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Land Use Designations 

- Agriculture Prime 

Agriculture General (20 ac) 

D Agriculture General (5 ac) 

Timberland 

D Rural Residential 1du/ac 

D Rural Residential 1du/2 ac 

D Rural Residential 1du/3 ac 

D Rural Residential 1du/5 ac 

ffiJ Rural Neighborhood with density 

D Rural Mobilehome Park 

D Golf Course 

D Visitor-Serving Commercial 

- General Commercial 

- General Industrial 

jWJ Light Industrial 

Agriculture Industrial 

D Suburban Residential 

D Urban Residential 

D Multi-Family 

D Urban Mobilehome Park 

- Natural Hazard 

~ Riparian Corridor 

- Greenery 
0 Public Facility 

t•'.•'.•:;,] Resource Conservation Area 
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Figure 1. Location of area impacted by Sitka spruce removal (lined polygon) on 
LeKander property {33) and Bui property (37) relative to small stream ( arrowed 
line) in Smith River, California 
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GALEA BIOLOGICAL CONSULTING 
200 Raccoon Court Crescent City California 95 531 

Tel: 707-218-6039 E-mail: frankgalea@charter.net 

LeKANDER PROPERTY, SMIIB RIVER. PROPOSAL FOR MITIGATION FOR ESHA IMPACTS. 
(APN 102-080-33) 

Introduction 

Pat LeKander (Applicant) owns a 1.57-acre property located at 191 Salmon Harbor Road in Smith River 
(Figure 1). Several years ago, a large spruce tree on an adjacent property fell onto a building on the 
LeKander property during high winds and caused considerable damage. Numerous large Sitka spruce 
(Picea sitchensis) trees remained in dangerous positions on her and her neighbor s property's. 

Mrs. LeKander sought the advice of a local tree faller who determined that the spruce trees were indeed 
dangerous, as they showed evidence of advanced age and some degree of rot. She decided to have the 
dangerous trees removed, not realizing that a permit was required from Del Norte County in order to do 
so, even if the trees were not being sold. Mrs. LeKander hired a tree-service company to remove the trees, 
and they removed approximately 25 trees, most of them Sitka spruce, from around the same building 
which had been so adversely impacted before. Most of the trees were over 24 inches DBH. Approximately 
.4 acres of Sitka spruce were affected. This work was conducted in 2024. 

In 2025 Mrs. LeKander asked a neighbor, Mr. Khai Bui, if he would remove a few, large spruce located 
along the property line between them on his property, after telling him of the danger that large spruce trees 
presented. Mr. Bui, having been informed of the danger, did not want to leave himself in a liable position 
and therefore contacted a tree faller to remove the trees. He was not aware that a permit was required. as 
he does not live in California and was not familiar with local ordinances. The few trees were felled in 
2025. 

Shortly thereafter both the LeKander and Bui parties were informed by letter of a "stop work" order from 
Del orte County due to the Jack of permits required to fell the trees. 

Post-Impacts 

At this time there are approximately 25 trees which were felled on both the LeKander and Bui properties, 
most of which were on the LeKander property. Some of the wood has been given away for firewood, but 
the area between the two properties is not covered with several downed trees, some cut into lengths. 
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There is a small, spring-fed creek which flows from the Bui property, southwest onto the LeKander 
property. The creek is not fish-bearing and would therefore be classified as a Class II watercourse. The 
creek flows through the LeKander property, continues onto an adjacent residential property to the 
immediate north, then flows into the Smith River estuary. This creek was not impacted by tree felling; 
however, some trees were cut down in proximity to the creek. 

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHA) 

The California Coastal Act includes special protection for Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas, often 
referred to as ESHA. The Act states: (a) Environmentally sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against 
any significant disruption of habitat values, and only uses dependent on those resources shall be allowed 
within those areas. (b) Development in areas aqjacent to environmentally sensitive habitat areas and 
parks and recreation areas shall be sited and designed to prevent impacts which would significantly 
degrade those areas, and shall be compatible with the continuance of those habitat and recreation areas. 

Two ESHA were impacted by tree removal, the small watercourse and the Sitka spruce stand. The 
California Coastal Commission (CCC) and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
recommends a I 00-foot non-development buffer to a Class II watercourse, and the same for an ESHA. 

Sitka Spruce ESHA 

Sitka spruce, while seemingly abundant within the immediate area, are considered rare in its overall 
geographic range by the CCC. Qualifying stands of Coastal Sitka spruce are considered as ESHA by the 
CCC. 1n this case tree removal occurred within a qualifying stand of Sitka spruce. It should be noted that 
this spruce stand was isolated from other spruce, and approximately .5 acres in size. 

Mitigation for tree removal 

Approximately 25 Sitka spruce trees had been removed on the LeKander property. As mitigation, the 
Applicant proposes to plant 50 Sitka spruce seedlings and 20 red alder. The area to be planted would be 
within the area where trees had been removed, which is within the lined polygon in Figure 1. Planting 
would occur in October of 2025. This time is chosen as winter rains would have likely begun, and the 
seedlings will have a full winter of wet soils to develop roots. The alder would be planted parallel to the 
creek, and the spruce would be planted above them, in areas where the original spruce had stood. Each 
seedling would be flagged in order to allow tracking of location and success. All of the above planted trees 
would be watered on the LeKander property during the first summer (2026) to facilitate growth. 

Monitoring 

The restoration project will be monitored for five years after initial planting. At the end of every summer 
for five years after planting, a qualified biologist or botanist will inspect the restoration site to determine 
the success rate of live seedlings. If the number of live seedlings falls below 80 percent, additional 
seedlings would be planted to bring the overall number of seedlings back to 100 percent of initial plantings. 
The Applicant would be responsible to ensure that monitoring is conducted on a yearly basis. 
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VISUAL IMP ACTS ASSESSMENT 

The removal of approximately .5 acres of Sitka spruce will have an insignificant impact on the local visual 
attributes for the area. The stand was located on private property at the dead end of Salmon Harbor Road, 
therefore the public driving in the area was not able to see the stand. 

The stand was located close to the mouth of the Smith River, on the north side. The mouth of the Smith 
River is very shallow, and not utilized by boaters. Kayakers could conceivably access the area~ however, 
the mouth of the Smith River has dangerous currents therefore the location is not used by small boats or 
kayaks. Having been to the mouth of the Smith River numerous times over many years, I have never 
observed a boat anywhere near the mouth of the river. 

The banks of the Smith River on the south side are not easily accessible, as there is no road access 
anywhere near the mouth of the Smith River from the south side. The nearest trail is 5.3 miles to the south; 
therefore, one would have to hike over 5 miles up the beach to reach the mouth of the river. 

The land parcels north of the impacted area are owned by the LeKander family, and are well forested, 
therefore no house in the area has a view of the impacted area, from any direction except one. The one 
house which would have a view of the impacted area is the Bui property, which also removed trees on 
their property as described above. 

In summary, the removal of the .5 acres of Sitka spruce will have an insignificant impact on the local 
visual attributes for the area. 
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Figure 1. Location of area impacted by Sitka spruce removal (lined polygon} on 
LeKander property (33} and Bui property (37) relative to small stream ( arrowed 

line) in Smith River, California 
• I 

en . • r1,, 4 

P. 

14 - I 
R .S. 

~ 

38 
"><'.' 
I. I I AC 

/1/ . 

·./1/ -~ 

..., 
(b 

0 


