 47 (Audit in phytosanitary context). These
circumstances may include where there are changes to the application of a measure in the
exporting country that increases pest risk, significant non-compliance is detected by the
NPPO of the importing country, or a detected nonconformity may compromise the
phytosanitary system.
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APPPC REGIONAL STANDARD SETTING PROCEDURAL GUIDELINES

1. Standard Setting Process

Step 1: APPPC Secretariat calls for topics
APPPC members are invited by the APPPC Secretariat to submit proposals for
new Regional Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (RSPM) and Regional
Implementation Guidance (RIG) topics or for the revision of existing material
(including adopted RSPMs). The call will always be open, but a reminder will
be sent in preparation for the next Commission! Session.

Step 2: APPPC Members submit proposals (draft specifications)
Submissions for proposed RSPMs and RIGs take the form of draft
specifications, as per the template at Attachment 1. This template includes a
request for justification of the need for the proposed topics and form of
document (RSPM or RIG)?.

To indicate a broader need for the proposed topic, submitters are encouraged
to gain support from other APPPC members, organizations and/or industry
bodies, to assist the Commission understand the context and need.

Step 3: Standards Committee reviews and assesses proposals®
All proposals received by the APPPC Secretariat are submitted to the
Standards Committee. The SC assesses the proposals against the specification
template and justification and determines the topics to be progressed, the form
they will take (RSPM or RIG) and their priority for attention for the
Commission to review and adopt.*

Step 4: The Commission considers for approval the work plan proposed by the
SC
The Commission meets to review prioritization of RSPM and RIG
development submitted by the SC. The Commission can decide to change the

!'In this document, the Commission, refers to the APPPC Commission, either as convened at a Session
meeting or out-of-session, as a decision-making body.

2 The requirement is for a draft document and APPPC members can seck support and assistance from
other APPPC members to develop this document. Additionally, if the APPPC Commission agrees that
the topic is of importance to the region, the APPPC Standards Committee (APPPC SC) will work to
further develop the Specification, as in Step 4.

For proposed revisions to adopted RSPMs, justification is still required to demonstrate the need, though
the specification may be more concise and targeted. In these cases, the specification may include the
proposed changes to the text, for efficiency.

3 For the 2022-24 biennium, the Commission will have responsibility for prioritizing and approving
topic proposals. Responsibility for prioritizing topic proposals will then move to the SC after the 2022-
24 biennium.

* The Commission can change the priority of a topic at any time by majority agreement via email. To
change the priority, a request should be made to the APPPC Secretariat by at least 3 members. The
APPPC Secretariat will circulate the request to all members seeking agreement to the proposed priority
change. Nil response should be taken as agreement to the proposal and the priority change will be made
if more than half of members agree and none object.
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form of document from that proposed (e.g. if a proposal for an RSPM is
received, but the Commission considers a topic is better addressed by a RIG,
the Commission can make this change and agree a RIG be drafted).

Step 5: APPPC Standards Committee develops and consults the specification
Draft specifications for topics agreed by the Commission are further
developed by the APPPC SC and other interested APPPC member National
Plant Protection Organizations (NPPO). A Steward and Assistant Steward are
assigned from the APPPC SC members. Once approved by the APPPC SC,
draft specifications are circulated to APPPC members by the APPPC
Secretariat for comment (30 calendar days).

Comment is by written submission through the International Phytosanitary
Portal’s Online Commenting System (OCS). Specifications are revised by the
Steward, taking the comments received into account. The APPPC SC approves
the revised specifications for use.

Step 6: An Expert Working Group (EWG) is established, and a call made for

information/resources
At the same time as the draft specification is circulated for APPPC member
comment (Step 4), APPPC members are invited to nominate experts to the
Expert Working Group (EWG) using the APPPC EWG nomination template
(Attachment 2) and provide information and other documentation or
discussion papers that may support drafting of the RSPM or RIG. The focus of
nominations should be on expertise rather than regional representation. It is
recommended that EWGs consist of a minimum of 5 members.

The APPPC SC, with the assistance of the APPPC Secretariat, establishes an
EWG of suitably qualified personnel as nominated by APPPC members’. This
will be done within 10 calendar days of the closing date for nominations.

