
!!  LOT FIVE - PIRATE TREE  !! 
 
Post 1 of 3 
Hidden in the forest on Lot #5 can be found a similar Oak Tree as 
described in the Oak Island Treasure Story of 1795!  At the time, 
owner Robert Young and I engaged in conversation regarding his 
thoughts of Northern Red Oaks having been those canopied trees 
which gave the island its name.  He sent me several photographs 
he had taken of this one old growth oak, and I have used it in my 
2nd Volume Book, “Oak Island Mystery Trees and other Forensic 
Answers – Compendium.” I was very fortunate he did, as this 
recent photograph encapsulates all that we can learn about what 
are the facts and the fictions of the area surrounding the 
depression on that one fateful day. 
 
The lore tells us of 1, 2 or even 3 large old oaks forming a triangle 
surrounding a 13 ft. diameter depression, or hollow.  One oak had 
a large perpendicular branch extending directly over this 
depression, measuring 15-16 ft. above the ground.  From this 
branch hung the infamous pirate block-n-tackle for which treasure 
was lowered within the pit below.  There was an opening in the 
forest around the large old oak(s) trees with many moss-covered 
stumps surrounding, gave the clearing a look it had been cleared 
by man.  And so the story goes on.   
 
Let’s look at the following photograph from Lot #5.  It is a point of 
reference to the botanical evidence which should give us pause and 
warning about the story told.  Reviewing this photo will highlight 
what is more likely a truer surrounding of the depression on that 
fateful day. This photo IS WORTH a 1,000 words! 
 
 
 



 
PHOTOGRAPH ATTACHED 
The photo was taken by Mr. Robert Young of an old growth 
Northern Red Oak located on his Lot #5 property.  The image with 
all the trees in the background is difficult, but you can make out 
one large tree.  The 2nd photograph on the following page, has been 
modified to help declutter and emphasize this large oak in the 
clearing within his forest.  Note the large perpendicular NRO 
branch growing out into the opening, just as the treasure story 
explained.  This branch is approx. 16-18 ft above ground level.  
None of the trees around it are as big as the large oak (at approx. 
26 in. dia.) and the other trees in this photo are almost all uniformly 
5-8 in. diameter.  Unlike the large oak, none of the smaller, juvenile 
trees have any definable space around them as they seem to be 
growing in a tight formation or uniformly dense.   



Though all the surrounding trees visible in this forest are not oak, 
this dense growth pattern is how forest-grown oak trees would 
appear – tightly compact, straight as an arrow, with few branches 
below the crown which is fighting for canopy access and light. 

 
Except for some spring weeds, there is no growth below or near the 
older oak. This is expected as oak trees have the ability to stifle 
growth by blocking light for new growth and by enzymatic means 
below soil.  Based on photo imagery software, the open clearing 
around this oak is 21-23 ft from right of the old oak, to the next tee 
growing; but only 3-5 feet to the left of the large oak to other trees.  
It is important to notice there are NO BRANCHES seen on the left 
side of this NRO!  And it appears the tree is literally bending right 
as its trunk grows, as do both primary & secondary branches - all in 
the same direction. 



Is this what our three adventures found in 1795?  Add the block, 
some mossy stumps, two more large oak trees surrounding a 13 ft. 
depression with red clover growing only in it….. and have we found 
ourselves back in time?  The answers are in this photo.  See Post #2 
to understand what we are really seeing! 
 
!!  LOT FIVE - PIRATE TREE  !! 
 
Post 2 of 3 
As discussed earlier, Lot #5 has a large Oak Tree similar to the one 
described in the Oak Island Treasure Story!  This is not that tree to 
be clear.  Let’s examine the photo even closer and put on our 
“Crime Scene Investigator” hats to see what we are really seeing 
here in the forest. 
 
