




 

APPENDIX A 

 
Four-Step Design Process 

 
This process is intended to allow the developer the full potential of the legally allowable number 

of lots, while at the same time preserving valuable open space for the Town of Freeport. The 

Ordinance requires that a landscape architect or a professional engineer experienced in Civil/site 

engineering proposes a Site Analysis and Conceptual Sketch Plan on behalf of the applicant using 

the process outlined below. 

 
Step 1: Delineation of Conservation Lands (does not apply to large lot subdivisions) 

 
A. Calculate the net residential density of the development by determining the net 

residential acreage of a tract or parcel. The net residential density formula for an open 

space, expanded open space, large lot subdivision, village open space subdivision or 

commercial open space subdivision is provided in the district regulation section of the 

Zoning Ordinance for the zoning district in which a tract or parcel is located. For all 

other subdivisions, the net residential density is calculated by dividing the net residential 

acreage by the minimum lot size (or minimum land area for two-family and multiple 

family dwellings) in the district in which the tract or parcel is located. (Amended, effective 
09/03/19} 

The property (9.23 acres) contains two zoning districts (C-III & R-I) separated 
by an un-named stream.   

 
Commercial III District (178,500 sf): 

Right of way = 8,340 sf 
Parking  = 8,880 sf 

20% slopes  = 40,875 sf 
Stream  = 1,990 sf 

Total = 60,085 sf 
 

Net Resid. Acreage = 178,500 – 60,085 sf = 118,415 sf 
Net Resid. Density = 118,415 sf / 7,000 sf / DU = 16.9 DU 

16.9 units x 2.5 (affordable housing density bonus) = 42.3 units 
Total dwelling units = 42 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



B. Calculate the area of required open space (conservation land plus unbuildable land as 

defined in net residential acreage) in accordance with the provisions of this ordinance 

and of the Zoning Ordinance. 

Unbuildable Land: 

1. Deer wintering areas  = 0 sf 

2. Wetlands  = 40,810 sf* 

3. 20% slopes  = 40,875 sf 

4. 100-year floodplain  = 0 sf 

5. Land below high water = 0 sf 

6. Surface water bodies  = 1,990 sf 

                                      Total  = 42,865 sf (wetlands not included) 

 

Required Open Space  = (Net Residential Acreage/2) + Unbuildable Land 

 = 118,415 sf/2 + 42,865 sf 

 = 102,073 sf = 2.34 acres 

Provided Open Space  = 2.65 acres 

 
C    Designate proposed location of open space(s) on the Site Analysis and Conceptual Sketch 

Plan, using the Comprehensive Plan (dated October 1994) and the Open Space and Public 

Access Plan (dated July 1999), identifying Primary Conservation Areas, and areas of 

significant natural resource or community value. Consider Secondary Conservation 

Areas, prioritizing natural and cultural resources on the tract from highest to least 

suitability for inclusion in the proposed required open space. Primary conservation areas 

within individual building lots should be avoided; however, the Project Review Board 

may approve a lot that contains a primary conservation area if there is provision for 

protecting that portion of the lot from being developed. 

 See attached Site Analysis & Conceptual Sketch Plan.  The open space 

stretches from Concord Gully Stream located along the south side of the 

development to the parking lot and then along the north side of the building.  

There is only 4.1 acres available in the C-III District and of this 2.34 acres is 

required for open space so that doesn’t leave a lot of options. 

 

D. Indicate the proposed open space using as a basis practical considerations related to the 

tract's configuration, its context to resource areas on neighboring properties, the priorities 

listed above for identifying open space areas, and the applicant's subdivision objectives. 
As mentioned above the open space is shown on the Site Analysis & 
Conceptual Sketch Plan.  The applicant has Concord Gully Stream running 
through the property and this is the major resource on site.  All adjacent 

property within 80’ of the north side of the stream is not being developed and 
is utilized as open space.   

