
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 

 

A Failure of Policy: the Abandonment of Arlington School 
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Top, A 1930 view of Arlington School, ca. 1898, William B. Ittnerõs first project as 
Commissioner of School buildings. Bottom, a recent view of the vacant and heavily 
vandalized school building.  
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Statement on the St. Louis Public Schools Facilities Management Plan 
 

Adopted by the Board of Directors of Landmarks Association of St. Louis, Inc, January 15, 2009. 
 

Landmarks Association of St. Louis strongly urges the Special Administrative 

Board and the St. Louis Public Schools to include sensible provisions for historic 

preservation in the Facilities Management Plan that it will adopt early this year.  

The majority of schools in the St. Louis Public Schools' inventory are historic 

buildings that are among the finest in the country, and they deserve our careful 

stewardship.  We acknowledge that closures are necessary in order to responsibly 

advance the mission of the school district.  However, this does not necessarily 

mandate a sacrifice of these fine buildings to neglect, demolition or inappropriate 

alterations.  

 

The historic schools of the district represent a nationally recognized contribution to 

the design of academic facilities.   Buildings designed by district architects August 

Kirchner, William B. Ittner and Rockwell Milligan resolved age-old problems of 

light, ventilation, circulation and space in educational architecture.  These schools 

are pleasant, humane environments suitable to the purpose of public education.  

One of the most remarkable features of the schools is that they are as suitable for 

contemporary needs as they were for past ones.   

 

Schools also provide neighborhoods with irreplaceable institutional and architectural anchors.  The buildings are sources of student and 

neighborhood pride, demonstrate the important role of education in our communities, and serve as cornerstones for neighborhood renewal.  

Furthermore, the district's continued use of these buildings has conserved the energy resources that would have gone into demolition and new 

construction.  The district's historic schools truly are gifts from our ancestors that we cannot afford to squander. 
 

Recent Background 
 

In 1988, Landmarks Association surveyed the entire inventory of district schools built before 1938.  Landmarks identified 110 district build-

ings with architectural significance, of which at least seven have since been demolished and many more have been sold.  Subsequently, Land-

marks developed and listed the St. Louis Public Schools of William B. Ittner Multiple Property Documentation Form to streamline listing these 

important schools on the National Register of Historic Places.  Under that document or individually, 25 historic schools built by the district are 

now listed in the National Register of Historic Places.  Most of the designations have gone to decommissioned schools that have been adapted 

to new uses, however. 
 

In 1989, Landmarks Association and the St. Louis chapter of the American Institute of Architects  forged a unique partnership with the St. 

Louis Public Schools during its $200 million Capital Improvement Program.  Working with the district and its architects, Landmarks' staff and 

board members and architects from the AIA chapter advised the district on maintenance and replacement of windows, renovation work and 

new additions to historic schools.  The results of this collaboration ensured that needs of the district were met while the integrity of the schools 

was maintained.  Much of the historic rehabilitation work, especially decisions to save or replicate wooden windows, actually led to cost re-

ductions.  Most of the district's current historic schools have had massive investment and total lead abatement within the last 25 years due to 

the Capital Improvement Program, a fact that must be remembered today.   
 

Rounds of school closings that occurred in 1993, 1996, 2003 and 2007 have left mixed results.  Some schools closed in prior rounds remain 

vacant, and some have experienced heavy deterioration and vandalism.  Many that are now rehabilitated, like Franklin School and Grant 

School, were abandoned for nearly a decade before developers purchased them.  In 2003, the district nearly sold the historic Theresa School to 

a developer who planned to demolish it.  Landmarks Association worked with members of the Board of Education to reverse that decision and 

find a new buyer that has rehabilitated the school into housing.   Because of this incident, the Board adopted a policy preventing sale of closed 

schools to any party that would demolish them.   
 

Unfortunately, the five schools closed in 2007 remain vacant.  While developers have found creative uses for closed schools, the district has 

not always been prompt in selling closed schools and large waves of closures can overwhelm the market demand for reuse projects.  Currently, 

the district needs to reduce the number of schools while upgrading technology and improving educational results.  None of the district's needs 

preclude continued use of historic schools.  In fact, maintenance of historic schools already in use offers the district the chance to reduce capi-

tal expenditures on buildings and instead invest funds in technology, supplies and personnel. 
 

Recommendations 
 

 Landmarks Association recommends that the SAB include the following principles in the final facilities management plan: 
 

Historic Preservation 

1. That the District not demolish any school identified as historically or architecturally significant in Landmarksô 1988 schools survey; 
 

2.  That the District place all eligible schools in the National Register of Historic Places to recognize their significance and to ensure demoli-

tion review under municipal ordinance; 

(Continued on page 4) 

Built in 1895 according to designs of Kirchner and Ittner, the 
òmothballedó Harrison School at 4163 Green Lea Place. 



Work continues on the acquisition and 

preservation of Sugarloaf Mound.  In 

late December, Landmarks Research 

Associate Andrew Weil met with a 

broad coalition of interested parties 

inc lud ing Congressman Russ 

Carnahan, Jim Gray (Principal Chief 

of the Osage Nation), Osage Elder/

scholar Charles Red Corn, the Great 

Rivers Greenway District as well as 

representatives of state and local gov-

ernments to discuss the future of the 

mound.   

