
Chapter 12:  Cultural Resources 

A. INTRODUCTION 
This chapter assesses the potential for the Proposed Action to affect cultural resources within the 
Master Plan area and the surrounding study area. The Master Plan Area is the area between 
Wells Avenue and the northern edge of JFK Marina Park, primarily west of the Metro-North 
right-of-way (ROW) along the eastern bank of the Hudson River. The Master Plan Area also 
includes several smaller inland parcels, as shown in Figure 12-1. 

This cultural resources analysis has been prepared in accordance with the New York State 
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and the New York State Historic Preservation Act 
of 1980 (SHPA). These laws and regulations require that agencies consider the effects of their 
actions on cultural resources. As a Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS), this 
chapter indicates requirements for additional analysis that must be conducted by developers 
proposing construction in areas that may result in impacts to potential archaeological resources. 

The study area for archaeological resources is the Master Plan Area itself, where construction 
and disturbance would occur. Since these activities would involve in-ground disturbance, there is 
a potential for impacts to archaeological resources. This chapter summarizes the archaeological 
sensitivity of sites that were previously assessed as part of the 1998 Yonkers Downtown 
Waterfront Master Plan Final Generic Environmental Impact Statement (FGEIS). It also 
identifies other sites that could be potentially sensitive for archaeological resources and that 
would require archaeological study. 

In general, potential impacts to historic resources can include both direct physical effects (e.g., 
demolition, alteration, or damage from construction on nearby sites) and indirect, contextual 
effects, such as the isolation of a property from its surrounding environment, or the introduction 
of visual, audible, or atmospheric elements that are out of character with a property or that alter 
its setting. The study area for architectural resources is, therefore, larger to account for any 
potential impacts that may occur where proposed construction activities could physically alter 
architectural resources or be close enough to them to potentially cause physical damage or visual 
or contextual impacts. Therefore, the study area for architectural resources for this project 
includes an area approximately 300 feet from the Master Plan Area (see Figure 12-1). Within the 
study area, architectural resources that were analyzed include National Historic Landmarks 
(NHL), properties listed on the State or National Register of Historic Places (S/NR) or properties 
determined eligible for such listing (S/NR-eligible), and designated Yonkers Landmarks and 
Historic Districts and properties determined eligible for Yonkers Landmark designation. 
Additionally, a survey was conducted to identify any previously undesignated properties in the 
study area that were then evaluated for their potential S/NR or Yonkers Landmark eligibility. 

Fifty-three buildings, which were identified as “Locally Significant” through a 1980s 
architectural field survey conducted by the Yonkers Planning Bureau, were also considered in 
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Yonkers Alexander Street Master Plan DGEIS 

this evaluation. These buildings are not locally designated landmarks and are not protected by 
the Yonkers landmarks law. 

B. EXISTING CONDITIONS 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Within the Master Plan Area, the site north of Wells Avenue and east of the Metro-North 
Railroad ROW, Development Parcel K, was identified in the 1998 Yonkers Downtown 
Waterfront Master Plan FGEIS as potentially sensitive for the recovery of Native American 
remains and domestic site features and artifacts. According to the Stage 1A archaeological study 
conducted for the 1998 FGEIS, sources of archaeological data on domestic sites are usually in 
the form of refuse deposits. Most commonly, such features are found in subterranean features 
such as cisterns, wells, and privies, usually located at the rear of buildings. These features were 
typically constructed on domestic sites prior to the availability of a public water supply (which 
was provided in Yonkers in 1876), and, therefore, since this site predates the availability of 
public water, this site could contain such archaeologically sensitive features.  

The remainder of the Master Plan Area, which extends north from the area previously evaluated 
in the 1998 FGEIS, has not been evaluated for its archaeological potential. However, it is 
possible that some areas of the Master Plan Area could be potentially archaeologically sensitive 
for the reasons that sites within the 1998 FGEIS Master Plan were determined to be sensitive.  