Step 7: EWG draft RSPM or develop RIG
The EWG drafts the RSPM or RIG in accordance with the SC approved
specification. It is expected that the EWG will meet within 3 months of
establishment and a draft for circulation to the APPPC SC be produced within
3 months.

Step 8: APPPC Standards Committee approve draft RSPM or RIG for
consultation
The draft RSPM or RIG is submitted to the APPPC SC for review and
approval for consultation. This approval should be conducted via email from
the APPPC Secretariat with an appropriate timeframe provided for response.
The approved draft standard is distributed by the APPPC Secretariat to
APPPC members via the Commission members and Official Contact Points

for consultation (60 calendar days). Comment is by written submission
through the OCS.

5 If no nominations are received, the topic is deemed to be low priority, not progressed at that time and
put on the agenda for the next Commission meeting for decision.
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Step 9: Steward revises draft RSPM or RIG as needed and APPPC SC
determines need for second consultation
The draft RSPM or RIG is revised by the Steward, taking comments received
into account. It is then presented to the APPPC SC for decision on the need for
a second round of consultation.
RIGs:

- As RIGs are simply made available for use to members and not
adopted by the Commission, it is not anticipated that a second round of
consultation will be required for these documents.

- Once revised and approved by the APPPC SC, the RIG will be
presented to the Commission for agreement and published. The process
for RIG development process ends here.

RSPMs

- Ifasecond round of consultation is deemed necessary by the APPPC
SC, the revised draft RSPM will be circulated as in the first
consultation round.

Step 10: Submission of draft RSPM to the Session

- The draft RSPM is revised by the Steward, taking comments received
in consultation into account. It is then presented to the APPPC SC
approval to submit for adoption.

- The APPPC SC approved draft RSPM is submitted by the APPPC SC
to the Commission for adoption. The draft RSPM proposed for
adoption must be sent to Commission members and Official Contact
Points by the APPPC Secretariat at least 45 calendar days prior to the
Commission meeting.

Step 11: Official Objection and technical adjustment
The member countries may submit their official objection on draft RSPMs
with technical justification. Also members may submit technical correction to
improve the RSPM with technical justification and references. The official
objection and technical justification should be submitted 15 days prior to the
first day of the Session.
SC reviews the submitted technical justification of the official objection and
decide how to resolve. The decision should be reported to the Session.

The steward reviews the submitted technical adjustment to revise the drafts
with consultation of EWG and SC if necessary. This adjustment should be
reported to the Session.

Step. 12: Commission adopts and publishes RSPM
The draft RSPM is adopted by the Commission without discussion, once
adopted by the Commission, will be considered final, issued and published for
implementation by APPPC member countries.

Step 13. Ink amendment

Members or SC may propose ink amendments including minor technical
adjustment or editorial changes after adoption of an RSPM. SC reviews the
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proposal with the steward if necessary and may recommend the Session to note
the ink amendment, if appropriate.
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1. Terms of Reference for the APPPC Standards Committee

2.1 Establishment of the Standards Committee
The 22"¢ Session of the APPPC established the APPPC Standards Committee
(APPPC SC).

2.2 Scope of the Standards Committee

The APPPC SC manages the standard-setting process and assists in the development
of Regional Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (RSPM) and Regional
Implementation Guidance (RIG) material, which have been identified by the
Commission as priority.

2.3 Objective

The main objective of the APPPC SC is to prepare draft RSPMs and RIGs according
to the agreed procedures in the most expeditious manner for adoption by the
Commission.

2.4  Structure of the APPPC Standards Committee
The APPPC SC will consist of up tol10 members. The distribution of maximum
members for each APPPC sub region will be:

South Asia 2
South-east Asia 3
North-east Asia 2
Pacific 3

Each sub region should have at least one member in the Standard Committee. The
quorum is 6 members.

The function of the APPPC SC should be reviewed periodically to ensure the size of
the committee remains appropriate for the workload and representative of the
subregions.

2.5 Appointment of the Standards Committee
The APPPC SC is appointed by the Commission from subregional nominees
submitted to the APPPC Secretariat prior to or tabled at a Commission meeting.