The large Oak tree has no branches or limbs on the left side of the 
tree because it could not access the light necessary to form a 
productive branch.  Again, the botanical impact of phototropism 
comes to play and in so doing, explains why we see this.  So no light 
on the left side most likely means there was during its growth, a 
large building or barn, or more likely, there was a full forest to its 
left (or behind it).  This lot has no recordation of tree clearing.  It is 
within pragmatic deduction that the blockage of sunlight on the left 
was from a nearby forest or grove of trees. And this Oak was on the 
extremity of that forest.  So with an established forest limiting sun 
exposure on the left, the Oak grew toward the exposed sun on the 
right. Not many tree species will grow a primary branch on the 
‘northern’ exposure (to the left) as the tree itself would be shading 
out the weaker directional light source from the south and much 
needed for the forming branch.  Further we can assume the large 
branches and limbs on the large Oak are growing toward the 
southern sky which offers the most light exposure, though this is 
more speculative. 



 This is the impact of gravitropism affecting the trees growth as its’ 
stem (trunk) actually bends to directly receive more unobstructed 
sunlight.   
 
So we can surmise ‘South’ is to the right of the tree in this forest 
stand.  It would be interesting to find out where on Lot #5 this tree 
is actually growing.  We may find it close to a Lot boundary, a lot 
which had harvested timber or grazing at the time of this trees 
growth, giving it an ample light source. 
 
The circumference of the photographed clearing within which this 
tree is sitting is approx. 25-27 ft across.  Again, this was the area of 
influence the large Oak had on the growth of other vascular plants 
and young trees.  So now consider 1 or 2 other trees of similar size 
in this same clearing.  Is that possible? 
 
If there were 1 or 2 other large oaks growing in a pyramidal 
formation as the Oak Island Treasure Story tells, how could ANY 
large branch grow into the center of the pyramid shaded by two 
other large tree(s)?  We are talking about the primary branch, 
which in most cases for oak, is the first branch growing 
perpendicular from the trunk. If all three Oak trees grew up more 
or less around the same time period, wouldn’t the other two large 
oaks, frequently talked about in the tale, grow their branches out 
in a southernly direction – and thus away from the clearing.  If to 
the south of the large oak, these two oaks would grow branches 
outside the pyramid where the supposed depression would be 
located below, right?  So as those other significant oaks blocked the 
southern light from the large Oak we see in this photograph, would 
not the extended branch “not exist” on this tree at all?  Even if you 
reversed this scenario with any of the three (or only two) trees, why 
would the primary branch on an oak tree grow in the direction of 
less light and more shade from another big tree?   



Thirteen feet is awfully 
close together when 
talking big oak trees with 
big branches!  In fact, all 
three oaks would have 
“shaded” out growth 
between each other, as 
they would have sent out 
branches seeking sources 
for additional light.  This 
scientific fact fully messes 
with the lore that one tree 
had a big branch growing 
out over the middle of the 
depression in this 
pyramidal ‘ring of trees!’  
It is possible the three 
trees themselves were not in the forest, but it is improbable for 
such a formation of oak trees to grow one big branch in amongst 
the group.  The sun would only be propitious with a branch growing 
away from the group and it would be the one tree facing the best 
southernly exposure. 
 
So at this juncture it is problematic of any botanical scenario where 
three large Oaks grew within 13 or even 20 ft of each other and one 
had a large perpendicular branch growing in between the formation 
of the three!  We can also determine this tale of a large oak was 
probably growing alone and on the forest periphery.  That is 
assuming there even was a large Oak tree adjacent to a 13 ft 
depression or hollow which was a filled-in pit some 110 ft deep.  Stay 
tuned for “the rest of the story” in post #3. Or go to our website to 
read more about this and other investigations of Oak Island! 
 



!!  LOT FIVE - PIRATE TREE  !! 
 