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX B {Amended 06/06/17} 
 

Site Inventory Map, Site Analysis and Conceptual Sketch Plan Submission Requirements  
 
The submission must contain, at a minimum, the following information:  
 

A. A completed application form (on forms provided by the Town).  
The application forms are included with this submission. 
 

B. Twelve (12) copies of an accurate scale combined Site Inventory Map, Site Analysis and 
Conceptual Plan of the parcel at a scale of not more detailed than 1" = 50 feet, showing as a 
minimum:  
12 copies of the Site Inventory Map, Site Analysis and Site Analysis Conceptual Plan of the 
parcel are included. 
 
1. The proposed name of the development, north arrow, date, and scale.  

The items listed above are all shown on the Site Plan (C-1). 
 

2. The boundaries of the parcel based upon a standard boundary survey prepared by a 
registered land surveyor and giving the bearings and distances of all property lines.  
A boundary survey is included. 
 

3. The topography of the site at a contour interval of either 2 or 5 feet depending on the 
nature of the use and character of the site as determined by the Town Planner.  
One-foot contours are depicted on the site plan (C-1), Site Inventory (SI) Map and Site 
Analysis & Conceptual Sketch Plan. 
 

4. The major natural features of the site, including wetlands, vernal pools, streams, ponds, 
floodplains, groundwater aquifers, significant wildlife habitats, or other important 
natural features.  
Wetlands have been delineated by Vaughn Smith Associates and are shown on the 
attached plans. 
 

5. The soils on the site through a class C medium intensity soil survey.  
A Class C medium intensity soil survey map is included with this submission. 
 

6. Vegetative cover conditions on the property according to general cover type.  
The site is generally wooded with some meadow areas. 
 
 



 
7. Ridgelines and watershed boundaries.  

The portion of land within the Commercial III District flows in a southerly direction to 
Concord Gully Stream.  Flow arrows depict the surface water flow direction on the 
property. 
 

8. Geologic formations including rock outcrops, cliffs, etc., based upon published data or 
more detailed on-site analysis.  
There haven’t been any rock outcrops seen on site.  According to the Maine Geological 
Survey’s Bedrock Geology of the Freeport Quadrangle, Maine the parcel is located 
within the Vassalboro Group.   
 

9. Existing buildings, structures, or other improvements on the site including streets, 
driveways, stone walls, etc. (if none, so state).  
There are no buildings or driveways on site.  
 

10. Locations of all historically or archaeologically significant building or sites.  
A letter has been included from the Maine Historic Preservation verifying that there 
aren’t any historic sites located on the parcel. 
 

11. Existing restrictions or easements on the site (if none, so state). 12/21/21 75  
There is a sewer easement extending in a west-east direction through the site.  There 
are also two vacated NET easements depicted on the plans. 
 

12. The location and size of existing utilities or improvements servicing the site (if none, so 
state).  
Water, sewer and electric are all available for this project. 
 

13. Any potential sources of fire protection water supply within one-half mile of the site 
including public water mains, existing fire ponds, or possible sources of water supply.  
There is an 8” water main on Varney Road and the applicant will tap into this main for 
all water supply needs.  The building will be sprinkled and there is a hydrant on Varney 
Road within 100’ of the property. 
 

14. Acceptable septic system location for each lot or unit if applicable.  
There is a sewer easement running through the property and the applicant will utilize 
this gravity system for their sewer needs. 
 
 
 



C. Twelve (12) copies of a detailed narrative describing the existing conditions of the site, the 
required open space potential of the site, the proposed development, and the constraints 
and opportunities created by the site. This submission should include a narrative description 
of the existing road system that will provide access to the project and any issues related to 
traffic capacity, safety, sight distances, or other traffic considerations, together with any 
preliminary studies done relative to the site including wetland delineations, traffic studies, 
market studies, or other information that will help the Board understand the project.  

 A narrative is included with the submission. 
 
