[NOTE: This form is in MSWord, the font is Times New Roman, 12-point; please open this in MSWord, otherwise the formatting will be a problem.  After completing the form, please delete the instructions in bold italics.
]

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

SPECIES ASSESSMENT AND LISTING PRIORITY ASSIGNMENT FORM
SCIENTIFIC NAME: 

COMMON NAME:

LEAD REGION:

INFORMATION CURRENT AS OF:

STATUS/ACTION  [Check all that apply.]:
       Initial 12-month Petition Finding:         not warranted





     
          warranted





     
          warranted but precluded (also complete (c) and (d) in 




   section on petitioned candidate species- why action is precluded)
        Species assessment - determined species did not meet the definition of endangered or 


threatened under the Act and, therefore, was not elevated to Candidate status
___ New candidate

___ Continuing candidate [a candidate that is not new or being removed]
___ Non-petitioned

___ Petitioned - Date petition received:                    
    90-day positive - FR date:                    
    12-month warranted but precluded - FR date:                       
    Is the petition requesting a reclassification of a listed species?

___ Listing priority change





Former LP: ___ 

New LP: ___ 

Latest Date species became a Candidate: [If it was a candidate, then removed from candidacy (e.g., was a c2 that was removed in 1996), and then returned to the candidate list, use the second date it became a candidate.]
___ Candidate removal:  Former LP: ___  [Check only one reason]
___ A - Taxon is more abundant or widespread than previously believed or not subject to the degree of threats sufficient to warrant issuance of a proposed listing or continuance of candidate status.

___ F - Range is no longer a U.S. territory.

       I -
 Insufficient information exists on biological vulnerability and threats to support    listing.

___ M - Taxon mistakenly included in past notice of review.

___ N - Taxon may not meet the Act’s definition of “species.”

___ X - Taxon believed to be extinct.

ANIMAL/PLANT GROUP AND FAMILY: [List the general taxonomic group and specific taxonomic Family. The following are the general taxonomic groups, within which there are candidate, proposed, and listed species:
Mammals

Birds

Reptiles

Amphibians

Fish

Clams

Snails

Insects

Arachnids

Crustaceans

Flowering plants

Conifers and Cycads
Ferns and Allies
Lichens]
HISTORICAL STATES/TERRITORIES/COUNTRIES OF OCCURRENCE:

CURRENT STATES/ COUNTIES/TERRITORIES/COUNTRIES OF OCCURRENCE:

LEAD REGION CONTACT [Name, phone number]:

LEAD FIELD OFFICE CONTACT [Office, name, phone number]:
BIOLOGICAL INFORMATION [Describe the following subcategories.  You may combine categories if needed, but discuss this information.]:

Species Description

Taxonomy
Habitat
Historical Range/Distribution
Current Range/Distribution
Population Estimates/Status
THREATS [Describe threats in terms of the five factors in section 4 of the ESA; make sure you provide specific, substantive information.]:

A.  The present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or range.

B.  Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes.

C.  Disease or predation.

D.  The inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms.

E.  Other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence.

SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR ADDITION, REMOVAL OR LISTING PRIORITY CHANGE:  [Add a summary for any addition or removal to or from the candidate list, or for any LPN change.]
For removals:
       Is the removal based on a Policy for Evaluation of Conservation Efforts When Making Listing Decisions (PECE) finding?  [Answer “Yes” or “No”.]  If “Yes”, summarize the specific PECE evaluation criteria that were met in determining that the conservation effort is sufficiently certain to be implemented and effective so as to have contributed to the elimination or adequate reduction of one or more threats to the species identified through the section 4(a)(1) analysis.  
FOR PETITIONED CANDIDATE SPECIES (also complete c and d for initial 12-month petition findings):
a. Is listing warranted?       
b. To date, has publication of a proposal to list been precluded by other higher priority listing actions?       
c. Is a proposal to list the species as threatened or endangered in preparation?       
d. If the answer to c. above is no, provide an explanation of why the action is precluded. [Include species specific information (if applicable).  For all petitioned candidate species, insert the following standard language: We find that the immediate issuance of a proposed rule and timely promulgation of a final rule for this species has been, for the preceding 12 months, and continues to be, precluded by higher priority listing actions (including candidate species with lower LPNs).  During the past 12 months, almost our entire national listing budget has been consumed by work on various listing actions to comply with court orders and court-approved settlement agreements, emergency listings, and essential litigation-related, administrative, and program management functions.  We will continue to monitor the status of this species as new information becomes available.  This review will determine if a change in status is warranted, including the need to make prompt use of emergency listing procedures.  For information on listing actions taken over the 12 months, see the discussion of “Progress on Revising the Lists,” in the current CNOR which can be viewed on our Internet website (http://endangered.fws.gov/).] 
LAND OWNERSHIP [Estimate proportion of Federal/state/local government/private; identify non-private owners]:

