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Management Summary 
The County of San Diego (County) Department of Public Works (DPW) is proposing 
improvements to Lindo Lake County Park, in the community of Lakeside. Proposed 
improvements include raising the Boat House to a higher elevation, in the same location, to 
prevent flooding of a proposed new boardwalk between the Boat House and the Lakeside 
Community Center. DPW also proposes to clean and lower an existing double box culvert 
beneath an existing bridge located on the isthmus between the two lake basins, to allow 
water to flow between the East Basin and West Basin as it did in the past. 

The purpose of this report is to assess the potential impacts to the Boat House and the 
bridge/culvert from the project in the context of historical resources. The Boat House was 
constructed in 1887 and has been determined to be a significant historical resource. The 
culvert/bridge, constructed between 1945 and 1965, has not been previously evaluated to 
determine its historic significance under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and County of San Diego criteria for historical resources. In-depth historical research by 
RECON could find no information concerning the bridge/culvert. The files of the Lakeside 
Historical Society had no information and the County DPW could find no information 
pertaining to the bridge/culvert in their files. 

The project will not result in a significant impact to the integrity of the Boat House. This is 
because the concrete slab that currently serves as a foundation was not part of its original 
configuration and the removal of that slab and its replacement by either a new slab or 
pilings would not significantly alter the Boat House’s current integrity. Therefore, the 
project would not result in a substantive adverse change to its historical significance. 

The bridge/culvert does not qualify for listing on the California Register of Historical 
Resources; therefore, it is not a significant historical resource under CEQA. It also does not 
qualify under any of the seven San Diego county criteria for listing on the San Diego 
County Local Register of Historical Resources. Since it has been determined not a 
significant historical resource, project impacts to the bridge/culvert would not constitute a 
substantive adverse change to its significance. 
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1.0 Introduction 
1.1 Project Description 
Proposed improvements to Lindo Lake County Park include grading to recontour and 
deepen the existing lake basins with an estimated total excavation of approximately 
262,317 cubic yards of silt and sediment. Some of the excavated lake material will be used 
to stabilize the banks of the lake basins and to create mounds surrounding the basins. The 
balance of the material (approximately 224,537 cubic yards) will be exported off-site to the 
Otay Landfill or another legal location that the contractor may propose. Both basins will be 
lined with bentonite to reduce percolation. Some of the existing park vegetation will be 
impacted by the proposed improvements. New landscaping and hardscape elements (cobble, 
boulders) will be used to stabilize the banks of the lake basins and to replace impacted 
vegetation. The Park’s irrigation system will be modified to provide for temporary irrigation 
of restoration areas and to provide for seasonal and ongoing irrigation. Also proposed is the 
installation of picnic tables, benches, decorative boulders, fencing and access gates near 
sediment basin areas; the installation of up to four traditional-style windmills that will 
promote lake water aeration and circulation, as well as, lake top aerators; creation of 
shallow areas in the lake basin for nesting birds and fledgling young; installation of tide 
gauges to measure water and sediment depth; and installation of underwater features to 
provide shelter for fish.  

Proposed park access and circulation improvements include the following: closure of an 
existing maintenance road; installation of a pedestrian bridge and boardwalk to connect 
from the Lakeside Community Center to the existing Boat House; raising the Boat House to 
a higher elevation in the same location to prevent flooding of the new boardwalk; 
construction of a stabilized decomposed granite path and access way around the basins; 
installation of fishing piers with benches and railings; and installation of bird watching 
stations. Future use of Lindo Lake may also include on-water recreation in kayaks, 
rowboats, and/or paddle boats. 