D. The Site Inventory, Site Analysis and Conceptual Sketch Plan should highlight the 

opportunities and constraints of the site. This plan shall be prepared by a landscape 
architect or a professional engineer with expertise in civil/site engineering and should 
enable the Project Review Board to determine: which areas are well suited for proposed use 
and which are unsuitable; where the property is unsuitable for on-site sewage disposal if 
public sewerage is not available; primary and secondary conservation areas; which areas 
have potential open space value (scenic areas, aquifers, streambed corridors, wildlife 
habitat, natural drainage courses, farmland, significant forest stands, and land abutting 
existing public open spaces, etc.); and which areas may be subject to off-site conflicts or 
concerns (noise, lighting, traffic, etc.). In addition, this plan shall show a conceptual 
rendering of the layout of lots and roads in accordance with the Four-Step Design Process 
described in Appendix A. For greater clarity, the Project Review Board may request that the 
Site Analysis and Conceptual Sketch be presented in two (2) separate plans.  

 These two plans are provided with this application. 
 
E. Written requests for any waivers from the Minor Subdivision or preliminary Major 

Subdivision submission requirements or development standards of Article 12. 
 No waivers are being sought with the exception of a reduction in parking from 84 spaces 

required to 43 actual spaces. 
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Professionals Delivering Quality Solutions 

 

 

 

Project Narrative 
 
Tim Gooch, herein called the applicant is proposing to develop a portion of a parcel of land 
located on Varney Road in Freeport.  The 52-acre parcel is identified as Lot 55 on Tax Map 23 in 
the Town of Freeport tax maps.  The applicant has a purchase/sale agreement for 9.3 acres of 
the parcel mentioned above.  This parcel is in the Commercial III (C-III) and Rural Residential I 
(RR-1) District as shown on the Town’s Zoning Map.  The applicant is proposing to erect a three-
story, 42-unit elderly housing apartment building with associated parking. 
 
CWS Architects will provide all of the drawings for the proposed building and are using a similar 
design to the senior housing project that was recently completed on Civic Center Drive in 
Augusta.  The major difference is that the building in Augusta had a peaked roof and this roof 
will be flat to comply with the height restriction of 35’ in the Freeport Land Use Ordinance.  The 
elevation of the building is  
 
Concord Gully Stream bisects the property and is the delineating line between the Rural 
Residential I District and Commercial III District.  Multi-family dwellings are not permitted in the 
Rural Residential I District and therefore all density calculations can only be made within the 
portion (4.1 acres) of the property within the Commercial III District.   
 
Water will be extended from the 8” diameter main in Varney Road to the proposed 3-story 
apartment building.  The building will be sprinkled and there is fire department access around 
the building.  A large tee-turn has been utilized to provide a place for emergency vehicles to 
turn around on site.   
 
There is a gravity sewer line that goes through the property and it is our intention to tie into 
this main at the existing manhole near the main entrance of the building.  The electrical service 
will be brought in overhead from Varney Road to a pole on site and then run underground to 
the building.  Two below ground propane tanks will be set along the east side of the proposed 
parking lot. 
 
There will be over 37,000 sf of new impervious area and the development is located in a 
watershed most at risk from development.  Therefore, a stormwater permit application is 
required to be filed with the DEP.  It is unclear whether the town will have an engineer on staff 
to do this review or it will be submitted to the DEP.  An underdrained soil filter (UDSF) will be 
utilized to treat the stormwater as well as provide storage for the peak storm events. 
 
 
 
 



  

 

 

There are several amenities on site including picnic tables, community gardens, patio area, etc.  
We are asking for a 49% reduction in parking for the 42-unit facility or 43 parking spaces.  A 
sidewalk is shown going from the building in a northerly direction to Varney Road to provide 
off-site walking access.  The applicant used a similar amount of parking for the Augusta project 
and to date there hasn’t been a shortage in parking.  The minimum age of anyone living in these 
units is 55.   
 