First, the FGEIS indicated that there are documented Native American sites in the vicinity of the 
1998 Master Plan area. These sites are located on fast, or original land. As has been described 
above, one area was determined to be sensitive for Native American resources. Therefore, it is 
possible that portions of the Master Plan Area east of the Metro-North ROW that are on fast land 
may also have archaeological sensitivity if they have not been significantly disturbed through 
subsequent development. These include two areas. The first is the portion of the Master Plan 
Area east of the Metro-North ROW between Ashburton Avenue, Babcock Place, and Warburton 
Avenue. Although this area has been developed with residential and industrial structures, it is 
unclear without archaeological study if this site has the potential to contain undisturbed 
resources from either Native American or historic-period occupation. The second area, which 
consists of Trevor Park, appears to have remained largely undisturbed. Therefore, it is also 
possible that this area could be archaeologically sensitive.  

The 1998 FGEIS also reported that archaeological data pertaining to mid- to late-19th century 
fill retaining structures and other technological information relating to the land filling operations 
along the Hudson River may be present within the area between Dock Street and Wells Avenue, 
immediately south of the current Master Plan Area. The report indicates that the former 
shoreline north of Wells Avenue was also filled between 1855 and 1895 to create the current 
shoreline.  

A comparison of the present shoreline with the shoreline as it existed in 1865 in the current 
Master Plan Area is shown in Figures 12-2. This figure shows that some portions of the Master 
Plan Area west of the Metro-North Railroad ROW were either fast land or filled prior to 1865. 
These include part of the waterfront area at the foot of Point Street and the area north of Point 
Street between the Metro North Railroad right of way and Hudson River. Figures 12-3A through 
12-3F show historic Sanborn maps from 1886, which focus on the areas within the current 
Master Plan Area west of the Metro-North ROW. A comparison of the 1865 and 1886 shorelines 
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indicate that other portions of the Master Plan Area, including a larger portion of the waterfront 
area at the foot of Point Street and another section between Babcock Place and Ashburton were 
filled between 1865 and 1886.  

Mid-19th century landfill and landfill technology is generally considered archaeologically 
significant because it exhibits innovative technology and, often, domestic materials that were 
used in the fill that may provide insight into mid-19th century lifeways and technology. 
Therefore, the areas at the foot of Point Street, north of Point Street, and between Babcock Place 
and Ashburton could potentially contain significant fill and fill retaining devices that predate 
1865 or were established between 1865 and 1886. Generally, fill retaining devices from the late 
19th century are more standardized and repetitive as a result of advances in technology. Since 
these types of features are more recent, they have also been preserved in situ and have been 
documented. Therefore, the remaining waterfront areas that were filled after 1886 would not be 
anticipated to contain significant landfill or landfilling devices from the mid 19th century, and, 
therefore, are not considered potentially sensitive for archaeological resources.  

It should also be noted that the waterfront area at the end of Point Street, which could potentially 
contain pre-1865 and 1865-1886 landfill and fill retaining devices, could also contain domestic 
features related to a former dwelling. This 1½ story structure, shown just south of Point Street 
west of the Metro North Railroad right of way on the 1886 Sanborn map (see Figure 12-3B), 
likely did not have public water. Appearing to be located within the pre-1865 shoreline, this area 
may be sensitive for possible shaft features such as privies and cisterns. 

As described above, with the exception of the site that was previously evaluated in the 1998 
FGEIS, the remainder of the areas discussed above have not been studied for their 
archaeological potential. Therefore, as discussed in greater detail below, archaeological studies 
would be required for these areas to determine archaeological sensitivity. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

The cultural resources in both the Master Plan Area and surrounding study area are identified in 
Tables 12-1 to 12-3. Table 12-1 lists known and potential resources in the Master Plan Area. 
Table 12-2 lists known resources in the study area. Table 12-3 lists potential resources in the 
study area. Figure 12-4 shows the location of each resource and also provides a key to photos 
found in the following discussion which describes each of the cultural resources in greater detail. 
Figures 12-5A to 12-5D show known and potential cultural resources in the Master Plan Area. 
Figures 12-6A to 12-6D show known cultural resources in the study area. Specific references to 
photos on these figures are made in the following discussion. 
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Table 12-1
Known and Potential Cultural Resources in the Master Plan Area