Runoff from adjacent properties and roads flows into the Lindo Lake. Protection will be 
added to curb inlets along roads located within and adjacent to the park land to capture 
sediment and reduce flow rates and erosion. If inlet protection is not feasible, modifications 
may be made to block curb inlets and redirect runoff flow. Additional proposed drainage 
improvements include the extension of storm drains; extension and lowering of drainage 
pipes; adding storm drain outlet protection or energy dissipaters; and creating sediment 
basins. There is an existing bridge with a double box culvert that historically allowed water 
to flow from one basin to the other. Cleaning and lowering the existing box culvert beneath 
the existing bridge to allow water to flow as it did in the past is also proposed. Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) will be used for erosion control during project construction. 
Proposed BMPs include temporary construction fence, fiber rolls, silt fence, gravel bags, 
and storm drain inlet protection.  
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The currently proposed improvements to Lindo Lake Park will be phased. Phase One will 
include dewatering and removal of material from the east lake basin; contouring of the East 
Basin; creation of mounds surrounding the basin; creation of sedimentation basins, and 
export of the remaining excavated material. Phase Two will include relocation of any fish, 
dewatering, and pumping the water from the West Basin to the East Basin; this will allow 
for drying of the sediment in the West Basin. After drying, the sediment will be removed 
from the West Basin, used to create any remaining mounds, and exported off-site. Some 
mature trees and vegetation will need to be relocated or removed and replaced to allow for 
the grading of the basins. New plantings and irrigation will occur around both basins. 
Water from existing wells may be used to refill the lake. Another potential source of water 
is the existing pipe located on the north side of the lake that allow discharge of water from 
Lake Jennings into Lindo Lake. However, because Lake Jennings is known to have a 
problem with the Quagga mussel (Dreissena bugensis), filtration of this water for the 
Quagga mussel would be required. The other project improvements detailed above will be 
part of the later phase.   

Sedimentation of the lake basins is an ongoing problem. Sediment basins are proposed to 
slow down the frequency with which the lake basins are impacted by sediment. The 
sediment basins are expected to be maintained annually. Ongoing maintenance of the lake 
basins will require annual monitoring of sediment levels and  regular removal of sediment 
on an as-needed basis or when sediment levels in any area reaches 18 inches or greater. If 
ongoing sediment removal is not feasible, future excavation of the basins will be required 
approximately every five years. 

The historic investigation described in this report was implemented to support the County 
DPW’s responsibilities under CEQA to avoid significant impacts to cultural resources, 
including historical resources, during implementation of the project.  

1.2 Existing Conditions 
1.2.1 Environmental Setting 

1.2.1.1 Natural Setting 

The project site is located in the county of San Diego, California (Figure 1), in the 
unincorporated community of Lakeside. The park is bordered on the north by Lakeshore 
Drive, on the west by Vine Street, on the south by Lindo Lane and Julian Avenue, and on 
the east by Petite Lane (Figure 2). The park is surrounded on the south, east, and north by 
a combination of single-family and multi-family residential development, and on the west 
by predominately commercial enterprises. State Route 67 is 0.25 mile to the northwest of 
the park. The park is situated in the floodplain of the confluence of the San Diego River and 
Los Coches Creek. The San Diego River is 0.58 mile to the north and the channelized Los 
Coches Creek is 0.15 mile to the southwest.   
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FIGURE 2

Project Location on Aerial Photograph
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FIGURE 3

Project Location on USGS Map

Map Source: USGS 7.5 minute topographic map series, EL CAJON quadrangle, 1996, EL CAJON Landgrant
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The park is in an unsectioned portion of the El Cajon Rancho, in Township 15 South, Range 
1 East, of the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographical map, El Cajon, 
California quadrangle (see Figure 3).  

Vegetation within the park consists of a variety of non-native trees and bushes, including 
various eucalyptus species, Peruvian pepper trees, and palm trees. 

1.2.1.2 History of the Boat House and Lindo Lake County Park  
The Lindo Lake Boat House was constructed in 1887 or shortly after, as a part of the 
Lakeside Inn. The Lakeside Inn was built by the El Cajon Land Company in an effort to 
attract people to Lakeside/Eastern El Cajon area. The hotel was constructed on a hill 
adjacent to a small natural lake called Lindo Lake. The Land Company constructed the 
Boat House in the lake and created a 45-acre park surrounding the lake for use by the 
public. 

Unlike its current configuration on an island, the Boat House originally stood on a wooden 
support structure consisting of ten 8-by-8-inch posts resting on pilings sunk in the lakebed 
(Lakeside Historical Society 2009). Access was by a footbridge extending out from the shore. 
Wooden steps around the interior perimeter, usually submerged, facilitated access to boats 
when the water level fell (Lakeside Historical Society 2001). The Lakeside Inn was sold to 
John H. Gay in 1904. Unlike the prior owners, Mr. Gay considered the Lake and Boat 
House part of the Lakeside Inn estate property and fenced off the lake, denying access to 
the public (Lakeside Historical Society 1996). In 1916, a lawsuit was brought against the 
Gays by local residents to regain use of the park and lake for the public. The lawsuit was 
won in 1919 and the park returned to County of San Diego ownership and public use. The 
Lakeside Inn was demolished in 1920.  