PRELISTING [Describe the status of conservation agreements or other conservation activities.  Be sure to directly contact and seek information on relevant conservation activities that other programs within the FWS (e.g. Fisheries, Refuges, Migratory Birds, Habitat Conservation, Environmental Contaminants) are taking for this species, as well as actions of other Federal agencies, state agencies, tribes, private landowners, etc.]:
DESCRIPTION OF MONITORING: [For continuing candidate species, , because the methods used to gather status information will vary among species based on the biology of the species and the threats it faces, describe how you are monitoring the status of this species since the last update of this assessment form- include information such as frequency of contact with species experts, State, Federal or Tribal agencies, and/or other relevant land managers; describe how you are obtaining relevant literature and data; discuss any active monitoring (site visits); etc.  Conclude with a brief analysis of why this level of monitoring is appropriate to update the status of the species, given the biology of the species and the threats it faces.] 
REFERENCES [Identify primary sources of information (e.g., status reports, petitions, journal publications, and unpublished data from species experts) using formal citation format.  For continuing candidates, be certain to update this section and to summarize these new sources in the appropriate sections of this form to demonstrate how they were considered in the decision. Include references that may be used in a proposed rule, but are not necessarily cited in this form]:

[Insert a page break after references.]
LISTING PRIORITY [Put the appropriate magnitude, immediacy, and taxonomy in bold type, and place an asterisk, *, after the number.]
	         THREAT


	 Magnitude
	 Immediacy
	     Taxonomy         
	Priority

	   High
	 Imminent

 Non-imminent
	Monotypic genus

Species

Subspecies/population

Monotypic genus

Species

Subspecies/population
	   1

   2

   3

   4

   5

   6

	  Moderate 

   to Low
	 Imminent

 Non-imminent
	Monotypic genus

Species

Subspecies/population

Monotypic genus

Species

Subspecies/population
	   7

   8

   9

  10

  11

  12


         Have you promptly reviewed all of the information received regarding the species for the purpose of determining whether emergency listing is needed?  [Answer “Yes” or “No”]


Rationale for listing priority number:  
[This section must be completed for each candidate.  
Generally, a candidate with a listing priority from 1 through 3 will be proposed as endangered, while one with a listing priority of 10 through 12 will be proposed as threatened.  Species with listing priorities from 4 through 9 may go either way, depending upon how the immediacy and magnitude of threats interrelate.]
Magnitude:
[Magnitude of threat can be either “high” or “moderate to low.”   Explain your rationale/basis for your conclusion regarding the magnitude of threats.  When evaluating the magnitude of the threats facing the species, consider such questions as:

·  What proportion of the species is affected by the threats?  

·   What is the likelihood that unaffected portions can persist?

· How permanent are the effects?]   
Imminence:
[Explain your rationale/basis for your conclusion regarding the immediacy of threats.  Immediacy of threat is intended to assure that species facing actual, identifiable threats are given priority over those for which threats are only potential, or those intrinsically vulnerable to certain types of threat but not known to be presently facing such threats.  Immediacy is not a measure of how quickly the species is likely to become extinct if the threats are not addressed; rather, immediacy is a measure of when the threats will begin.  For example, if a butterfly species is vulnerable to collection simply because of its small range and low numbers, it might be assigned a priority of non-imminent even if there is no evidence of collection.  However, if it is currently being collected, or for some reason you know it was about to be (e.g., as a result of the near completion of an access road to a remote location), the threat would be imminent.  As a general rule, most species that are listable because of non-imminent threats will be narrow endemics.  Those types of species may be in danger of extinction due to potential threats because they are intrinsically vulnerable.  In assigning a species to a priority category under immediacy of threat, consider information such as the known occurrence or lack of documented detrimental trade or harvest, habitat modification, significantly detrimental disease or predation, and other present or potential threats.]
Is Emergency Listing Warranted? [add an explanation of why emergency listing is/is not warranted at the time of your review]
[Insert page break]

APPROVAL/CONCURRENCE:  Lead Regions must obtain written concurrence from all other Regions within the range of the species before recommending changes to the candidate list, including listing priority changes; the Regional Director must approve all such recommendations. The Director must concur on all 12-month petition findings, additions of species to the candidate list, removal of candidate species, and listing priority changes.

Approve:
                                                                             
                        
         

Regional Director, Fish and Wildlife Service     
Date

Concur:
                                                             
                                  
         

Director, Fish and Wildlife Service

Date

Do not concur:                                                          

                     
  Director, Fish and Wildlife Service

Date

Director's Remarks:                                                                                                                            

Date of annual review:                  
Conducted by:                        
Comments:                                                                                                                                         

                                                               (rev. 4/22/04)