Ref. 
No. Name Location NHL S/NR S/NR-E 

Yonkers 
Landmark 

Yonkers 
Survey* 

Potential 
Resource* 

1. North 
Yonkers 

Pump Station 

19 Alexander 
Street   X    

2. City Jail 24 Alexander 
Street   X    

3. Glenwood 
Train Station  

Glenwood 
Avenue   X    

4. Glenwood 
Power Station 

Hudson River at 
the foot of JFK 
Marina Park 

     X 

5. Hudson River 
Museum/ 

Trevor 
Mansion  

511 Warburton 
Avenue  X  X   

6. Otis Elevator 
Building 
(1927) 

North of Wells 
Avenue     X X 

7. Beczak 
Environmenta

l Education 
Center and 
County Park 

(former 
Habirshaw 

Club)  

35 Alexander 
Street      X 

Notes: * Potential Resources are resources identified during field studies that may meet S/NR listing criteria. 
The buildings listed as “Yonkers Survey” were identified through an architectural field survey in the 1980s 
conducted by the Yonkers Planning Bureau. Buildings identified through the survey were determined 
“Locally Significant.” Several of these buildings lie within the study area. These buildings are not locally 
designated landmarks and are not protected by the Yonkers landmarks law. 
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Chapter 12: Cultural and Historic Resources 

Table 12-2
Known Cultural Resources in the study area

Ref. 
No. Name Location NHL S/NR S/NR-E 

Yonkers 
Landmark 

Yonkers 
Survey* 

Potential 
Resource* 

8. Yonkers 
Train Station 

5 Buena Vista 
Avenue 

  X    

9. Philipse 
Manor Hall 

29 Warburton 
Avenue 

X X     

10. 33 Ashburton 
Avenue — 

  X    

11. 218 
Warburton 

Avenue 
— 

  X    

12. 5 Philipse 
Road — 

  X    

13. Old Croton 
Aqueduct — 

X      

14. Palisades 
Interstate 

Park 
— 

X X     

Notes: * Potential Resources are resources identified during field studies that may meet S/NR listing criteria. 
The buildings listed as “Yonkers Survey” were identified through an architectural field survey in the 1980s 
conducted by the Yonkers Planning Bureau. Buildings identified through the survey were determined “Locally 
Significant.” Several of these buildings lie within the study area. These buildings are not locally designated 
landmarks and are not protected by the Yonkers landmarks law. 
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Table 12-3
Potential Cultural Resources in the study area

Ref. No. Name Location NHL S/NR S/NR-E 
Yonkers 

Landmark 
Yonkers 
Survey* 

Potential 
Resource* 

15. 41 Dock 
Street — 

    X X 

16. 43 Dock 
Street — 

    X X 

17. Herald 
Statesman 

Building 
51 Dock Street 

    X X 

18. 2 Bashford 
Street — 

    X X 

19. 4 Bashford 
Street — 

    X X 

20. Otis Elevator 
Building 9 Bashford Street 

    X X 

21. Otis Elevator 
Building 
(1917) 

28 Wells Avenue 
    X X 

22. 5 Ashburton 
Place — 

    X X 

23. St. Paul’s 
Church of 

God 
9 Ashburton Place 

     X 

24. Institutional 
African 

Methodist 
Episcopal 

Zion Church 

42 Bishop WM J. 
Walls Place 

     X 

25. The Narrow 
Way Gospel 
Assembly 

26 Willow Place 
     X 

26. 14, 16, 20 
Lamartine 
Avenue 

— 
     X 

27. 54 Lamartine 
Avenue — 

     X 

28. 78 Lamartine 
Avenue — 

    X X 

29. 23 Union 
Place — 

     X 

30. 27 Union 
Place — 

     X 

31. 25-31 Ravine 
Avenue — 

    X X 
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The Italianate Revival residential building at 218 Warburton Avenue (S/NR-eligible) was built 
in 1867 (see Figure 12-6B, Photo 11). This 3-story red brick house sits above Warburton Avenue 
and is accessed by stone stairs. The house’s entrance is off-center with a pedimented 
enframement. The roofline is accented by a mansard roof with gray slate shingles and 
pedimented dormer windows. 

The house at 5 Philipse Road (S/NR-eligible) is a two-story bungalow faced in wooden shingles 
and stucco with exposed rafters. It has an enclosed front porch and a low pitched roof with a 
dormer. This small residential building sits on a hill facing west with views toward the Palisades 
(see Figure 12-6C, Photo 12).  