In 1945, a drought caused Lindo Lake to dry up, and incidentally provided excellent access 
to the Boat House. At this time the Boat House underwent repairs, including a new roof 
and the original pilings repaired with concrete footers. Over the next few decades, the lake 
continued to suffer from an inability to retain water. In 1965, as part of an effort to reseal 
the bottom of the lake to prevent water loss, the Boat House was moved out of the lakebed 
onto dry land. At this time, the original bridge connecting the Boat House to the shore was 
demolished. The railing around two sides, the usually submerged steps inside the Boat 
House, and the bottoms of the support posts were removed at this time. In addition, the 
wood roof was replaced with a metal roof. 

In 1977, the Boat House was moved to a small island constructed in the lake and connected 
by a short isthmus and bridge. The boathouse was set on a concrete slab foundation. 
Sometime after 1980 wood railing and seating were installed around the perimeter, 
possibly when the Boat House was moved. However, as of 2017 the wood railings/seating 
have been removed and metal railings have been installed, running outside the support 
posts and fixed to the concrete slab. Sometime after 2000, the metal roof was replaced with 
a wood roof.  
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No information could be found on the history of the bridge/culvert. The El Cajon USGS 
7.5-minute topographic maps were inspected to help determine at least a range of dates for 
the bridge/culvert construction. The 1947 USGS map shows Lindo Lake as a single large 
lake, approximately 800 feet long (east-west) and approximately 100 feet wide (north-
south). The 1955 USGS map shows the lake divided into two basins, with the dividing dike 
in its current location and the eastern half of the lake dry. A dirt road is shown on the dike, 
but no bridge is shown. Subsequent USGS maps show the lake divided and no 
bridge/culvert. Based on the USGS maps the dike and bridge/culvert were constructed 
between 1947 and 1965.  

1.2.2 Record Search Results 
RECON reviewed the Department of Parks and Recreation Primary Site Form for the Boat 
House. The form was filled out in December 2000 as part of the Lakeside Economic 
Revitalization Plan Historical Resources Survey Report. The Boat House is described as 
having lateral wood seating on both the interior and exterior and a metal roof. The form 
states the Boat House is eligible under Criteria A and C as part of a Lakeside Historic 
District. Its period of significance is 1880 to 1950. The Boat House is determined important 
in the Lakeside Resort Hotel Period (the second phase of Lakeside development from 1886 
to 1920), and is significant because it is a rare Victorian Boat House and because it is the 
only structure which remains in the area from the Lakeside Resort Hotel Period. The Boat 
House is also discussed in the text of the Historic Survey Report itself (Affinis 2001). 

The Lakeside Economic Revitalization Plan Historical Resources Survey Report itself was 
also reviewed. The write-up for the Boat House states that its integrity does not appear to 
have been severely compromised over the years. Although it has been moved to a new 
location on Lindo Lake, the locational integrity has been only marginally affected. The Boat 
House’s original setting has been altered due to the demolition of the Lakeside Inn, with 
which it was strongly associated; however, it has long been a visual landmark in the 
community. The Boat House is an important contributor to the Lakeside Historic District 
under Criterion A, because it is the only structure remaining in the area from the Lakeside 
Resort Hotel Period, and under Criterion C because it is a rare Victorian Boat House. The 
report states that the Boat House does not qualify for nomination to the National Register 
of Historic Places (Affinis 2001).    

The Lindo Lake Boathouse Historic Structure Report and Rehabilitation Report (Chambers 
Group 2008) was also reviewed for additional information on the Boat House. The report 
included a history of the Boat House, physical description, evaluation of significance, 
existing conditions assessment, and recommendations. The report also included several 
historic photographs of the Boat House, which were valuable in detailing changes in its 
physical structure over time. These included photos of the boathouse when the lake was 
dry, showing the piers, posts, and original railing and steps for accessing boats when the 
water level was low. 