2.6  Functions of the APPPC Standards Committee
The APPPC Standards Committee serves as a forum for:

- assess the submitted proposals and determine their priority.
Recommend proposed RSPM and RIG workplan to the Commission
for review and adoption;

- approval of draft specifications for RSPMs and RIGs for consultation;

- determination of the number of consultations required;

- finalisation of specifications for RSPMs and RIGs post consultation;

- designation of membership of working groups and drafting groups as
required;

- review of draft RSPMs and RIGs;

- approval of draft RSPMs and RIGs for circulation to APPPC members
for consultation;
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- revision of draft RSPMs and RIGs taking into account comments of
the APPPC;

- approval of draft of RSPMs for submission to the next Commission
Session for adoption;

- finalisation and approval of RIGs for publication;

- other functions related to standard setting as directed by the
Commission.

2.7  APPPC Secretariat

The APPPC Secretariat provides administrative, technical and editorial support as
required by the APPPC SC. The APPPC Secretariat is responsible for reporting and
record keeping regarding the APPPC SC membership, received consultation
comments and all other administrative tasks required to support the RSPM and RIG
development process and APPPC SC work program.
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2. Rules of Procedure for the APPPC Standards Committee

Rule 1. Membership
APPPC SC members should be officials designated by APPPC member NPPOs and
have qualifications in a scientific biological discipline (or equivalent) in plant
protection, and experience and skills particularly in the:
- practical operation of national or international phytosanitary systems;
- administration of national or international phytosanitary systems; and
- application of phytosanitary measures related to international trade.

Each APPPC sub-region may nominate a sub-regional coordinator (notified to the
Commission) or request assistance from the APPPC Secretariat in arranging selection
of members for the APPPC SC.

Rule 2. Period of Membership
Members of the APPPC SC shall be appointed for terms of four (4) years. A
maximum of two (2) terms is recommended.

Rule 3. Chair

The Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson of the APPPC SC are elected by the APPPC
SC (or the Commission Session in the absence of an APPPC SC meeting) and serve
for two years, with a possibility of re-election for a further two years.

Rule 4. Sessions

Meetings shall be arranged as required to deal with the duties of the APPPC SC and
will be held in the most efficient manner (either virtually or face-to-face). Face-to-
face meetings will be generally held alongside other meeting for efficiency (e.g.
regional workshops and other APPPC/IPPC meetings).

Rule 5. Approval
Approvals relating to specifications or draft standards are made by consensus.

Rule 6. Reports
The APPPC SC meeting reports should be kept by the APPPC Secretariat. Meeting
reports shall include:

- approval of draft specifications for RSPMs

- finalization of specifications; and

- reasons why a draft standard has not been approved

- other decisions made by the APPPC SC
Reports should be adopted by the APPPC SC before they are made available to
APPPC members.

Rule 7. Language
As with all meetings of the APPPC, the business of the APPPC SC shall be conducted
in the English language.

Rule 8. Amendments

Amendments to the Rules of Procedures and Terms of Reference may be adopted by
the Commission and circulated by the APPPC Secretariat as required.
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3. Guidelines for the Submission of Proposals for the Development of
Standards

The guidelines should be followed when submitting proposals for standard
development:
- Proposals are to be submitted by or through NPPOs
- Proposals are to be sent to the APPPC Secretariat by e-mail
- Proposals should be in the form of a draft specification as per
Attachment 1

4. Checklist for In-Country Consultation

APPPC member NPPOs may consider distributing draft standards to the following
types of organizations/institutions to obtain input for the preparation of their national
comments:
- other government departments e.g.: Environment, Trade, Foreign
Affairs, Public Health
- universities, research institutions
- stakeholders
- industry associations
- grower bodies or federations
- export & importer organizations
- other organizations concerned with or affected by the standard
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Attachment 1 — Template — Regional Standard for Phytosanitary Measure
(RSPM) and Regional Implementation Guidance (RIG) Specification

SUBMITTED BY
COUNTRY/IES:

SUBMISSION NUMBER | XXXX-YYY (to be completed by APPPC Secretariat)

Submission form for topics for Regional Standards for Phytosanitary
Measures (RSPMs) and Regional Implementation Guidance (RIGs)

Please use one form per topic.