The Old Croton Aqueduct (NHL) was constructed between 1837 and 1842 and provided New 
York City with its first planned water supply system. The span of the aqueduct that stretches 
through the Master Plan Area lies below ground and is now part of a hiking and walking trail 
(see Figure 12-6C, Photo 13).  

The Palisades Interstate Park (NHL, S/NR) is a densely wooded area that lines the west bank 
of the Hudson River across from the Master Plan Area—and to the north and south of the study 
area. It is a significant cultural and visual resource in the City of Yonkers and is a defining 
feature of the Yonkers landscape (see Figure 12-6D, Photo 14).  

Potential Resources 
There are 37 buildings within the study area that were identified through a 1980s architectural 
field survey of Yonkers conducted by the Yonkers Planning Bureau. Buildings identified 
through that survey were determined “Locally Significant,” and include residential and industrial 
buildings that illustrate the 19th and 20th century development of Yonkers. These properties, 
identified as “Locally Significant,” are shown on Table 12-3 and Figure 12-4 and have not yet 
been designated landmarks by the Yonkers Landmarks Preservation Board.1 In addition, 
potential resources were also identified through a site visit of the study area. The buildings 
identified through the site visit reflect the commercial, residential, industrial, and institutional 
development of Yonkers in the 19th and 20th centuries. These properties are shown on Table 12-
3 and Figure 12-4 and are identified as “Potential Resources.” The buildings listed on Table 12-2 
are organized according from south to north along the east-west streets and from west to east 
along the north-south streets. Several examples of the resources identified in the table are 
described in more detail below. 

The Herald Statesman Building at 51 Dock Street was designed in 1933 by Frank Davis 
Chase, a noted architect of newspaper plants, and James Yardley Rippen. This building is one of 
the first and few International style buildings in Yonkers. The building’s design blends the 
streamlined aesthetic popular during the 1930s with the functionalism of the early International 
style and features paired casement windows separated by thin mullions. These bold vertical 
elements culminate in elongated lettering with the building’s name drawing the eye to the 
building’s roofline. Since it was built, this building has housed the headquarters of the Herald 
Statesman, Yonkers’ oldest published newspaper.  

                                                      
1 Because approximately 25 years have passed since the 1980s survey was conducted, the current 
condition of buildings within the study area identified through the field survey may have changed—
through inappropriate alterations or lack of maintenance, for example—and may no longer meet the 
criteria for local significance. 
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The former Otis Elevator building south of Wells Avenue and east of Bashford Street is a 
massive four-story, red brick industrial structure with arched window openings.1 It first appears 
on Sanborn maps in 1917. The building is one of four remaining former Otis Elevator buildings 
in this area of Yonkers and illustrates a significant period in the industrial heritage of Yonkers. 

The residential building at 43 Ravine Avenue dates from 1868 and is characteristic of French 
Second Empire design that was popular for upper-class homes in the latter part of the 19th 
century. This large, three-story home has a symmetrical façade, a central tower, a front porch, a 
bracketed cornice, and a mansard roof.  

Builder Thomas A. Brogan built the Glenwood Garden Apartments at 117 Ravine Avenue in 
1938 with a loan from the Federal Housing Administration. The buildings were developed on the 
former Colgate estate and attracted former residents of New York City and other areas of 
Westchester County. The two six-story, red brick faced, U-shaped structures are oriented toward 
the Hudson River providing views of the river and the Palisades. Ashlar stones accent the base, 
quoins, and entrances of the two residential buildings.  

The three-story Queen Anne house at 496 Warburton Avenue, designed by the architecture 
firm D. & J. Jardine in 1892, features a corner turret with a conical roof, a central second-story 
bay window, and scalloped shingle siding. The house is sited on a ridge that rises above 
Warburton Avenue providing elevated views across Trevor Park toward the Hudson River and 
the Palisades .  

The Museum School 25, located at 579 Warburton Avenue, was built in 1938. The small two-
story brick faced building has a church-like design with a pitched roof parallel to the street and 
an off-center entrance below a three-story tower. The entrance has a highly decorative terra cotta 
surround . 

