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The World Headquarters complex is surrounded by the Donald M. Kendall
Sculpture Gardens (Photograph 37). The landscape for the gardens was designed
by the architect’s son, Edward Durell Stone, Jr., concurrent with the design of the
buildings. The gardens were expanded beginning in 1980 by Russell Page (1902-
1985) to incorporate new features and new plantings to better relate the sculptures
to the gardens. The expansions and modifications have been continued by
Francois Goffinet since 1985. The sculpture collection was begun in 1965 by
former PepsiCo CEO Donald M. Kendall. It now includes 45 works by major
twentieth-century artists.

In addition to the World Headquarters complex, this tax lot contains two other
buildings, a gatehouse and a visitors’ center. The gatehouse is located just south
of the main entrance to the complex on Anderson Hill Road (see Photograph 7).
It is a one story masonry structure with a band of windows and a flat roof. The
visitors’ center is located at the southern end of the western parking lot
(Photograph 38). It is a square wood frame building with a hipped roof that
extends the central block of the building on three sides to form a wide portico,
which is supported by equally spaced square wood columns.

Tax Lot 1, 145-147 Lincoln Avenue at corner of Anderson Hill Road
There are six buildings on Lot 1, including a residence and garage, and four
greenhouse-related buildings.

The single family residence on the lot is a two story, wood frame Colonial
Revival building in the Cape Cod style (Photograph 39). It is located at the
northwest corner of this lot and faces north onto Anderson Hill Road. Behind and
to the east of the single family residence stands a one and a half story wood
frame, two car garage (Photograph 40). It has a side gable peaked roof and a
single garage door. It faces west and there is a small wing on the north elevation.

The greenhouse-related buildings consist of three greenhouse buildings and a
business office. On the west side of the lot, to the south of the residence, there are
two long, one story greenhouses that sit next to each other and are oriented
parallel to Lincoln Avenue (Photograph 41). They are of metal frame
construction covered with corrugated fiberglass panels. They have peaked roofs
with wide, nearly full height doors at the gable ends. To the southeast of the two
greenhouses, there is another, shorter greenhouse of the same construction that
sits perpendicular to Lincoln Avenue (Photograph 42). To the south of the
greenhouses there is a business office that fronts onto Lincoln Avenue
(Photograph 43). It is a one and one half story wood frame building with a low
pitched gable front peaked roof and a central cross gable. It has two massive
rectangular, red brick interior chimneys on either side to the east of the cross
gable. There is a rectangular two story addition at the rear of the building, which
is approximately the same size as the original structure. The facade of the
building is covered with wood shingles, but the sides and the addition are covered
in stucco.
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Tax Lot 3, 800-810 Anderson Hill Road, nursery property

Lot 3 includes nine buildings that have recently been used in a landscaping
business. The business office is a one story rectangular building with vinyl siding
(Photograph 44). It is divided into two sections. Two thirds of the building has a
curved roof that makes it resemble a Quonset hut, while one third has a peaked
roof with a side gable. The main entrance of the curved roof section, a metal
framed sliding glass door, is flanked by two, three panel horizontal windows.
There is a garage door in the center of the east elevation of this section, which is
flanked by windows identical to those on the facade. There is a ventilation panel
and a light fixture above this door. The peaked roof section is entered through a
conventional door and there is a double hung window to the west of this door.
The building exterior is in good condition

There is a barn behind and to the east of the business office (Photograph 45). It is
a two story wood frame building with a concrete block foundation. It has nearly
full height sliding doors on the facade with a smaller doorway and a window to
the north of the larger doors.

There is a garage used for trucks to the southwest of the barn (Photograph 46). It
is a high one story rectangular structure with a concrete block foundation and a
fabric-covered curved roof. It is entered through a high rectangular opening in a
wood wall on the east elevation.

At the southern end of the lot there are four equipment sheds (Photograph 47).
Two are on the each side of the lot. They are all one story rectangular structures
with concrete block foundations and curved, fabric or plastic sheet covered roofs
and they are all open at each end. They are used to store trucks, heavy equipment
and materials. All of these structures are in good condition and are currently in
use.