The Chambers Group report determined the Boat House would be eligible for listing as a 
San Diego County Historic Landmark under County criteria 1 and 3. The authors felt the 
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Boat House retains a sufficient level of integrity to convey its significance as a building 
constructed on the later part of the nineteenth century (Criterion 3), and its association 
with the growth and recreation of Lakeside and San Diego County (Criterion 1). In 
addition, if the Boat House was to be listed as a San Diego County Historic Landmark it 
would automatically be eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources 
(CRHR) under Status Code 5 (recognized as Historically Significant by a local government). 

The Chambers Group report also recommended repairs and restoration to remedy several 
observed problems with the structure. These included water damage of structural elements, 
damage from vandalism, and replacement of the metal roof with a wood shingle roof. It was 
recommended that The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic 
Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitation, Restoring, and Reconstructing 
Historic Buildings be used as guidelines for any work done on the Boat House.   

No information on the bridge could be found in the Lakeside Historical Society on-line 
archives. The Lakeside Economic Revitalization Plan Historical Resources Survey Report 
(Affinis 2001) does not discuss the bridge or include it as a state, local, or Lakeside 
Historical District contributor. Because of the lack of information, an estimate of the date of 
construction of the bridge/culvert was made based on the El Cajon USGS 7.7-minute maps. 
A construction date of between 1945 and 1965 was arrived at.    

1.3 Applicable Regulations 
Compliance with CEQA requires consideration of impacts to cultural resources as historical 
resources within the Lindo Lake Restoration Project, specifically State CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5(a) and 15064.5(b).  

According to CEQA Section 15064.5 (a), a historical resource includes the following: 

1) A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing on the CRHR, 
2) A resource included in the local register, and 
3) A resource which an agency determines to be historically significant. 

CEQA Section 15064.5(b) defines substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource as the physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of a 
historical resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance is materially 
impaired.  

The San Diego County Local Register of Historical Resources includes resources with any of 
the following criteria: 

1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of San Diego County’s history and cultural heritage; 

2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in the history of San Diego County 
or its communities; 
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3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, San Diego County region, 
or method of construction, or represents the work of an important creative 
individual, or possesses high artistic values; or 

4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history. 

2.0 Guidelines for Determining 
Significance 

Specific guidance was from Section 4.2 of the County of San Diego’s Guidelines for 
Determining Significance of Cultural Resources: Archaeological and Historic Resources 
(2007). Section 4.2 states the following: 

1) The project causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in §15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines. This shall include the 
destruction, disturbance, or any alteration of characteristics or elements of a 
resource that cause it to be significant in a manner not consistent with the Secretary 
of Interior Standards. 

2) The project causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines. This 
shall include the destruction or disturbance of an important archaeological site or 
any portion of an important archaeological site that contains or has the potential to 
contain information important to history or prehistory. 

3) The project disturbs any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries. 

4)  The project proposes activity or uses damaging to significant cultural resources as 
defined by the Resource Protection Ordinance and fails to preserve those resources. 

3.0 Analysis of Project Effects 
3.1 Archival Research Methods 
As noted above, the Department of Parks and Recreation Primary Site Form for the Boat 
House, the Lindo Lake Boathouse Historic Structure Report and Rehabilitation Report, and 
the Historic Survey Report for the Lakeside Economic Revitalization Plan were reviewed 
for information on the Boat House. In addition, the Lakeside Historical Society website was 
accessed for any additional information on the Boat House, Lindo Lake, and the bridge. 
Files at the County DPW were also checked for any information about the bridge/culvert 
and associated isthmus.    
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3.2 Building Description 
3.2.1 Boat House 
The Boat House is a square, open frame structure with a hipped roof (Photograph 1). The 
slope of the roof is approximately 30 degrees. Currently, the structure is set so the corners 
are oriented approximately to the cardinal points of the compass. The Boat House is 
supported by ten 8-inch square beams; one at each corner, one set mid-span on the 
southwest and northeast sides, and two each set close to the corner posts in the northwest 
and southeast sides. The center posts on the southwest and northeast sides form the 
interior ends of two large, equal sized segmented arches that do not quite reach the 
roofline. On the southeast and northwest sides, there are three arches, a large segmented 
central arch flanked by arches with much smaller radius. The central arches extend to the 
roofline. The side arches in the southeast side are approximately 5 feet in diameter and do 
not reach the roofline, while the small arches on the northwest side are slightly wider and 
reach the roofline. The arches are constructed of solid board and batten siding. The boards 
are 18 inches wide and the battens are 4 inches wide. 