The building at 603 Warburton Avenue was built as the carriage house for a mansion that 
occupied the current site of Museum School 25, described above. The small, two-story carriage 
house was designed by F.A. de Meuron. Its most prominent feature is its red-orange Spanish tile 
roof. The building long served as Fire Station 8 until the opening of a new fire station, also along 
Warburton Avenue, in 1979.  

C. THE FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROPOSED ACTION 
In the future without the Proposed Action it is likely that many of the current uses within the 
Master Plan Area would continue to occur. Certain uses are anticipated to be discontinued as a 
result of the planned relocation of the City of Yonkers City Jail and the relocation of the offices 
of the Westchester County Department of Social Services. No formal applications formal 
applications for development in the subject area have been filed. 

 

                                                      
1 This potential resource within the study area will be identified and referred to as Otis Elevator building 

(pre-1917) to distinguish it from the Otis Elevator building identified above in the Master Plan Area as 
Otis Elevator building (1927). 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

In the future without the Proposed Action, portions of the Master Plan Area is anticipated to 
remain in the current condition. Any potential archaeological resources located in areas that are 
unlikely to be disturbed would remain as is. Potential archaeological resources would be subject 
to disturbance by the actions of individual property owners, but no form applications for 
development exist at this time.  

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES 

MASTER PLAN AREA 

In the future without the Proposed Action, the Yonkers City Jail and Glenwood Power Station 
are likely to be subject to development proposals that may alter these architectural resources. In 
addition, the Hudson River Museum’s capital improvement plan, which is being undertaken by 
the Museum separately from the Proposed Action, will be implemented prior to the 2017 Build 
Year.  

Hudson River Museum Master Plan 
As described above in “Existing Conditions,” the Hudson River Museum (HRM) is located in 
Trevor Park, in the northern portion of the Master Plan Area. HRM is currently developing a 
renovation and capital investment plan for the museum’s institutional growth. The Museum’s 
plan being developed assesses circulation, exhibition capabilities, accessibility, support and 
office space, and the development of a stronger connection between the museum and the Hudson 
River. Included in the Museum’s plan is a new amphitheater and walkway improvements that 
are designed to better connect Warburton Avenue with the Museum and provide passage to the 
lower levels of Trevor Park, adjacent to the entrance to JFK Marina Park. 

STUDY AREA 

In the future without the Proposed Action, a number of projects are currently planned in the 
surrounding neighborhoods that would result in the renovation and restoration of existing 
buildings and construction of new buildings in nearby areas. These projects are referred to as the 
“No-Build” projects in that they will proceed whether or not the Proposed Action is 
implemented. These projects are listed in Chapter 2, “Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy.” 

The No Build projects include the adaptive use of four historic buildings in the Master Plan 
Area: 31 Dock Street, 41 Dock Street, 4 Bashford Street, and 9 Bashford Street. All four of these 
buildings, which have been identified as “Locally Significant” by the Yonkers Department of 
City Planning, will be converted to restaurant use. Because these buildings are not designated 
historic resources, they are not subject to landmarks regulations and could, therefore, be 
inappropriately altered. 

In addition to the projects discussed above, two large scale developments will also be underway.  
The Ashburton Avenue Urban Renewal Project overlaps with the eastern portion of the study 
area—between Warburton Avenue and North Broadway—and expands eastward along 
Ashburton Avenue. This project will develop multiple new residential and mixed-use buildings. 
It is anticipated that this project will be complete by 2015. Also anticipated within the study area 
is the Ravine Avenue Urban Renewal Plan that will affect an area of Ravine Avenue between 
Trevor Park and Babcock Place. This project will be undertaken by the City and will introduce 
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new residential development to the area. These overlap with portions of the Alexander Street 
Master Plan study area. Therefore, the Ashburton Avenue Urban Renewal project and the 
Ravine Avenue Urban Renewal Plan could directly or indirectly affect historic resources within 
the study area through demolition or inappropriate alterations to historic resources or by altering 
the context of historic resources within the Proposed Project study area. Any impacts resulting 
from the Ashburton Avenue and Ravine Avenue Urban Renewal Plans will need to be addressed 
in the respective environmental impact statements for those plans. 

D. PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The Proposed Action would involve the development of a mixed-use building on Development 
Parcel K and could disturb potential archaeological resources. As described above under 
Existing Conditions, this site was previously identified in the 1998 Yonkers Downtown 
Waterfront Master Plan FGEIS as sensitive for potential archaeological deposits, including 
Native American remains and backyard deposits associated with the residences that occupied 
this site prior to the introduction of municipal water (pre-1876) in Yonkers. Therefore, prior to 
any work commencing on Development Parcel K, and in accordance with the recommendations 
outlined in the Phase 1A archaeological study for the 1998 FGEIS, the City of Yonkers would 
commit to either a program of sub-surface testing, or would ensure that the developer of this 
archaeologically sensitive site prepares the archaeological testing. The goal of any such testing 
would be to determine the presence or absence of archaeological deposits in the locations 
identified as sensitive, to assess their significance, and to ensure that appropriate steps, including 
submission of the archaeological study to OPRHP and implementation of any mitigation 
measures, if required, are undertaken in consultation with OPRHP, to avoid adverse impacts to 
potential archaeological resources on this archaeologically sensitive site.  

As described under Existing Conditions and as shown on Figure 12-2, portions of the Master 
Plan Area could be potentially archaeologically sensitive. These sensitive areas include all or 
portions of Development Parcels M, L, and J, and the northeastern most corner of Parcel I, as 
well as the narrow Hudson River shoreline strip extending between Development Parcels J and 
N (where the connecting causeway is proposed). Sensitivity in these areas could include the 
potential for Native American artifacts in areas east of the ROW that are fast (original) land, 
19th century landfill technology in areas west of the ROW filled before the 1880s, and domestic 
features associated with a residential dwelling south of Point Street. Therefore, prior to any work 
commencing in these sensitive areas, any developer of a potentially sensitive site will be 
required to prepare the archaeological study. The goal of the any such study would be to 
determine potential archaeological sensitivity and to ensure that appropriate steps, including 
submission of the archaeological study to OPRHP and implementation of any mitigation 
measures, if required, are undertaken in consultation with OPRHP, to avoid adverse impacts to 
potential archaeological resources on any of the potentially sensitive sites.  

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES 

MASTER PLAN AREA 

The Proposed Action would remove most of the buildings in the Master Plan Area and replace 
them with public open space, roadways and streetscapes, and new buildings that would range in 
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height up to 30 stories. The known and potential historic resources in the Master Plan Area—the 
North Yonkers Pumping Station, the City Jail building, the Glenwood Train Station, the 
Glenwood Power Station, Trevor Mansion, the Otis Elevator building (1927), and the Beczak 
Center—would be retained in the Master Plan Area, although several are expected to be 
modified as a result of the Proposed Action.  

The Proposed Action would involve the renovation and adaptive use of two historic resources in 
the Master Plan Area: the City Jail building and the Glenwood Power Station. The City Jail 
building at 24 Alexander Street is envisioned as a potential adaptive reuse for commercial and 
restaurant uses, potentially with a pedestrian “fly-over” walkway connecting it to the north end 
of Metro-North’s Yonkers Train Station platform immediately to its rear. As such, this historic 
resource is expected to house automated ticket kiosks and commuter and neighborhood 
convenience amenities, such as coffee shop, newsstand, and restaurant. All such work would be 
required to follow the Secretary of the Interior’s standards for rehabilitation and would be 
reviewed and approved by the Yonkers Preservation Board in consultation with OPRHP prior to 
beginning any work on this historic resource.  

The Proposed Action would also involve the renovation and adaptive use of the Glenwood 
Power Station at the southern end of JFK Marina Park. This potential historic resource is 
currently empty and abandoned. The Proposed Action involves converting this building from a 
hulking shell into a thriving residential and commercial building. As with the proposed 
alterations to the City Jail building, the developer proposing work on the Glenwood Power 
Station would be required to follow the Secretary of the Interior’s standards for rehabilitation 
and plans would be reviewed and approved by the Yonkers Preservation Board in consultation 
with OPRHP prior to beginning any work on this building.  