There is a single family residence on the northwest corner of the lot (Photograph
48). It is a one story, wood frame, Ranch style house that faces onto Anderson
Hill Road. There is a one and a half story, wood frame garage to the south of the
single family residence (Photograph 49). It has a steeply pitched side gable
peaked roof and two bays with separate doors. The house and garage are in fair to
good condition.

Tax Lot 7, 109 and 113 Lincoln Avenue, Calloway House complex
The Calloway House complex consists of two residences, five auxiliary buildings,
and two structures (a swimming pool and a tennis court), on a 13.5 acre lot.

The Calloway House itself is a Colonial Revival building constructed in the
Georgian Style, dating to 1921 (Photograph 50). The house faces north and is of
wood frame construction. The three story, three bay central building has a side
gable gambrel roof and three dormers, and is flanked by two story wings on each
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side that echo the design of the main block. Each wing has three dormers that are
set back into the roof. The east wing has its own one story wing with a side gable
peaked roof and a full length porch. Portions of the interior of the building have
been retrofitted for use as a conference center. There is a caretaker’s house along
Lincoln Avenue at the northwest corner of the lot that is a wood frame single
family residence in the American Bungalow style (Photograph 51). It has a side
gable roof that extends over the front entrance to form a full-width porch
supported by three columns. There is a dormer in the center of the south
elevation.

To the north of the Calloway House is a carriage house that appears to have been
built at the same time as the main dwelling (Photograph 52). It is a rectangular
two story wooden building with a gambrel roof and a central cross gable that
includes a hoist and loading doors on the second floor of the south elevation. To
the south of the carriage house is a large two and one half story wooden garage
building with an end gable gambrel roof built in the 1950s (Photograph 53). It
has three dormers on both the east and west elevations. A pump house is located
on the driveway between Lincoln Avenue and the Calloway House (Photograph
54). It is a one story wooden structure with a rubble stone foundation that extends
half-way up the walls. It has a peaked roof with its gable end toward the
driveway. The center section of the roof extends over the entrance to form a
portico supported by angled brackets. There is a cupola in the center of the roof
for ventilation.

There is a swimming pool and pool house to the east and slightly behind the
Calloway House (Photograph 55). The pool house is a rectangular one story
wooden building on the north side of the pool, and it is nearly the same length as
the pool. The building has a hipped roof that extends over its south elevation to
form a portico supported by four columns. A hard-surface tennis court is behind
the Calloway House to the southwest. There is also a small locker room building
on the southwest side of the court (Photograph 56). It is a Colonial Revival
building in the Greek Revival style, with a temple front and a portico supported
by four columns. Both the pool and tennis courts were built in the 1950s.

(2) Archeological and Historic Sites within a One Mile Radius

A site file search at the NYSOPRHP and the library of HPI identified six
precontact sites within a one mile radius of the project site. Below is a list of
these sites and their descriptions.

Table 111.M-1
Archeological Sites within One Mile of the Proposed Project Site

Site # and name Distance from Time Period Site Type
project site
A11905.0011 Ca. 1 mile Transitional Archaic Camp
Purchase Il northwest
A11905.0012 Ca. 1 mile Transitional Archaic, Early Camp
Purchase 111 northwest Woodland
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Table 111.M-1

Archeological Sites within One Mile of the Proposed Project Site

Site # and name

Distance from
project site

Time Period

Site Type

A11905.0014
Purchase V

Ca. 1 mile
northwest

Unknown precontact

Lithic scatter

No site number
SUNY Purchase

Ca. 1 mile north

Late Archaic

Camp

No site number
High Point Hospital

Ca. 1 mile
northeast

Unknown precontact

Lithic scatter

The cultural period prevalent in the immediate area is the Late Archaic, extending
into the Terminal Archaic and Transitional periods and into the Early Woodland.
There were five sites found during reconnaissance and intensive surveys of the
Purchase Corporate Estate Property northeast of the SUNY Purchase campus
(Public Archaeology Laboratory, Inc. 1991). All were situated from between 20
to 50 meters from the nearest source of water, generally Blind Brook, and all were
on high, well-drained ground. They are all interpreted as camps occupied by a
small number of individuals over a short time period. Two or more were also
identified as lithic workshops. At least one of the sites is multi-component, with
artifacts from both the Transitional Archaic and the Early Woodland periods.