The hipped roof is currently covered in wood shingles. The eaves have a wide overhang with 
exposed rafters. There is no interior ceiling and rafters and joists are exposed (Photograph 
2). There is a tall ornate finial at the roof peak. 

The Boat House currently sits on a concrete slab, which serves as the foundation and floor. 
Set just outside the Boat House posts is an ornamental metal fence approximately 36 
inches high (Photograph 3). There is a gate on the southeast side to allow access to the 
interior. 

3.2.2 Bridge/Culvert 
The bridge/culvert is located on the southern end of an isthmus separating the western and 
eastern lakes at the park. It consists of a poured concrete double box culvert with wood 
railings bolted to the ends of the culvert (Photographs 4 and 5).  

The box culvert is 16 feet 4 inches long and 21 feet wide, although it is possible that the 
subsurface portion of the culvert widens for structural strength. Form board impressions 
are present on the surface of the culvert. There is a pour seam just below top of the culvert 
openings that may indicate the culvert was poured in place in two pourings (Photograph 6). 
Only the upper portions of the openings are visible; these are rectangular with clipped 
corners. Curbs with a slight batter on the interior side extend above ground surface 18 to 21 
inches. They are 9 inches wide at the base. Currently an asphalt road covers the top of the 
culvert.   

The bridge consists of wooden railings bolted directly to the outside curbs of the culvert. 
They consist of four vertical 2.75-by-7.75-inch posts, with a horizontal 2.75-by-7.75-inch rail 
set just below the top of the posts (Photograph 7). On the east side of the culvert the 
horizontal rail is bolted to the posts by two bolts; on the west side by single bolts. The tops 
of the posts are chamfered on both long sides. There are one to three short 2.75-by-7.75-inch 
boards at the base of the posts where they are bolted to the culvert, possibly for added 
strength (Photograph 8).  



PHOTOGRAPH 2

PHOTOGRAPH 1
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Interior of Boat House Roof

Boat House, Southwest Elevation
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PHOTOGRAPH 4

PHOTOGRAPH 3

Bridge/Culvert, Northwest Side

Boat House Slab and Metal Fence
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Looking Southwest along Road that Crosses the Bridge/Culvert
PHOTOGRAPH 5
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Pour Seam at Top of Openings in Bridge/Culvert
PHOTOGRAPH 6
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Southeast Side of Bridge/Culvert Showing Wood Railing Confi guration
PHOTOGRAPH 7
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Side View of Railing
PHOTOGRAPH 8
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4.0 Interpretation of Resource Importance 
and Impact Identification 

4.1 Resource Importance 
The Boat House has been determined a significant historical resource. The Historic Survey 
Report for the Lakeside Economic Revitalization Plan states the Boat House is eligible 
under criteria A and C, as part of a Lakeside Historic District. The Boat House is 
determined important in the Lakeside Resort Hotel Period (1886 to 1920), and is significant 
because it is a rare Victorian Boat House and because it is the only structure which 
remains in the area from the Lakeside Resort Hotel Period. 

The Chambers Group report determined the Boat House would be eligible for listing as a 
San Diego County Historic Landmark under County criteria 1 and 3. The authors felt the 
Boat House is significant as a building constructed in the later part of the nineteenth 
century (Criterion 3), and its association with the growth and recreation of Lakeside and 
San Diego County (Criterion 1). In addition, listing as a San Diego County Historic 
Landmark would make it automatically eligible for listing on the CRHR under status code 5 
(recognized as Historically Significant by a local government). 

The bridge has not previously been evaluated for listing on either the San Diego County or 
California registers. It is evaluated below. 

The CRHR establishes the evaluative criteria used by CEQA in defining a historic resource. 
A historic resource is significant if it meets one or more of the criteria for listing in the 
CRHR. Resources are eligible for listing on the CRHR if they:   

1) Are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns local or regional history and cultural heritage of California or the United 
States.  

No information could be found that would associate the bridge/culvert with a 
significant event in local, California, or National history. 

2) Are associated with the lives of persons important to the nation or to California’s 
past.  

No information could be found to associate the bridge/culvert with a person 
important in Lakeside, California, or the Nation’s past.  
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3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 
high artistic values. 