The Proposed Action may also affect the historic Metro-North Glenwood Train Station. A 
pedestrian link between the Glenwood Power Station and Glenwood Train Station is 
contemplated. Although final design plans for the adaptive use of the City Jail and the Glenwood 
Power Station, as well as a potential pedestrian link to the Glenwood Train Station are not 
known at this time, alterations are expected to be compatible with the buildings’ historic features 
and materials. Developers proposing any alterations to the Glenwood Train Station would also 
be required to follow the Secretary of the Interior’s standards for rehabilitation, and plans would 
be reviewed and approved by the Yonkers Preservation Board in consultation with OPRHP prior 
to beginning any work on these historic resources. Therefore, it is not anticipated that the 
Proposed Action would result in any adverse impacts to this historic resource.  

The residential tower proposed for the Development Parcel at the Glenwood Power Station, 
immediately adjacent to JFK Marina Park, and the residential and commercial buildings 
proposed for Parcels A and B are located close enough (within 100 feet of proposed construction 
activities) to the North Yonkers Pump Station and the Yonkers Jail to potentially cause 
inadvertent construction-related impacts from construction. These could include ground-borne 
construction-period vibrations, falling debris, and damage from heavy machinery.1 In order to 
avoid adverse physical impacts to these historic resources2, any developers of these parcels 
would be required to prepare Construction Protection Plans (CPPs) for these buildings. The 

                                                      
1 A distance of approximately 100 feet is generally considered sufficient by OPRHP to account for 

construction related impacts on historic buildings.  
2 A Yonkers landmark designation determination is pending for the Glenwood Power Station.  
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CPPs would be developed in consultation with OPRHP and implemented to avoid damage to 
these historic structures resulting from project demolition and construction. It is not expected 
that the Proposed Action would have adverse physical effects on any of the other historic 
resources in the Master Plan Area, as they are located beyond the area of potential physical 
impacts for construction activities.  

The Proposed Action would not adversely impact the Hudson River Museum as the portion of 
the Master Plan Area immediately west of this historic resource would primarily be developed 
with a marina and enhanced park facilities that would not alter the context of this historic 
resource or significantly obstruct views of the Hudson River or the Palisades. 

The proposed residential building at the Glenwood Power Station site would alter views of the 
historic Station, and the Glenwood Power Station’s most prominent features—its smokestacks—
would be expected to be removed as a result of the residential construction. As a result, this 
change is expected to result in adverse impacts to this historic structure. In addition, although the 
proposed residential building would be visible from other parts of the Master Plan Area, it would 
be located near other tall features in this section of the Master Plan Area, including the existing 
22-story residential tower on Glenwood Avenue. Although it would add a tall structure to the 
viewshed from Trevor Manor, existing views from this historic resource already include tall 
structures such as the Glenwood Power Station’s smokestacks and the existing 22-story 
residential tower south of Trevor Park. Further, the visibility of these resources would be 
partially obscured by the tall, dense trees along the southern boundary of Trevor Park. 

The area east of Development Parcel K may be developed as i.park Metro Center. As currently 
envisioned, i.park Metro Center would include a new, 46,000-sf building and 49,600-sf of space 
within a portion of the 1927 Otis Elevator building. The new building of the i.park Metro Center 
project may be built adjacent to the 1927 Otis Elevator building and could potentially cause 
inadvertent construction-related impacts. These could include ground-borne construction-period 
vibrations, falling debris, and damage from heavy machinery, as described above. In order to 
avoid adverse physical impacts to this potential historic resource, the developer for this parcel 
will be required to prepare a CPP for this building. The CPP would be developed in consultation 
with OPRHP and implemented to avoid damage to this historic structure resulting from project 
construction.  

The Proposed Action’s introduction of new buildings, most of which would be high-rise 
residential and commercial buildings, would change the surroundings of the historic resources in 
the Master Plan Area. Although the proposed buildings would be significantly taller than the 
historic resources in the Master Plan Area, the context of these historic resources would not be 
adversely affected as there is no meaningful historic context between the historic resources and 
the warehouses, industrial buildings, and surface parking lots which would be removed as a 
result of the Proposed Action. Furthermore, it is expected that the development of residential and 
commercial buildings and public open space along the waterfront would enliven the area. 
Further, apart from the adaptive use projects identified above (e.g., reuse of the City Jail and the 
Glenwood Power Station buildings, and the potential reuse of a portion of the 1927 Otis Elevator 
building) and the ongoing improvement work on the Hudson River Museum, the remaining 
historic resources in the Master Plan Area—the North Yonkers Pumping Station and the Beczak 
Center—would remain physically unaltered by the Proposed Action.   
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STUDY AREA 

There are no historic resources in the study area within 100 feet of the Master Plan Area, 
therefore, there would be no physical impacts to these historic resources. 