Due to the distance of the recorded precontact sites from the PepsiCo campus,
however, the NYSOPRHP GIS database does not note the project site as within an
area of archaeological sensitivity. This is because much of the area surrounding
the project site has not been surveyed for archaeological resources, and because
local collectors have not reported artifacts from plowed fields when the project
site was used agriculturally. Last, a number of buildings on the SUNY Purchase
campus, to the north of the project site along Lincoln Avenue, have been
determined individually eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.

Sensitivity Analysis
(1) Pre-Contact Sensitivity and Disturbance Record

From what is known of precontact period settlement patterns in Westchester
County, most habitation and resource processing sites are found in sheltered,
elevated sites close to wetland features, major waterways, and with nearby
sources of fresh water. In its natural state, most of the project site would have met
many of these characteristics, as soils across the property are well drained and
there are two natural drainages within or adjacent to the property. However,
construction of the PepsiCo World Headquarters building, the man-made lake,
and the extensively modified areas of the modern landscape has rendered much of
the project site too disturbed from earthmoving to retain any precontact
archaeological sensitivity.  Specifically, most areas within the traffic loop,
including the building and garden areas, have been extensively disturbed, as
evidenced by the photographs of construction in the late 1960s shown in full
Phase IA Archaeological and Architectural Assessment included in Appendix C
of this DEIS. Other areas outside the traffic loop, such as the parking lot on the
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northeastern part of the property, and the location of the subsurface county sewer
line along the west side of Blind Brook, also appear to have disturbed the natural
ground surface where precontact resources might once have been located. Last,
precontact sensitivity also is low for those areas of the project site where slopes
exceed 12 percent, notably along the edge of Blind Brook at the property’s
southeastern side.

Despite the significant disturbance on the project site, there remain some limited
locations within the archaeological APE where precontact sensitivity has not been
substantially compromised, due to a lack of documented disturbance. These areas
include locations within the southern portions of Tax Lots 25, 26, 11, and 10, in
areas currently used as athletic fields or lawns, and portions of Tax Lots 6 and 7.
Additionally, some locations on Tax Lot 2, the main PepsiCo property, may be
sensitive for precontact resources, but disturbance cannot be confirmed based on
soil borings or construction photographs. Exhibit 111.M-2 those areas of the
project site that are considered to be sensitive for precontact resources that fall
within the archaeological APE, as well as those areas that may be sensitive for
precontact resources, but for which subsurface conditions could not be confirmed.

(2) Historical Period Sensitivity and Disturbance Record

The archaeological APE includes parts of four Tax Lots located south of
Anderson Hill Road that have locations that appear to be sensitive for historic
period archaeological resources, defined as areas where maps and other
documents noted eighteenth or nineteenth century occupation and use, and where
the landform does not appear to be so disturbed as to have destroyed potential
resources. The potential archaeological resources on these four Tax Lots are
described below, from west to east, and the locations noted as potentially sensitive
for historical period archaeological resources within these areas are shown on
Exhibit 111.M-2. The remainder of the archaeological APE is not considered
potentially sensitive for historic period archaeological resources due to lack of
historical use.

Tax Lot 11

This lot contained the farm house complex noted in 1970 as the Husted-Walker
House, but attributed on most of the nineteenth century historic maps to the Mead
or Hopper families. Newspaper articles indicate that the house was built between
1780 and 1810, although the first map to show the house was in 1849. The
property contained the house, which was oriented east-west parallel to Anderson
Hill Road, and - at least during the twentieth century - several outbuildings to the
rear of the house, as shown on the 1929 Hopkins atlas and the 1934 and 1951
Sanborn maps. The house was razed in 1970, but remnants of the building are
still visible on the lot, including foundation remains. The lot has not been
developed since that time, and the ground surface appears undisturbed by any
subsequent earthmoving.
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Tax Lot 10

