The Atlantic sturgeon peer reviewers were asked to review the status review document in its entirety and provide comments.  They were also asked to address each of the following concerns directly:

a. Concerning distinct population segments, is the species delineation supported by the information presented and currently available?

b. In general, does the status review report include and cite the best scientific and commercial information available on the species and threats to it and to its habitat?  

c. Concerning the extinction risk analysis, is the methodology used appropriate?

d. In general, are the scientific conclusions sound and derived logically from the results? 

e. Where available, are opposing scientific studies or theories acknowledged and discussed?  

Reviewers were asked to summarize their comments into a report or letter that provided a brief overview followed by a more detailed discussion of the specific issues they were asked to review above (a – e).  They were told that comments as to whether the species should be listed under the Endangered Species Act would not be taken into consideration by the Status Review Team, and comments should be limited to those outlined above.  Finally, they were informed that each written report was to be based on the individual reviewer’s findings, and no consensus report would be accepted. 