1. General information

Title of Proposal

Proposed
Material

O RSPM /O RIG

Submission
supported by:
(Country/ies)

List countries and/or other organisations/industries that support this proposal.

Contact Person:
(Contact
information of an
individual able to
clarify issues
relating to this
submission):

Name:
Position and organisation:
International phone:

E-mail: Click or tap here to enter text.

Alternate E-mail: Click or tap here to enter text.
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2. Draft specification template

A. Title
e Propose a title that is descriptive of the proposed document content.

Note: through the drafting of the document, the title may be amended.

. Justification/Reason for the proposed RSPM/RIG
o Identify the need for this document.

o This may include identification of gaps or outdated information if the
proposal is for a review of an RSPM.

e Provide information about how this document will address (fully or partially) the
issue.

e Provide linkages to the APPPC Strategic Plan
(http://www.fao.org/3/ai003e/AI003E24.htm) as appropriate, to further demonstrate
the identified need and priority of this topic.

C. Scope

e This provides the boundaries or limits to what the document should cover.

D. Purpose

e Explain the expected outcome of the development of the document. What issue will
be addressed and/or harmonised once this standard is put in place

E.Tasks

o This is a list of the specific tasks and considerations the expert drafting group must
address including exclusion (where appropriate).

o The tasks should be to “consider, identify, describe, review, revise”.

o This can also include other documents that should be referred to by the EWG.

F.Steward

e To be determined by the APPPC Standards Committee once the topic is agreed.
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G. Expertise required in the drafting group

o This section should propose the type of expertise considered critical for the
development of the proposed document. The below is provide as a template example.

[Four to seven] experts with a wide knowledge and experience in [insert topic], including
at least one person knowledgeable in [element 1, element 2 etc] and at least one person
knowledgeable in [element 3].

H. References
e Please provide references including:
o Peer reviewed journal articles
o Publicly available country specific guidelines of documents

o Relevant documents developed and/or published by Regional Plant
Protection Organisations (RPPOs)

o Relevant documents developed and/or published by the International Plant
Protection Commission (IPPC)
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Attachment 2 — Template — Expert Working Group nomination form

NOMINEE DETAILS AND SUMMARY OF EXPERTISE FOR APPPC
EXPERT WORKING GROUP (EWG) ON [INSERT TITLE OF DRAFT
SPECIFICATION HERE]

PERSONAL DETAILS

Name

Country /
organisation

Current position

Contact details Address:

Telephone number: +

Fax:

Email address:

| SPECIFIC EXPERTISEREQUIRED

Include the points e Provide dot point details about how the expertise
from the draft requirement is met.

specification here, e Add more rows as required
with one item per row.

PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND - SUMMARY OF RELEVANT WORK
EXPERIENCE

(Add more rows as necessary. Do not include full details here, details can be
included in the CV to be attached)

Year Year Job | Organizatio Key duties (list only the duties
starte | finishe | title n most relevant to the nomination)
d d
1 e Add more rows as required
RELEVANT EDUCATION, TRAINING and PUBLICATIONS
Education/
Academic

qualifications/
Professional
training

List only those
relevant to the
nomination

Page 13





List relevant
publications and
keynote speaking
engagements (do
not include copies of
publications)
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Appendix 6

Terms of Reference for APPPC Advisory Committee

Background

The APPPC is one of ten Regional Plant Protection Organizations (RPPOs) covering many of
the countries of the FAO’s Asian region. The role of the RPPO, as described in Article IX of
the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC), includes supporting regions in
coordinating and implementing the IPPC. Additionally, the Asian region is one of seven FAO
regions through which many APPPC member countries obtain regional representation to
IPPC fora.

The Covid-19 pandemic has highlighted the need for the APPPC to function during
unexpected situations as plant pests won’t stop spreading and the work programme needs to
continue to advance.

The APPPC Secretariat has gone through a significant change just before the pandemic,
resulting in the loss of institutional knowledge.