This lot is another former house lot, although its ownership is less clear. Historic
maps from the nineteenth century often did not note a name associated with this
lot, or did not depict boundaries between the lots. The 1929 Hopkins atlas gives
the clearest picture of this lot, and may reflect earlier conditions as well. The lot
contains a former building site, the location of which is still evident by a
depression in the ground, as well as a well preserved stone well that would have
been situated just behind the house. This lot has not been redeveloped, and the
ground surface near Anderson Hill Road, where the former house and extant well
are located, appears reasonably undisturbed. Soil test pits placed on the southern
part of this lot, adjacent to the volleyball courts, showed an intact and undisturbed
natural soil profile, further suggesting the potential for archaeological sensitivity
here.

Tax Lot 4

This lot was part of the Schmaling family holdings from the 1860s through the
twentieth century, and prior to that may have been part of the land attributed to
the Mosier family in the 1850s. Because the historic maps are not precise enough
to detail boundaries of Tax Lots 4 and 5, it is not clear whether the structures
noted in this vicinity extended onto Tax Lot 4. Nonetheless, the presence of
structures on adjacent Tax Lot 5 suggests historical archaeological sensitivity for
Tax Lot 4 as well. Of note, the wetlands currently mapped on this lot may in fact
be remnants of a mill race, since the intersection of Blind Brook and Anderson
Hill Road contained both a grist mill and a saw mill during the late eighteenth
century. Disturbance to this lot is not well established, however, as the lot is
heavily overgrown and it was not possible to see the ground surface at the time of
the site visits.

Tax LotS

This lot also was part of the Schmaling family holdings from the 1860s through
the twentieth century, and prior to that was part of the Mosier family holdings in
the 1850s. In the late eighteenth century, this lot contained a grist mill, located
near the intersection of Blind Brook and the former alignment of Anderson Hill
Road, which was slightly farther south than it is now. Historic maps, from the
1790s through the mid-twentieth century, consistently showed historic use of this
lot. In addition to the eighteenth century grist mill, the lot later contained two
dwellings, two ice houses, and a barn, as shown on the 1900 Odell map.

Disturbance on this lot appears to be mixed. Clearly, the area south of the wire
fence currently used for soil stockpiling has been tremendously altered by heavy
machinery. Additionally, installation of the county sewer line along Blind Brook
would have caused extensive disturbance in the footprint of the pipeline and
sizeable pipe trench necessary for such a large conduit. However, the portion of
the lot closest to Anderson Hill Road may be less affected by twentieth century
earthmoving, as evidenced by the survival of the stone alignment and stone wall
just south of Anderson Hill Road.
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(3) Architectural Sensitivity

Preliminary review of the architectural resources within the project site suggests
that there are two sets of buildings that may be potentially eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places (NR) as historic districts’.

PepsiCo World Headquarters

The PepsiCo World Headquarters and Donald M. Kendall Sculpture Gardens are
a significant Modern style corporate complex. Edward Durell Stone was one of
the most prominent and influential architects of his generation. His design for the
buildings is modern and ancient at once. It evokes Mayan or Babylonian
structures, with its use of ziggurat shape, incised motifs on the exterior walls,
patterned blocks at the corner towers and linked courtyard gardens. At the same
time, its construction, materials, bands of glass, and setting amid a carefully
planned sculpture garden (designed by his son, Edward Durell Stone, Jr.) make it
distinctly Modern. One of the most important elements of Modern architecture is
the treatment of exterior space. Stone’s use and configuration of the courtyard
spaces connecting the buildings is a significant element of the entire concept.

Stone anticipated that this corporate complex would need to expand and in 1977
he provided conceptual plans for a future expansion. He envisioned the addition
of more buildings identical to the existing structures that would be joined at the
corners in the same way that the original buildings are joined. Drafts of these
plans are on file at the PepsiCo World Headquarters. Due to certain constraints,
Stone’s expansion plans are no longer feasible as designed. These constraints
include post-1977 local zoning ordinances that regulate setbacks, as well as
PepsiCo, Inc.’s commitment to maintaining the open and expansive sculpture
garden as a community resource.

