
At its meeting on January 29, 

2009, the Special Administra-

tive Board (SAB) of the St. 

Louis Public Schools (SLPS) 

will review a draft Facilities 

Management Plan for the dis-

trict's inventory of buildings.  

Prepared by consultants MGT 

of America, Inc., the plan will 

be the blueprint for school 

consolidation, maintenance, 

renovation and closure for the 

near future.  All parties expect 

the plan to make specific rec-

ommendations for another 

wave of school closures.  The 

District forecasts shrinking 

enrollment and a need to re-

duce the number of active 

buildings.   
 

Since any plan for closure or 

maintenance for this District 

will involve historic buildings, 

Landmarks Association has 

been monitoring the facilities 

management plan from the 

start.  The announcement of 

the planning process was a red 

flag to local preservationists.  

Our staff and board members 

have attended public meetings 

and lobbied district officials to 
advocate for placing a strong 

preservation component in the 

plan.  Hopefully, in months 

ahead we will be working 

St. Louis Public Schools Facilities  

Management Plan: A Red Flag for Preservation? 

DEMOLITIONS  & C LOSINGS SWEEP U. CITY  SCHOOLS  

The school buildings of the 

University City School District 

(UCSD) are close cousins of 

those of the St. Louis Public 

Schools. Built from the 1910s 

to the 1950s, all but three were 

designed by either William B. 

Ittner or his successor firm. 

They span a wide range of 

styles from Tudor, Georgian, 

and Italian Renaissance Reviv-

als to Art Deco and mid-

century modern, making them 

one of the most unique collec-

tions of schools in the metro-

politan area. Unfortunately, 

like those of the SLPS, they 

are currently the subject of a 

major facilitiesô overhaul 
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cooperatively with the SAB to 

forge a facilities plan that all 

can support. 
 

On page 3 of this issue of the 

Landmarks Letter, readers will 

find a position statement on the 

facilities management plan re-

cently adopted by our board.  
 

Michael R. Allen,  

Assistant Director 
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Left, the 1908 
Carr School, 
designed by  
William B. Ittner. 
Abandoned and 
deteriorated, this 
school still retains 
many decorative 
elements, includ-
ing colorful tiles 
and intricate 
mosaics.  

which threatens the existence of 

some, and the architectural 

integrity of others.  

In an attempt to counter declin-

ing enrollment and a number of 

other woes, last summer the 

UCSD kicked off its Destina-

tion U. City Schools program to 

address matters of student 

achievement, facilities, family/

community involvement, and 

finances. From July to Novem-

ber the district held a series of 

(Continued on page 5) 

Pershing Elementary, 
6751 Bartmer Ave-
nue, is slated for 
demolition and re-
placement. WWI 
General John J. Per-
shing himself was 
present at the laying 
of its cornerstone in 
December 1919. 

A Special Edition Focusing on the Future of Area Public Schools 



The story of William Ittnerôs Arlington School begins with turmoil in 

the St. Louis public school system at the turn of the 20th century; 

unfortunately, it may end in the midst of a similar situation at the 

turn of the 21st.  This is a cautionary tale that illustrates the sad fate 

that may await many school buildings if they are closed with  no 

provisions for preservation or redevelopment. 
 

In the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the St. Louis public school 

system enjoyed national and even international prominence. Initially 

recognized for the pioneering teaching philosophies of William Tor-

rey Harris and Susan Blow, it later came to be known for the excep-

tional, state-of-the-art facilities designed by architect William B. 

Ittner.  Things werenôt always perfect however.  On March 23, 1897, 

the Missouri State Legislature took steps to solve problems of politi-

cal infighting and inefficiency that had plagued the St. Louis Public 

School Board for years, disbanding the problematic Board and call-

ing for the election of a replacement. On June 22, the new Board 

chose architect William B. Ittner, FAIA, as Commissioner of School 

Buildings.  Desiring swift action to fix the problems the board had 

left to fester, Ittner was handed a list of projects in need of immediate 

attention.  Arranged in order of urgency, the list called for the con-

struction of twelve new schools and additions. Ittnerôs first task was 

an expansion of Arlington School at 1617 Bard Avenue.   

Ittner designed Arlington around an earlier eight-room school in the 

winter of 1898, just months after his appointment.  Though Arlington 

contains an earlier building constructed in stages by architects Tho-

mas Furlong, Charles Ramsey, and August Kirchner, Ittnerôs 1898 

reconstruction and expansion absorbed the buildingôs earlier form 

entirely.  Ittner altered the appearance and organization of the school 

from a typical square, two-story block (a form dictated by long-

standing Board policy), to a forward-thinking design that would 

prove to be the first step on his path to national prominence.  

Through his re-invention of Arlington, Ittner gave voice to his early 

ideas regarding the specialized form and function of  school design.  

Though Monroe, Elliot, Jackson and Sherman Schools are often cited 

as Ittnerôs first major works in St. Louis, it appears that Arlington 

actually belongs at the top of the list. All five schools are H-plan 

buildings that Ittner began constructing in 1898. Arlingtonôs building 

permit was issued in March of 1898, predating the other schools.  

Ittnerôs design for Arlington was a clear and substantial step toward a 

classic H-plan building and it can be regarded as the experiment that 

created and tested a functional H-plan prototype. This unique plan 

gained rapid recognition in architectural circles and three years later 

was featured in Edmund Wheelwrightôs seminal 1901 work School 

Architecture.  

Shamefully, Arlington School has been vacant since it closed in 

1993; the SLPS waited a full decade after closure to put the building 

on the market.  While Arlington was initially boarded up, it was not 

adequately monitored or maintained.  The building was quickly ac-

cessed by vandals and vagrants.  Interior finishes were smashed,  

nearly all of the terra cotta lion heads which once graced the cornice 

were chiseled off by thieves, windows were broken, and some of the 

flashing, pipes, and wiring were stolen.  What had once been a thriv-

ing neighborhood school and an important work by a world re-

nowned architect is now a shadow of its former self.  

Following a decade of vandalism and neglect, the SLPS decided to 

offer the damaged (aka ñmothballedò) building at the bargain price of 

$100,000; a year later it sold to a Chicago-based holding company 

for just a quarter of that price.  Unfortunately, this absentee owner 

has treated the building with the same indifference. No regard has 

been given to securing the building and no thought given to the 

impact that its vacant and accessible presence has on the surround-

ing neighborhood.  It continues to serve as a haven for vandals and 

is a perennial ñproblem propertyò with the Citizenôs Service Bu-

reau. Reports against it range from ñunsecured vacant building,ò to 

ñapprehension of stray animals.ò  

Arlingtonôs future brightened briefly in 2007 when Alderman Jef-

frey Boyd asked Landmarks Association to prepare a National Reg-

ister nomination of the property.  Boyd hoped that the availability 

of rehabilitation tax credits would spur re-development after some 

interest in acquisition of the building was shown by a neighboring 

church. To date, the owners of the property have opted not to sell 

and Arlington remains vacant and deteriorating.  When I photo-

graphed the school during the nomination process in late 2007, an 

elderly woman who lived across the street in a home with an im-

maculately kept garden came out to speak with me.  Her property 

stood out in hopeful contrast with the many decaying buildings on 

the surrounding blocks.  She waved to me and eagerly asked if 

something was finally going to happen with the school.  All I could 

say was ñI donôt know, but I sincerely hope so.ò 

Andrew Weil, Research Associate 
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Commissioner of School buildings. Bottom, a recent view of the vacant and heavily 
vandalized school building.  