The bridge/culvert does not embody distinctive characteristics of any particular type 
or period of construction, and its design and construction techniques are not 
distinctive to San Diego County or in and of themselves distinctive. No information 
could be found that would attribute its design or construction with an important 
creative individual. It does not possess high artistic values. In fact, the rails appear 
to be an afterthought; they are not integrated into the design of the culvert but are 
wooden structures bolted on the outside of the original culvert. The 
spacers/reinforcing blocks may also be a design feature of the railings resulting from 
the unplanned addition of railings.     

4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history 
of the state or nation.  

A Department of Parks and Recreation primary site form has been filled out for the 
bridge/culvert. There is no indication the bridge/culvert can provide any information 
important in history not included as part of filling out this DPR form.   

At the County level of determination of resource importance the following criteria must be 
considered during evaluation:  

1) Resources associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of California or County history and cultural heritage. 

No information could be found that would associate the bridge/culvert with a 
significant event in San Diego County or California history. 

2) Resources associated with the lives of persons important to our past, including the 
history of San Diego County or its communities.  

No information could be found to associate the bridge/culvert with a person 
important in Lakeside or San Diego County’s past. 

3) Resources that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region (San 
Diego County), or method of construction, or represents the work of an important 
creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.  

The bridge/culvert does not embody distinctive characteristics of any particular type 
or period of construction, and its design and construction techniques are not 
distinctive to San Diego County or in and of themselves distinctive. No information 
could be found that would attribute its design or construction with an important 
creative individual. It does not possess high artistic values. In fact, the rails appear 
to be an afterthought; they are not integrated into the design of the culvert but are 
wooden structures bolted on the outside of the original culvert. The 
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spacers/reinforcing blocks may also a design feature of the railings resulting from 
the unplanned addition of railings. 

4) Resources that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in 
prehistory or history.  

A Department of Parks and Recreation Primary site form has been be filled out for 
the bridge/culvert. There is no indication the bridge/culvert can provide any 
information important in history not included as part of filling out this DPR form. 

5) Districts are significant resources if they are composed of integral parts of the 
environment not sufficiently significant by reason of historical association or artistic 
merit to warrant individual recognition, but collectively compose an entity of 
exceptional historical or artistic significance, or outstanding commemorate or 
illustrate a way of life or culture.  

The bridge/culvert is not part of an existing or proposed district that would consist of 
Lindo Lake County Park. It is also not part of the Lakeside Historic District 
proposed in the Historic Survey Report for the Lakeside Economic Revitalization 
Plan project. 

6) Resource Protection Ordinance. Cultural resources must be evaluated for both the 
California Environmental Quality Act as outlined in criteria 1-4 above and the 
Resource Protection Ordinance pursuant to Section 2 of the ordinance. Under the 
Resource Protection Ordinance, cultural resources are considered “RPO” significant if 
they meet the definition of a RPO "Significant Prehistoric or Historic Site." 

The County of San Diego Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO) significant 
prehistoric or historic sites are not applicable to this project. The RPO does not 
apply because the changes to the Boat House and the bridge/culvert are part of a 
public project. Section 86.605 (2)(c) of the RPO exempts “any essential public facility 
or project, or recreation facility which includes public use when ... (2) All possible 
mitigation measures have been incorporated into the facility or project, and there 
are no feasible less environmentally damaging location, alignment, or non-structural 
alternatives that would meet project objectives” (Title 8, Division 6, Chapter 6 of San 
Diego County Code of Regulatory Ordinances). 

7) A resource shall be considered significant if it contains any human remains interred 
outside of a formal cemetery. 

The bridge/culvert structure obviously contains no human remains. The dike in 
which the bridge/culvert is located was constructed between 1945 and 1965 and 
would not have included human burials in its construction.  
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8)  Resources must retain enough of their integrity to be recognizable as historical 
resources and to convey the reasons for their significance.  