A few members have been providing frequent advice and support to the APPPC Secretariat
for the continuous operation of the APPPC since 2020.

The APPPC biennium work programme requires proper monitoring, management, and
administration to progress. Administrative, operational, or urgent decision making is required
between the regular biennium Sessions to ensure the agreed work programme is achieved.

Governing actions need to take place to advance the APPPC work programme and keep the
APPPC operating effectively.

There are no provisions in current APPPC Rules require any existing standing committees to
provide the support and advice outlined above.

The 32" Session of the APPPC agreed to establish the APPPC Advisory Committee.

The purpose and functions, membership, process, funding, and duration of the Advisory
Committee are described below.

Purpose and functions

The purpose of the Advisory Committee is to support the effective operation of the APPPC
Secretariat. The main functions are to:

— provide advice and support to the APPPC Secretariat as required;

— support and review the implementation of the APPPC biennium work programmes;

— support and advise the APPPC Executive Secretary on administrative, operational or
urgent decision making as appropriate, between the regular biennium Sessions;

— oversee and provide guidance on the use of the APPPC trust fund between regular
Sessions;

— meet biennially (three month prior to the biennium session) and serve as the
organising committee planning for each APPPC biennium session, including





reviewing the APPPC work programme, developing the session agenda and new
biennium work programme, review Standards Committee recommendations of
Regional Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (RSPMs) for session adoption. The
meeting could extend to representatives of other member countries, who will
contribute to session planning, especially the representatives of the host country of the
session.

The Advisory Committee does NOT make decisions which should be made by the biennium
Session, such as adopting RSPMs, appointing chairs and members of committees.

Membership

The APPPC Advisory Committee should be skills and knowledge based. The Advisory
Committee should be composed of a maximum of 8 members including the chairs of the
Plant Quarantine Standing Committee (PQ), Integrated Pest Management Standing
Committee (IPM), Pesticides Management Standing Committee (Pesticides), and Standards
Committee (SC).

The member of the Advisory Committee is representative of a member NPPO of the APPPC,
who:

— 1s committed, capable and interested in advising and supporting the APPPC
Secretariat and the implementation of the APPPC work programme,

— 1s supported by the NPPO,

— has administrative knowledge and skills to provide advice and support, could be
recently retired NPPO officials with relevant leadership skill, advisory experience
and institutional knowledge as invited expert or observer.

Membership is limited to one person from any single member NPPO.

Time commitment depends on the upcoming requests and the workload of managing the
implementation of the APPPC work programme. As a guidance, it could be 1.5-2.0 hours per
month, and more hours as deemed necessary during the three months prior to the regular
biennium session.

Process

The member selection for the Advisory Committee is carried out according to the following
guidelines:

—  The four chairs of the existing committees (Plant Quarantine, IPM, Pesticides Management,
and Standards Committee) will be ex officio members of the Advisory Committee.

— A call for nominations is made to allow member NPPOs to nominate their representatives to
be part of the Advisory Committee. Nomination is limited to one person per member NPPO.

—  Nomination should be made by member NPPOs’ IPPC Contact Point and supported by a
signed Statement of Commitment.

—  The four ex officio members, in coordination with the APPPC Executive Secretary, will
select the members of the advisory Committee.

—  The Advisory Committee meeting convenes virtually to select its chairperson for the
biennium and discuss its functions and work process





—  Members can withdraw at any time, if necessary, under circumstances such as no longer
being employed by an NPPO, not being supported by the NPPO any longer, other
commitments taking priority.

Funding

The service provided by the members is deemed as voluntary and in-kind contribution from
the member NPPOs.

It is expected that the Advisory Committee provide advice and supports through emails and
meet virtually as necessary.

The Advisory Committee should meet biennially three months prior to the biennium session,
to plan for the session. The Advisory Committee could meet in person in conjunction with
other physical meeting such as the biennium session. NPPO of the committee member is
expected to fund such travel. In rare cases, the APPPC Secretariat, subject to available funds,
could consider funding assistance for participants assessed on a case-by-case basis.

Duration

The tenure of the Advisory Committee is from one regular biennium to the next, normally
about two years.