A dumpster and recyclable area are located at the end of the parking lot with a private solid 
waste company providing pickup once a week.  There will be four pole lights and the rest will be 
hung off the proposed building in the form of wall packs that will all be fully shielded.    
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Cumberland County and Part of Oxford 
County, Maine
Survey Area Data: Version 19, Aug 30, 2022

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jun 19, 2020—Sep 
20, 2020

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

Au Au Gres loamy sand 5.7 0.7%

BgB Nicholville very fine sandy 
loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes

92.3 10.9%

BuB Lamoine silt loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

131.7 15.5%

BuC2 Buxton silt loam, 8 to 15 
percent slopes

20.3 2.4%

DeB Deerfield loamy fine sand, 3 to 
8 percent slopes

67.2 7.9%

Gp Gravel pits 8.4 1.0%

HlB Hinckley loamy sand, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

29.4 3.5%

HlC Hinckley loamy sand, 8 to 15 
percent slopes

9.9 1.2%

HrB Lyman-Tunbridge complex, 0 
to 8 percent slopes, rocky

20.2 2.4%

HsB Lyman-Abram complex, 0 to 8 
percent slopes, very rocky

75.3 8.8%

HsC Lyman-Abram complex, 8 to 15 
percent slopes, very rocky

47.5 5.6%

HsE Lyman-Abram complex, 15 to 
35 percent slopes, very 
rocky

30.3 3.6%

MeC Melrose fine sandy loam, 8 to 
15 percent slopes

5.5 0.6%

Sn Scantic silt loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes

101.2 11.9%

So Scarboro sandy loam 12.0 1.4%

SuC2 Suffield silt loam, 8 to 15 
percent slopes, eroded

22.5 2.6%

SuD2 Suffield silt loam, 15 to 25 
percent slopes, eroded

8.4 1.0%

SuE2 Suffield silt loam, 25 to 45 
percent slopes, eroded

121.6 14.3%

Tm Pemaquid, Todds point, and 
Damariscotta soils, 0 to 2 
percent slopes

6.3 0.7%

W Water 17.5 2.1%

WmB Windsor loamy sand, 0 to 8 
percent slopes

17.6 2.1%

Totals for Area of Interest 850.7 100.0%
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STATE OF MAINE 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, CONSERVATION & FORESTRY 

177 STATE HOUSE STATION 
AUGUSTA, MAINE 04333 

 
 

 
 
 
MOLLY DOCHERTY, DIRECTOR   
MAINE NATURAL AREAS PROGRAM  PHONE:  (207) 287-8044 
90 BLOSSOM LANE, DEERING BUILDING  WWW.MAINE.GOV/DACF/MNAP 
  

 
 
June 5, 2023 
 
James Coffin 
ES Coffin Engineering & Surveying 
PO Box 4687 
Augusta, ME 04333 
 
Via email: jcoffin@coffineng.com  
 
Re: Rare and exemplary botanical features in proximity to: Tim Gooch, 9.1 acres of Map 23 Lot 44, Varney Road, 
Freeport, Maine 
  
Dear James Coffin: 
 
I have searched the Maine Natural Areas Program’s Biological and Conservation Data System files in response to 
your request received June 5, 2023 for information on the presence of rare or unique botanical features 
documented from the vicinity of the project in Freeport, Maine.  Rare and unique botanical features include the 
habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plant species and unique or exemplary natural communities.  Our review 
involves examining maps, manual and computerized records, other sources of information such as scientific 
articles or published references, and the personal knowledge of staff or cooperating experts. 
 
Our official response covers only botanical features.  For authoritative information and official response for 
zoological features you must make a similar request to the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife, 
284 State Street, Augusta, Maine 04333. 
 
According to the information currently in our Biological and Conservation Data System files, there are no rare 
botanical features documented specifically within the project area.  This lack of data may indicate minimal survey 
efforts rather than confirm the absence of rare botanical features.  You may want to have the site inventoried by a 
qualified field biologist to ensure that no undocumented rare features are inadvertently harmed. 
 