In addition, it should be noted that in 2009, the American Society of Landscape
Architects and the National Trust for Historic Preservation named the PepsiCo
World Headquarters the winner of the 2009 Landmark Award. The award
recognizes a project’s design excellence, longevity, and contribution to the public
realm (Land online May 19, 2009).

Despite the fact that it was constructed less than fifty years ago, the main
buildings of the PepsiCo World Headquarters complex (excluding the visitors’
center and the gate house) and the surrounding Donald M. Kendall Sculpture
Gardens appear to be potentially eligible for listing on the NR as a historic district
under Criterion C, “Buildings that embody the distinctive characteristics of a
type, period, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or
that possess high artistic values...” and using Criteria Consideration G: Properties
that have achieved significance within the past fifty years.

! The published criteria of the National Register of Historic Places (NR) are employed as a standardized screening
mechanism throughout local, state, and federal review procedures. They are not utilized in this instance as a formal
nomination for NR consideration.
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Calloway House Complex

The Calloway house complex is dominated by a large Colonial Revival home,
built in 1921, which is surrounded by several accessory buildings. The house is
an unusual design with three asymmetrical wings, one of which is in a different
architectural style than the main block and the other two wings. The buildings
that appear to be contemporary with the main house include a carriage house,
pump house, caretaker’s house and a whimsical small Greek temple used as a
locker room for the tennis court. The garage, pool and pool house were built later
than the original complex. Together, this ensemble represents a typical country
estate of the era. The area around the Calloway House had many such country
estates built by wealthy New York City families in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. The nearby Blind Brook Country Club was built to service
these wealthy families. The club still exists, but the PepsiCo Headquarters
complex and sculpture gardens are built on land formerly occupied by Blind
Brook’s polo fields.

2. Anticipated Impacts

a. Potential Impacts to Archeological or Historic Resources for Full Build Out of the
Master Plan

New development on the project site is broken down into an initial two Phases to be
implemented in the short and medium term (Phases | and Il), with the remaining
Phase (Phase I11) to be implemented as part of a longer term Master Plan, shown on
Exhibit I11.M-1. Exhibit 111.M-2 illustrates areas of archaeological sensitivity within
the archaeological APE for Phases I, Il, and Ill. Comparing the proposed project
impacts with the archaeological and architectural sensitivity of site resources, the
following text addresses how these impacts will affect potential precontact and
historical period archaeological resources, as well as architectural resources.

(1) Precontact Archaeological Resources

Potential precontact archaeological resources may be impacted by Phase |
elements, including construction of the Welcome Center building and some of the
proposed surface parking located outside the main traffic loop, including those
associated with the Welcome Center, as well as the internal connector drive from
the main campus to the Calloway House. Those upgrades to utilities and
stormwater management facilities, and wetland areas affected by reclamation and
enhancement, which are located outside the main traffic loop, may also impact
potential precontact archaeological resources. However, because the Phase 1l
elements, specifically the expansion of existing Buildings 2 and 6 and their
associated pedestrian bridges leading to the parking lots, are inside the main
traffic loop in areas shown to be previously disturbed, there should be no impacts
to potential precontact archaeological resources. The two new buildings proposed
for Phase IlIl would be located within existing parking lots that have been
previously disturbed, and as such should have no impacts to potential precontact
archaeological resources. However, a Phase Il proposed parking lot located in an
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area outside the main traffic loop, near the existing Visitor’s Center, could have
an impact on potential precontact archaeological resources.

(2) Historical Period Archaeological Resources

Potential historical period archaeological resources may be impacted by proposed
Phase | elements located along the south side of Anderson Hill Road, including
the Welcome Center parking lots and the maintenance area access drive. None of
the Phase Il or potential Phase I11 elements should impact any potential historical
period archaeological resources.

(3) Architectural Resources

New construction as part of the Phase I, II, and 11l development will directly
impact the original PepsiCo World Headquarters complex by Stone, including
viewsheds from portions of the interconnected office building into the
surrounding lawn/garden, which as noted above, appears to meet the criteria of
the NR.

