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THERE IS A GROVE OF WHITE OAK TREES LOCATED OFF BOONE ROAD 

THE APPLICANT ILLUSTRATES SIX ALTERNATIVE SITE PLANS TO DEAL WITH THE OAKS AND HOW THE NEW BUILDINGS 
COULD THEREFORE BE SITED, VERSUS CONFLICT WITH THE TREES, WHICH WOULD HAVE TO BE CUT DOWN. 

UNFORTUNATELY, THE APPLICANT CHOOSES THE WORST SITE PLAN, AND PROPOSES TO REMOVE THE OAKS, AND 
SITE THE BIG BOX STORE EXACTLY WHERE THE SIGNIFICANT TREES ARE. 

THE CURRENT SITE PLAN SHOUD BE DENIED   SAVE THE WHITE OAKS! 
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HERE IS THE TREE PLAN AND A SCHEDULE OF EXISTING TREES, TYPES, & CALIPER 
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THIS SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, SHOWS HOW THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES CAN INDEED BE PROTECTED AND 

RETAINED, AND THE NEW BUILDINGS ARE SHOWN SITED SO AS TO SAVE THE TREES. 
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ANOTHER SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, SHOWS HOW THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES CAN AGAIN BE PROTECTED 

AND RETAINED, AND THE NEW BUILDINGS ARE ONCE AGAIN SITED SO AS TO SAVE THE TREES. 
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A THIRD ALTERNATIVE SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, SHOWS HOW THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES CAN BE 
PROTECTED AND RETAINED, AND THE NEW BUILDINGS ARE ONCE AGAIN SITED SO AS TO SAVE THE TREES. 
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THIS SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, SHOWS ALL BUT ONE OF THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES REMOVED, BECAUSE 

THE NEW BUILDINGS ARE UNFORTUNATELY SITED EXACTLY WHERE THE TREES ARE LOCATED. 
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ANOTHER SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, ONCE AGAIN SHOWS ALL BUT TWO OF THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES 

REMOVED, BECAUSE THE NEW BUILDINGS ARE SITED EXACTLY WHERE THE TREES ARE LOCATED 
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THE ACTUAL CURRENTLY PROPOSED SITE PLAN, FROM THE APPLICANT, SHOWS HOW THE SIGNIFICANT OAK TREES 
WOULD ALL BE REMOVED, THE NEW BIG BOX STORE IS SHOWN TO BE SITED EXACTLY WHERE THE GROVE OF OAKS 

ARE LOCATED. OBVIOUSLY THIS IS NOT THE INTENT OF SALEM’S TREE PROTECTION ORDINANCES. 
THEREFORE: THIS CURRENT SITE PLAN SHOULD BE DENIED 

ACTION: ONE OF THE ALTERNATIVE SITE PLANS SHOULD BE SELECTED, AND THE APPLICATION RE-SUBMITTED. 


