5-Year Review Short Template[footnoteRef:1] [1:  This short template is to be used ONLY when the 5-year review is being done concurrent with another status review such as a 12-month finding on a delisting petition.  Attach a copy of the final 12-month finding or other status review to this form.] 

5-Year Review:  Summary and Evaluation
Common Name (Scientific name)
Current Classification: (i.e., threatened or endangered)
Agency
Office Name
City, State
1. GENERAL INFORMATION 
1.1 Reviewers (list primary reviewers of species information below)
Lead Regional or Headquarters Office (Contact name(s), Office, and phone numbers):
Lead Field Office (Contact name(s), Office, and phone numbers):
Cooperating Field Office(s) (Contact name(s), Office, and phone numbers):  
Cooperating Regional Office(s) (Contact name(s), Office, and phone numbers):
Cooperating Science Center(s) (NMFS only) (Contact name(s), Office, and phone numbers):
1.2 Methodology used to complete review
Note if the review was conducted for a 12-month finding to a delisting petition or another status review (for example – “…was accomplished through the status review conducted for the 12-month finding to a delisting petition).  Briefly provide information that describes the method or process used; for example, whether the review was a team or individual effort, whether some or all of the review was contracted out, whether certain documents and data were relied on more heavily than others, whether a structured decision-making process was used, and other pertinent information.  If all or portions of the review were peer reviewed, provide information on peer review methods or processes used or, if done in accordance with the OMB Peer Review Bulletin, give the weblink to the peer review information.
1.3 FR Notice citation announcing initiation of this review
Insert text

2. REVIEW ANALYSIS
2.1 Application of the 1996 Distinct Population Segment (DPS) policy
(Applies only to vertebrate species listed as DPSs.)  Species listed as a DPS prior to the 1996 policy should be reviewed to determine whether or not the listing meets the policy with regards to the discreteness and significance elements.  Provide a citation for any review of application of the DPS policy to the species listing (for example – “…please refer to the 12-month finding completed on x date and published in the FR on y date (provide citation) for a complete analysis of the existing species DPS in context of the DPS policy…”).  Provide a brief summary of the results.
2.2 Review Summery
Provide a citation for the status review (for example – “…please refer to the 12-month finding completed on x date and published in the FR on y date (provide citation) for a complete 5 factor analysis and a discussion on the species status including biology and habitat, threats, and management efforts….”).  Provide a brief summary of the results of the status review.  This should provide enough detail to explain why the species meets the definition of threatened or endangered, and support the recommendation given below in section 3.0, Results.


3. RESULTS
3.1 Recommended Classification
Make a recommendation with regard to the listing classification of the species
_____Downlist to Threatened
_____Uplist to Endangered 
_____Delist (Indicate reason for delisting per 50 CFR 424.11):
_____Extinction
_____Recovery
_____Original data for classification in error
_____No change is needed
3.2 New Recovery Priority Number 
(Indicate if no change; see Appendix E):
Brief Rationale: Insert text
3.3 Listing and Reclassification Priority Number 
(If reclassification is recommended, see Appendix E):
Reclassification (from Threatened to Endangered) Priority Number: ____
Reclassification (from Endangered to Threatened) Priority Number: ____
Delisting (Removal from list regardless of current classification) Priority Number: ____
Brief Rationale: Insert text

4. RECOMMENDATONS FOR FUTURE ACTIONS



Provide recommendations for future actions that stem from this review and that focus on the highest priority actions needed prior to the next 5-year review.  Recommendations may address, but are not limited to, data needs for future 5-year reviews, implementation of high priority recovery actions, actions on DPS-related issues identified in section 2.1., revisions or updates of recovery plans, or development or modification of special rules.  For species where little to no new relevant information was available, make specific recommendations to address data and information needs.  Completion of these recommended actions is not required, and subsequent reviews will not be precluded should recommended actions remain incomplete.  If any of the recommended actions are identified in the species recovery plan, indicate the recovery action number.
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[bookmark: _GoBack] 
U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
5-YEAR REVIEW of species x
Current Classification:
Recommendation resulting from the 5-Year Review:
____ Downlist to Threatened
____ Uplist to Endangered
____ Delist
____ No change needed
Appropriate Listing/Reclassification Priority Number, if applicable:
Review Conducted By:
FIELD OFFICE APPROVAL:
Lead Field Supervisor, Fish and Wildlife Service
Approve _________________________________________ Date _________
The lead Field Office must ensure that other offices within the range of the species have been provided adequate opportunity to review and comment prior to the review’s completion. The lead field office should document this coordination in the agency record.
REGIONAL OFFICE APPROVAL:
The Regional Director or the Assistant Regional Director, if authority has been delegated to the Assistant Regional Director, must sign all 5-year reviews.  
Lead Regional Director, Fish and Wildlife Service
Approve _________________________________________ Date _________
The Lead Region must ensure that other regions within the range of the species have been provided adequate opportunity to review and comment prior to the review’s completion. Written concurrence from other regions is required. 
Cooperating Regional Director, Fish and Wildlife Service
_____Concur  _____ Do Not Concur
Signature_________________________________________ Date_______
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
5-YEAR REVIEW
species
Current Classification:
Recommendation resulting from the 5-Year Review
____ Downlist to Threatened
____ Uplist to Endangered
____ Delist
____ No change is needed
Review Conducted By:
REGIONAL OFFICE APPROVAL:
Lead Regional Administrator, NOAA Fisheries
Approve__________________________________________ Date: ________
The Lead Region must ensure that other Regions within the range of the species have been provided adequate opportunity to review and comment prior to the review’s completion. Written concurrence from other regions is required. 
Cooperating Regional Administrator, NOAA Fisheries
_____Concur   _____ Do Not Concur
Signature__________________________________________ Date_______
HEADQUARTERS APPROVAL:
Assistant Administrator, NOAA Fisheries
_____Concur   _____ Do Not Concur
Signature__________________________________________ Date_______