Increases to parking lots and a new access road to the Calloway House complex
appear to have been well integrated into the existing landscape with no expected
impacts to the buildings.

b. Visual Impact Affecting the Relationship between the Building Complex and its
Campus Landscape Setting

Renderings of the proposed new construction associated with the PepsiCo complex,
presented in Chapter I11.B, Visual Resources, suggest that the viewshed surrounding
the property will not be significantly affected because new building heights do not
exceed existing building heights and the new buildings either are set back far enough
from existing roadways or are shielded by trees so that that they will not be overly
visible outside of the property.

3. Conclusions and Recommendations

a. lIdentification of Additional Studies, (i.e., Phase 1B Assessment and/or
Recordation) as needed

(1) Precontact Archaeological Resources

As detailed above, Exhibit I11.M-2 illustrates those areas of the archaeological
APE that are sensitive for precontact resources, based on previously completed
soil borings, as well as those areas that may be sensitive for precontact resources
but for which no subsurface information was available to clarify conditions.
Phase IB field testing is recommended for those portions of the archaeological
APE already subjected to soil borings where new development is planned that
would involve subsurface impacts. This would include the eastern portion of the
proposed Welcome Center parking area.
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Additional soil borings and/or Phase IB field testing are recommended for those
portions of the archaeological APE where soil borings have not yet been
completed and where new development is planned that would involve subsurface
impacts. This would include the remainder of the Welcome Center parking area
and building, portions of the internal connector drive from the main campus to the
Calloway House, and locations on the property outside the main traffic loop slated
for impacts such as additional parking, wetlands reclamation, or utility work. It is
possible that soil boring data, if and when available for archaeological review,
will obviate the need for full IB testing.

(2) Historic Period Archaeological Resources

The archaeological APE includes portions of four Tax Lots located south of
Anderson Hill Road that appear to be sensitive for historic period archaeological
resources, defined as areas where maps and other documents noted eighteenth or
nineteenth century occupation and use, and where the landform does not appear to
be so disturbed as to have destroyed potential resources. These locations are
shown on Exhibit 111.M-2. The remainder of the archaeological APE is not
sensitive for historic period archaeological resources due to lack of documented
historical use. Phase IB field testing is recommended for these areas where new
development is planned that would require subsurface impacts. This would
include areas associated with the Welcome Center parking area and the
maintenance area access drive.

(3) Architectural Resources

All successful corporations grow. PepsiCo is seeking a way to enhance its
leadership position in a global marketplace by adding space and function to its
buildings while maintaining their architectural integrity. The PepsiCo World
Headquarters complex and the Calloway House complex both appear to meet the
criteria of the NR for historic districts. The proposed glass atrium building in the
center courtyard of the PepsiCo World Headquarters complex (Phase I). The
proposed additions and pedestrian walkways for Buildings 2 and 6 (Phase Il), and
the proposed new buildings east of Building 2 (Phase I11) will have an impact on
the existing World Headquarters complex architectural resources. However, the
impact of the atrium and the elevated pedestrian bridges, that will extend from the
expanded complex, across the lawn to the loop road, will be mitigated to the
extent possible by the use of transparent building materials. The choice of glass
for the atrium building was designed to make the new space transparent, and
merge the indoor space with the adjacent outdoor courtyards. Equally important,
when viewed from the site access road, the glass atrium would disappear into the
backdrop of the existing buildings that it serves, resulting in a minimal impact on
the existing architecture.

The internal connector drive from the main campus to the Calloway House

complex (Phase 1), the only proposed action at the Calloway House complex,
should have no impacts to the existing complex.
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The remaining structures on the project site do not appear to have any
architectural significance and no further study of these structures is
recommended.

Determine Appropriate Measures to be developed in Consultation with the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation with Regard to any
Identified Impacts.

The project sponsors have initiated contact with NYSOPRHP and will continue to
do so if required by NYSOPRHP to determine how project impacts will affect
potential historic resources.
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