The bridge/culvert retains sufficient integrity of Location, as it has not been moved. 
It is difficult to determine of it retains sufficient integrity of Design because no 
drawings or photographs could be found of its original design. The rails may be 
original or a later addition. If the rails are part of the original design, the 
bridge/culvert probably retains sufficient integrity of Design. It is possible that the 
current rails are replacements whose design does not match the original rail design. 
Integrity of Setting has been compromised because the bridge/culvert is currently 
separated from the lake by several feet of lawn or dirt on both sides and its original 
relation to the water is missing. It is difficult to determine if the bridge/culvert 
retains sufficient integrity of Materials because, again, it’s original design is not 
known. If the original design included the wood rails, than it retains sufficient 
integrity of materials, because only concrete and wood have been used in its 
construction. The bridge/culvert appears to retain sufficient integrity of 
workmanship. The culvert and rails are of similar sturdy, functional workmanship; 
neither exhibits any decoration, uniqueness of design, or use of unusual materials.  
The bridge/culvert appears to retain sufficient integrity of feeling. The bridge/culvert 
still imparts a feeling of a rural park through the design and materials used.  
However, if the rails are a later addition integrity of feeling is significantly impacted 
by adding a superstructure to a very horizontal, understated concrete structure. As 
the bridge/culvert could not be associated with an important person or event in local 
or regional history, it does not have integrity of association. 

The bridge/culvert does not qualify under any of the four CEQA criteria for listing on 
the California Register of Historical Resources. Therefore, it is not a significant 
historical resource under CEQA. It also does not qualify under any of the eight 
County criteria for listing on the San Diego County Local Register of Historical 
Resources.  

4.2 Impact Identification 
Specific impact analysis guidance is from Section 4.2 of the County of San Diego’s 
Guidelines for Determining Significance of Cultural Resources: Archaeological and Historic 
Resources (2007). Pursuant to these Guidelines, any of the following will be considered a 
significant impact to cultural resources if: 

1) The project causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 
resource as defined in §15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. This shall include the 
destruction, disturbance, or any alteration of characteristics or elements of a resource 
that cause it to be significant in a manner not consistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior Standards. 

The Boat House had already been altered from its original configuration when it  
was evaluated in 2001  The original lower portion of the supports, pilings, and 
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wooden steps to access boats had been removed when the structure was removed 
from its original location in the lake and moved to the shore in 1965. It was then 
moved to its current location on a manufactured island and set on a concrete slab in 
1977. The 2001 evaluation determined that these changes had not significantly 
compromised the integrity of the Boat House. The proposed project will remove the 
existing slab foundation and raise the Boat House to a higher elevation in the same 
location to prevent flooding. As the Boat House is currently sitting on a concrete slab 
that was not part of its original configuration, the removal of that slab and its 
replacement by either a new slab or pilings will not significantly alter its current 
integrity, and therefore would not be a substantive adverse change its significance.  
 
The bridge/culvert does not qualify for listing on the CRHR; therefore, it is not a 
significant historical resource under CEQA. It also does not qualify under any of the 
seven County criteria for listing on the San Diego County Local Register of 
Historical Resources. Since it has been determined not a significant historical 
resource, no project impacts to the bridge/culvert will constitute a substantive 
adverse change its significance. 

2) The project causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. This 
shall include the destruction or disturbance of an important archaeological site or 
any portion of an important archaeological site that contains or has the potential to 
contain information important to history or prehistory. 

There is no adverse change because the Boat House and the bridge/culvert are not 
archaeological resources. Additionally, there is no potential for subsurface 
prehistoric or historic resources to be present because the island upon which the 
Boat House stands, and upon which it will stand after the alterations, is a man-
made island constructed in 1977.  

3) The project disturbs any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries. 

It is assumed that the project will not disturb any human remains. The Boat House 
in on a man-made island and the bridge/culvert is in a man-made isthmus, both 
constructed in the latter half of the 20th century. There is no indication that human 
remains could be mixed with the soil used to construct the island or isthmus. There 
is no documentation or evidence that the Lindo Lake County Park site was used as a 
cemetery either prehistorically or historically. 

4)  The project proposes activity or uses damaging to significant cultural resources as 
defined by the Resource Protection Ordinance and fails to preserve those resources. 

The County of San Diego Resource Protection Ordinance significant prehistoric or 
historic sites are not applicable to this project. The Resource Protection Ordinance 
does not apply because the changes to the Boat House and the bridge/culvert are 
part of a public project.    
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5.0 Conclusion and Management 
Considerations  

5.1 Unmitigated Impacts 
There are no unmitigated impacts associated with this project. 

5.2 Mitigated Impacts 
Because the propose project will not result in a substantive adverse change to the 
significance of the Boat House, mitigation is not required.  