If a field survey of the project area is conducted, please refer to the enclosed supplemental information regarding 
rare and exemplary botanical features documented to occur in the vicinity of the project site.  The list may include 
information on features that have been known to occur historically in the area as well as recently field-verified 
information.  While historic records have not been documented in several years, they may persist in the area if 
suitable habitat exists.  The enclosed list identifies features with potential to occur in the area, and it should be 
considered if you choose to conduct field surveys. 
 
This finding is available and appropriate for preparation and review of environmental assessments, but it is not a 
substitute for on-site surveys.  Comprehensive field surveys do not exist for all natural areas in Maine, and in the 
absence of a specific field investigation, the Maine Natural Areas Program cannot provide a definitive statement 
on the presence or absence of unusual natural features at this site. 

mailto:jcoffin@coffineng.com


Letter to ES Coffin 
Comments RE: Varney Rd, Freeport 
June 5, 2023 
Page 2 of 2 

 
 
The Maine Natural Areas Program (MNAP) is continuously working to achieve a more comprehensive database 
of exemplary natural features in Maine.  We would appreciate the contribution of any information obtained should 
you decide to do field work.  MNAP welcomes coordination with individuals or organizations proposing 
environmental alteration or conducting environmental assessments.  If, however, data provided by MNAP are to 
be published in any form, the Program should be informed at the outset and credited as the source.   
 
The Maine Natural Areas Program has instituted a fee structure of $75.00 an hour to recover the actual cost of 
processing your request for information.  You will receive an invoice for $150.00 for two hours of our services. 
 
Thank you for using MNAP in the environmental review process.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have 
further questions about the Natural Areas Program or about rare or unique botanical features on this site. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

Lisa St. Hilaire 
 
Lisa St. Hilaire | Information Manager | Maine Natural Areas Program 
207-287-8044 | lisa.st.hilaire@maine.gov 
 

mailto:lisa.st.hilaire@maine.gov


Rare and Exemplary Botanical Features within 4 miles of
Project: Tim Gooch, 9.1 acres of Map 23 Lot 44, Varney Road, Freeport, ME

Occurrence
Number

Date Last
Observed

State
Status

Global
Rank

State
Rank

Common Name Habitat

Adder's Tongue Fern

1905-08-10 Non-tidal rivershore (non-forested, seasonally wet),OpenE S1 G5            7

Climbing Hempweed

1916-08 Dry barrens (partly forested, upland),Open wetland, notPE SH G5            1

Clothed Sedge

1898-06-15 Dry barrens (partly forested, upland)E S1 G5            1

Mountain Honeysuckle

1933-09 Dry barrens (partly forested, upland),Hardwood to mixedE S2 G5            4

Salt-hay Saltmarsh

2009S3 G5           24

2011-09-09S3 G5           42

2011-09-02S3 G5           43

2015-08-18S3 G5           61

2015-08-19S3 G5           62

Sassafras

1906 Hardwood to mixed forest (forest, upland),Old field/SC S2 G5           10

Showy Lady's-slipper

1907-07-09 Forested wetland,Open wetland, not coastal norSC S3 G4G5           38

Unicorn Root

1884 Dry barrens (partly forested, upland)E S1 G5            1

Date Exported: 2023-06-05 11:14

Maine Natural Areas Program Page 1 of 1 www.maine.gov/dacf/mnap



Conservation Status Ranks 

State and Global Ranks: This ranking system facilitates a quick assessment of a species’ or habitat type’s 
rarity and is the primary tool used to develop conservation, protection, and restoration priorities for 
individual species and natural habitat types. Each species or habitat is assigned both a state (S) and 
global (G) rank on a scale of critically imperiled (1) to secure (5). Factors such as range extent, the 
number of occurrences, intensity of threats, etc., contribute to the assignment of state and global ranks. 
The definitions for state and global ranks are comparable but applied at different geographic scales; 
something that is state imperiled may be globally secure. 

The information supporting these ranks is developed and maintained by the Maine Natural Areas 
Program (state ranks) and NatureServe (global ranks). 