Each APPPC biennium Session will review and decide if the Advisory Committee should
continue.
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Appendix 7 Work plan 2025-2026(FINAL).pdf
Work plan with budget for 2025-2026

Activity Cost Lead/Host Year
Strategic objective 1: Effective operation of the regional system
Ratify the 1999 amendments to the Plant Protection | N/A 2025
Agreement for the Asia and Pacific Region. 2026
e Secretariat to send out 2010 Circular to all Secretariat
remaining members with an up to date All remaining
covering letter to all remaining countries. members
e Secretariat to facilitate individual
consultation with FAO Legal and NPPOs
Senior Management head of NPPOs or
Ministers on requests.
e Request the remaining countries to report All remaining
back to the 34% session on progress members
e New Zealand will send the documentation
and information to the Secretariate for NZ
passing on to all remaining NPPOs.
o New Zealand will prepare a comparison NZ
documents regarding SALB.
e NPPOs send the questions to the Members, Advisory
secretariate, and the advisory group will group
development a Q&A documents.
e SALB Hands-on Training on Diagnostic
(carried over to early 2025-2026 biennium) 35K USD | Malaysia/Malaysia April
2025
The Advisory Group to provide advice to the 2025-
Secretariats and support the APPPC work 2026
programme management. Secretariat
e (Call for nomination of the advisory group Ex officio
members Members
e Preparatory meeting for 34" session 10k USD
e Report back to the 34™ session
Assessment of roles and responsibilities of APPPC as Secretariate, 2025-
an RPPO Advisory Group and 2026
New Zealand
Resource mobilization for implementation of work N/A Member countries 2025-
programme 2026

e |dentify areas requiring external funding
e Engagement with donors






Activity Cost Lead/Host Year
34th APPPC session 60KUSD | Secretariat/Member | 2026
+ countries
Australia
TF
Support of APPPC secretariat 50k USD | Secretariat/Advisory | 2025-
group 2026
Strategic objective 2: Capacity development including the coordination and training of staff
Work programme for plant quarantine:
e Purpose and Implementation of commodity | 50K USD | New Zealand/ 2026
standards. Philippines
e Management of bio security risk of e- 50K USD | Australia/Philippines | 2025
commerce
Work programme for IPHM:
e Area-wide approach for fall army worm 35K USD | China/China 2025
management
e |IPM in vegetables 35K USD | Vietnam/Vietnam 2026
Work programme for pesticide management:
e Pesticide registration and application for high 35K China 2025
value crops or minor crops usb/
e Risk management and application of natural China China 2026
enemy 35K
usb/ China/Laos 2025
e Developing guideline on application and risk China /26
mitigation of bio-pesticide and demonstration Chinese
in practice funding
Strategic objective 3: Development of measures for plant protection
e Develop Sea Containers RSPM. 20K+NZ | SC/NZ
funding
e Development 2 commodity RSPMs for Durian | 30K SC 2025-
and Coffee Bean (Green) 2026
e Call for RSPM/RIG topics for 2027-2028. SC






Activity Cost Lead/Host Year
Strategic objective 4: Sharing pest information
¢ Information sharing on emerging pests and N/A FAO Regional Office | 2025-
transboundary pests. 2026
e Reorganize the APPPC webpage and consolidate Secretariat/ Advisory
resources on the page to improve access. group
- Work out what information to be published
on APPPC website
Strategic objective 5: Coordination of input into international systems
Regional workshops on ISPM consultation. Korea, R. of Korea 2025,
Australia 2026
(TF)
30K x 2
Implementation of ePhyto solution. Report to the N/A Member countries 2025
session, encourage uptake and build capacity in the -2026
region.
APPPC pre-CPM consultation. All members 2025-
2026
e Attend TC-RPPO consultation and some 30K USD | Secretariat, Advisory | 2025,
APPPC workshops (Secretary) group 2026,
e Hosting TC-RPPO consultation 10K USD | Secretariat 2025
Lead and participate in IPPC work programmes that All members
are important to the region. 2025-
2026

e Contribute to technical working groups on
ISPMs/CPM recommendations/guides (experts
and information).

Total 545,000 USD