Post 3 of 3 (final) 
I would like to make it abundantly clear, the attached current color 
photograph of a Large Northern Red Oak in the forest with the 
perpendicular branch – IS NOT A PHOTO of the tree talked about in 
the original Oak Island Treasury story of 1795!  It is a photo of an 
NRO in the forest on Lot #5 of Oak Island today.  However, since it is 
extremely similar in description of the tree and the clearing in the 
forest on Oak Island back in 1795, I am using it to point out botanical 
truths and facts, which will shed light on several misnomers stated 
in those early treasure stories.  These observations forensically 
attest to the merit or the myth of the saga told. 
 
What else could we make a mental note on should we consider 
ruling in or out the Northern Red Oak as the described ‘large tree’ 
in the legend, or other “enhancements” meant to sell the story?   
 
Have you considered the roots of the tree? Here is the taxonomical 
characteristic of NRO roots:  “roots grow 18 in. below ground level 
and require obstacle-free space with deep spreading lateral roots 
which can spread 3-7 times the trees crown diameter; with a 
moderate tap root.”  
 
With the legend of three large trees found that day in 1795, do you 
not wonder how the dirt in that depression could be soft and easy 
for them to dig?  Wouldn’t the surrounding three trees have grown 
a massive tangle of roots back inside the re-filled pit?  Even a single 
tree located immediately adjacent to 13 ft. diameter - 110 ft deep 
pit would enjoy such rock-free soil to ‘plant roots,’ right?  You 
perhaps already know that when you sever most roots on a single 
side of a tree, the probability is that side of the tree will not perform 
well, and most likely die.  



 In this example with the photographed tree, it is that same side of 
the tree growing its primary and secondary branching, where the 
roots would  have been severed.  So the tree is very dependent on 
the success of growing and having healthy roots to directly support 
that side.  The treasure story does not state the large oak tree(s) 
were dead, so the narrative is they were alive. And when the Truro 
Company arrived in 1804, there is no mention of a tree or trees at 
all.  And yet with the building of a cribbing collar, the trees would 
have to be cut down.   
 
Before ending Post #3, let me turn your attention back to a 
previous post where I talked about CLADOPTOSIS and ‘branch-
shedding.’  I’ve reposted that photo below.  This Image had marks 
notated on it to indicate where each tree had its primary branching. 
 

 
 If all those old mystery canopied trees were Northern Red Oaks, 
why aren’t the primary branches of those trees in the old photo, 
closer to 15-16 ft above ground, instead of them 40-50+ ft high up 
the tree? And as oak fans will attest, most branches, both primary 
and secondary etc. of a NRO, are perpendicular (90° angle) from 
the trees’ trunk. This is a taxonomic characteristic of this oak 
species.  Yet do you see any branching characteristics similar to 
oaks in that photo of those mystery canopy trees?   



Why not see the visibly different - vertical branching that we do see 
on all those canopy trees, on the oak tree(s) which were to have 
formed a tight pyramidal form around the depression?  Could it be 
they were not the same species of tree? 
 
In my opinion based on the research we performed for writing our 
book, the ‘botanical picture’ painted by our storytellers can not be 
validated and with this similar photo as evidence, it proves not to 
have any forensic veracity either.  We investigated other topics for 
our book, such as the red clover, the block & tackle, platforms, 
flagstone, etc. Altogether this botanical, biological and other 
scientific analysis supports a hypothesis there were no trees at the 
Money Pit dig site when those original diggers started excavating – 
or at their completion. Nor were those described trees at the same 
site when our three adventurers fell into the depression in 1795.  
And most definitively those mystery canopied trees on Isaac’s Point 
and Smith’s Cove were not Northern Red Oak. 
 
I’d invite those of you who find these tertiary topics interesting, to 
visit our Second Volume “Oak Island Mystery Trees and other 
Forensic Answers – Compendium” website at 
www.oakislandmuysterytrees.com to examine the 16 appendices 
where the research, examination, and analysis by hired experts, 
provide the answers to the questions posed in Volume One. There 
is no cost to do so, and you do not have to buy either book.  But 
you must enter the passcode C O I R to successfully enter, when 
prompted. Enjoy. 
 
 

http://www.oakislandmuysterytrees.com/