Rank Definition 
S1 
G1 

Critically Imperiled – At very high risk of extinction or elimination due to very restricted 
range, very few populations or occurrences, very steep declines, very severe threats, or 
other factors. 

S2 
G2 

Imperiled – At high risk of extinction or elimination due to restricted range, few 
populations or occurrences, steep declines, severe threats, or other factors. 

S3 
G3 

Vulnerable – At moderate risk of extinction or elimination due to a fairly restricted range, 
relatively few populations or occurrences, recent and widespread declines, threats, or 
other factors. 

S4 
G4 

Apparently Secure – At fairly low risk of extinction or elimination due to an extensive 
range and/or many populations or occurrences, but with possible cause for some concern 
as a result of local recent declines, threats, or other factors. 

S5 
G5 

Secure – At very low risk of extinction or elimination due to a very extensive range, 
abundant populations or occurrences, and little to no concern from declines or threats. 

SX 
GX 

Presumed Extinct – Not located despite intensive searches and virtually no likelihood of 
rediscovery. 

SH 
GH 

Possibly Extinct – Known from only historical occurrences but still some hope of 
rediscovery. 

S#S# 
G#G# 

Range Rank – A numeric range rank (e.g., S2S3 or S1S3) is used to indicate any range of 
uncertainty about the status of the species or ecosystem.  

SU 
GU 

Unrankable – Currently unrankable due to lack of information or due to substantially 
conflicting information about status or trends. 

GNR 
SNR 

Unranked – Global or subnational conservation status not yet assessed. 

SNA 
GNA 

Not Applicable – A conservation status rank is not applicable because the species or 
ecosystem is not a suitable target for conservation activities (e.g., non-native species or 
ecosystems. 

Qualifier Definition 
S#? 
G#? 

Inexact Numeric Rank – Denotes inexact numeric rank. 

Q Questionable taxonomy that may reduce conservation priority – Distinctiveness of this 
entity as a taxon or ecosystem type at the current level is questionable. The “Q” modifier 
is only used at a global level. 

T# Infraspecific Taxon (trinomial) – The status of infraspecific taxa (subspecies or varieties) 
are indicated by a "T-rank" following the species’ global rank. 



State Status: Endangered and Threatened are legal status designations authorized by statute. Please 
refer to MRSA Title 12, §544 and §544-B. 

Status Definition 
E Endangered – Any native plant species in danger of extinction throughout all or a 

significant portion of its range within the State or Federally listed as Endangered. 
T Threatened – Any native plant species likely to become endangered within the 

foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range in the State or 
Federally listed as Threatened. 

SC Special Concern – A native plant species that is rare in the State, but not rare enough to 
be considered Threatened or Endangered. 

PE Potentially Extirpated – A native plant species that has not been documented in the State 
in over 20 years, or loss of the last known occurrence. 

 

Element Occurrence (EO) Ranks: Quality assessments that designate viability of a population or integrity 
of habitat. These ranks are based on size, condition, and landscape context. Range ranks (e.g., AB, BC) 
and uncertainty ranks (e.g., B?) are allowed. The Maine Natural Areas Program tracks all occurrences of 
rare plants and natural communities/ecosystems (S1-S3) as well as exemplary common natural 
community types (S4-S5 with EO ranks A/B). 

Rank Definition 
A Excellent – Excellent estimated viability/ecological integrity. 
B Good – Good estimated viability/ecological integrity. 
C Fair – Fair estimated viability/ecological integrity. 
D Poor – Poor estimated viability/ecological integrity. 
E Extant – Verified extant, but viability/ecological integrity not assessed. 
H Historical – Lack of field information within past 20 years verifying continued existence of 

the occurrence, but not enough to document extirpation. 
X Extirpated – Documented loss of population/destruction of habitat. 
U Unrankable – Occurrence unable to be ranked due to lack of sufficient information (e.g., 

possible mistaken identification). 
NR Not Ranked – An occurrence rank has not been assigned. 

 

Visit the Maine Natural Areas Program website for more information 
http://www.maine.gov/dacf/mnap 
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