The Proposed Action would change the context of the historic resources in the study area by 
adding new buildings to the study area that is generally characterized by small, older residential 
and commercial buildings. Since the Proposed Action would enliven and revitalize the 
waterfront through the introduction of new residential and commercial buildings and new open 
space, it is not anticipated that these changes would be adverse.  

One of the most prominent historic resources in the study area is the Palisades Interstate Park 
that lines the west bank of the Hudson River, approximately 0.6 miles away. Although several 
known and potential historic resources in the study area face the Master Plan Area and have 
views of the Palisades, most existing views from other historic resources in the study area 
toward the Palisades are limited to historic resources at higher elevations and along east-west 
streets. With the Proposed Action, it is anticipated that some views of the Palisades from historic 
resources in the study area would be altered and obstructed, while other views would remain 
largely unchanged. Therefore, it is not expected that the Proposed Action would have an adverse 
impact on this historic resource.  

Another prominent historic resource in the study area is Philipse Manor Hall. Although some 
views from Philipse Manor Hall to the north and northwest would be changed by the 
introduction of multiple tall buildings, the Proposed Action would not constitute an adverse 
impact on Philipse Manor Hall. This resource already exists in an urban setting surrounded by a 
variety of buildings of different ages, heights, and massing. Further, the most prominent views of 
Philipse Manor Hall are from the south, east, and west and these views would be maintained.  

Although the context of some of the other known and potential historic resources in the study 
area would change with the Proposed Action, the Proposed Action would overall enhance the 
character of the Yonkers waterfront by providing new amenities and waterfront access to an area 
that where such resources are limited. Therefore, it is not anticipated that the Proposed Action 
would adversely impact other historic resources in the study area.  

Overall, the Proposed Action would contribute to the ongoing revitalization of downtown 
Yonkers and its waterfront, creating a more attractive and active atmosphere in which to 
experience the waterfront area and the area’s historic resources.  

CONCLUSIONS 

As described above, the site north of Wells Avenue, east of the Metro-North ROW, was 
previously determined to be sensitive for possible buried Native American remains and backyard 
deposits associated with the residences constructed prior to the introduction of municipal water. 
This site comprises Development Parcel K of the Proposed Action. It is expected that this site 
will be developed with an 18-story building and a two-story building, and could disturb potential 
archaeological resources. Therefore, a program of sub-surface testing should be conducted by 
the developer proposing these improvements. The objectives should be to determine the 
presence or absence of archaeological deposits in the locations identified as sensitive and to 
assess their significance. Other locations in the Master Plan Area have been identified as 
requiring archaeological study. To avoid adverse impacts on archaeological resources, the 
individual developers proposing construction on these sites will be required to commit to 
retaining a professional archaeologist to prepare archaeological assessments for those sites that 
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have been cited as warranting addition study. The individual developers would also be required 
to further commit to ensuring that the archaeological assessments for Development Parcel K 
and/or the other flagged sites are submitted to the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation 
and Historic Preservation (OPRHP), and that if any mitigation measures are warranted that they 
be undertaken in consultation with OPRHP.  

Although the Proposed Action would introduce multiple buildings of heights greater than 
existing buildings to the Master Plan Area and study area, it is not anticipated that these changes 
would result in significant adverse impacts to historic resources. The Proposed Action would 
transform the waterfront area west of the Metro-North tracks between Wells Avenue and JFK 
Memorial Drive from a largely abandoned industrial area characterized by warehouse buildings, 
vacant parcels, and surface parking into a lively residential and commercial neighborhood with 
publicly accessible waterfront destinations and enhanced public parks. These improvements 
would enhance the context and accessibility of the historic resources in the Master Plan Area. 
Although the proposed buildings and residential towers would be visible from several areas 
within the study area, it is not anticipated that they would have an adverse effect on historic 
resources.  

 

12/6/07 12-18  


	Chapter 12:  Cultural Resources