5.3 No Significant Adverse Effects 
The proposed project will not result in significant adverse effects to the Boat House.  
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Bridge/Culvert Primary Record Site Form 

 



State of California  The Resources Agency  Primary #  P-37- 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION  HRI #   

PRIMARY RECORD    Trinomial  CA-SDI- 
       NRHP Status Code  
    Other Listings  
 Review Code  Reviewer  Date   
Page  1  of  3 *Resource Name or #:  Lindo Lake Bridge/Culvert 
 
P1.  Other Identifier: 8545-Bridge 

*P2.  Location:   Not for Publication     Unrestricted *a. County: San Diego County 
and (P2b and P2c or P2d.  Attach a Location Map as necessary.) 

    *b.  USGS 7.5' Quad: El Cajon Date: 1996 ; Unsectioned Portion of the EL CAJON Landgrant 
 c.  Address:  12660 Lindo Lane City:  Lakeside Zip: 92040  
 d.  UTM:  Zone:  11;  507740 mE   /  3635550 mN (hand)  in NAD 83  
 e.  Other Locational Data:  (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate) Elevation:   398-ft AMSL  
 
The structure is located within the Lindo Lake County Park, which is accessed via Maine Avenue by taking the Mapleview Street 
(east) exit off of State Route 67. Head south on Maine Avenue for 0.2 mile, continue east on Lakeshore Drive for 0.35 mile and turn 
south into park; the resource is located on the southern end of an isthmus separating the western and eastern lakes.     

 
*P3a.  Description: (Describe resource and its major elements.  Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)  
 
8545-Bridge consists of a poured concrete double box culvert with wood railings bolted to the ends of the culvert. The box culvert is 
20 feet long and 15.5 feet wide, although it is possible that the subsurface portion of the culvert widens for structural strength. Form 
board impressions are present on the surface of the culvert. There is a pour seam just below top of the culvert openings that may 
indicate the culvert was poured in place in two pourings. Only the upper portions of the openings are visible; these are rectangular 
with clipped corners. Curbs with a slight batter on the interior side extend above ground surface 18 to 21 inches. They are 9 inches 
wide at the base. Currently an asphalt road covers the top of the culvert. 
 

*P3b.  Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes)  HP19: Bridge 
 
*P4.  Resources Present: Building Structure Object Site District Element of District Other (Isolates, etc.)  

 
 P5b.  Description of Photo: (View, 
date, accession #)   
Overview, looking southeast; 
03/10/2017; #IMG_3595 
 
*P6.  Date Constructed/Age and 
Sources: Historic  
Prehistoric Both 
 
*P7.  Owner and Address:   
Lindo Lake County Park 
12660 Lindo Lane 
Lakeside, CA 92040 
 
*P8.  Recorded by:  (Name, affiliation, 
and address)   
Harry Price 
RECON 
1927 Fifth Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92101 
 
*P9.  Date Recorded:  03/10/2017 
 

*P10.  Survey Type: (Describe) Pedestrian survey 
 
*P11.  Report Citation: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none.")   
 
2017 H. Price: Historic Resources Evaluation of Two Structures for the Lindo Lake County Park Restoration Project, Lakeside, San 
Diego County, California  
 

*Attachments: NONE  Location Map  Sketch Map  Continuation Sheet  Building, Structure, and Object Record 
Archaeological Record  District Record  Linear Feature Record  Milling Station Record  Rock Art Record 
Artifact Record  Photograph Record   Other (List):  



State of California  The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   
CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial   

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required information 

Page  2  of   3 *Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) 8545-Bridge 
 
*Recorded by:  H. Price *Date:  03/10/2017 Continuation  Update 
 
The bridge consists of wooden railings bolted directly to the outside curbs of the culvert. They consist of four vertical 
2.75-by-7.75-inch posts, with a horizontal 2.75-by-7.75-inch rail set just below the top of the posts. On the east side of 
the culvert the horizontal rail is bolted to the posts by two bolts; on the west side by single bolts. The tops of the posts 
are chamfered on both long sides. There are one to three short 2.75-by-7.75-inch boards at the base of the posts 
where they are bolted to the culvert, possibly for added strength. 

 
 

  

Overview, looking southeast, 
eastern railing; 03/10/2017; 
#IMG_3597 

Overview, looking southwest, 
Lakeshore Drive; 03/10/2017; 
#IMG_3599 
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*Resource Name or Number: Lindo Lake Bridge/Culvert
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