The coalition is exploring several vi-

able options and hopes to arrive at a 

solution in a matter of weeks.  It 

should be noted that Landmarks is 

currently holding a generous gift of 

$5,000 that was donated toward the 

acquisition of the mound by the Ar-

SUGARLOAF  M OUND  U PDATE  Chuck Berry House 
Listed in Register 
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3. That the District make all changes or additions to buildings 

(especially those included in the 1988 schools survey) respectful of 

defining architectural features and landscaped settings; 
 

4.  That the District obtain detailed bids from qualified contractors and 

architects with historic renovation work experience when evaluating the 

cost of retaining existing buildings, to avoid the assumption that reno-

vating historic schools necessarily costs more than building new 

schools; 
 

5. That the District consult with design professionals experienced in 

historic renovation work when making plans to renovate any existing 

schools included in the 1988 survey; 
 

6. That the District develop, in concert with preservation consultants, a 

realistic maintenance plan for all the historic school buildings and incor-

porate them into a capital funding plan with rigorous follow through; 

 

School Closures 

 

1. That the District consider leasing schools to public or private entities as an alternative to sale; 

 

2. That the District include in all sales contracts a clause forbidding demolition of schools included in the 1988 survey; 

 

3. That the District reverse its policy of forbidding sales to charter schools or other educational entities, since such sale is preferable to aban-

donment or demolition; 

 

4.  That the District make every attempt to sell or lease buildings and avoid mothballing buildings, for the sake of neighborhood stabilization;  

 

5. That the District properly secure and monitor any historic school closed but retained for future use. 

 

SPLS Management Plan (Continued from page 3) 

chaeological Research Center of St. 

Louis.  As work progresses toward final-

izing a plan for Sugarloaf, Weil is work-

ing with the St. Louis Cultural Resources 

Office to draft an ordinance declaring 

Sugarloaf Mound a City Landmark. 

Historic Adams Elementary school closed in the 1993 round of closures.  In 1999, 
after extensive rehabilitation and construction of a major addition, the school re-
opened as a combined elementary school and community center for the Forest Park 
Southeast neighborhood. The elected School Board is advocating just this type of 
combined use and creative solutions for SLPS buildings. 

Touring the mound on Dec. 29 (from left), Alderman 
Craig Schmid, Congressman Russ Carnahan, Osage Chief 
Jim Gray, Osage Historic Preservation Officer Dr. Andrea 
Hunter. (Photo courtesy Congressman Carnahanõs office)  

On December 12, 2008, the Chuck 

Berry House was formally listed in the 

National Register of Historic Places. 

Compiled by Landmarks staff member 

Lindsey Derrington, the nomination 

initially met with resistance from the 

National Park service because Berry 

was still performing. Fortunately, Fed-

eral reviewers ultimately recognized 

Berryôs significant contributions to 

and impact on the course of popular 

music around the world.  

 



PAGE 5 LANDMARKS LETTER 

public meetings, largely attended by UCSD parents. The architec-

tural firm Bond Wolfe of Clayton led the two meetings concerned 

with developing a plan for the systemôs school buildings. While at 

the height of student enrollment the district ran ten elementary 

schools, two middle schools, and a single high school, today it con-

sists of six elementary schools, a single middle school, and the high 

school. The architects offered seven hypothetical plans for whittling 

down this number even further, citing building conditions, site lay-

out and property size, interior layout, and state standards as criteria 

for evaluation (Bond Wolfe specifically stated that educational 

success was not a factor).   

Four of the schools in question were designed by Ittner himself. 

Delmar-Harvard Elementary consists of two joined buildings con-

structed in 1913 and 1920, the former of which was the first built by 

the newly-founded district. Completed in 1920, Pershing Elemen-

tary was named for the recently victorious General John J. Pershing, 

head of the American Expeditionary Force in World War I, who 

presided at the laying of its cornerstone. Nathaniel Hawthorne Ele-

mentary was completed in 1931, and Jackson Park Elementary 

opened the following year. William B. Ittner Inc. is responsible for 

the 1951 design for Barbara C. Jordan (originally Daniel Boone) 

Elementary and the 1955 design for Brittany Woods Middle. Flynn 

Park Elementary was designed by Ferrand & Fitch, the firm of then-

head of Washington Universityôs School of Architecture, and built 

in two phases in 1924 and 1926. University City High, the districtôs 

crown jewel, was designed by Trueblood & Graf in 1930 with Fer-

rand & Fitch returning as associated architects. (Today Delmar-

Harvard is part of a local historic district, while Jackson Park and 

University City High are part of the University City Education Na-

tional Historic District). 

Each of Bond Wolfeôs plans entailed closing at least two elemen-

tary schools, and all but one involved the demolition and replace-

ment of at least two more. The option which suggested closing two 

elementary schools and renovating the remaining four was not in-

cluded in the three proposals recommended by the architects as best 

for the district. Of these, the plan which the UCSD school board 

unanimously approved on December 16th calls for the closing of 

Nathaniel Hawthorne and Delmar-Harvard, the demolition and 

replacement of Pershing and Barbara C. Jordan, and extensive reno-

vations and additions to Flynn Park, Jackson Park, Brittany Woods, 

and University City High. 

The architectsô two least expensive options were the plan adopted 

by the UCSD board ($56.9 million), and the preservation-oriented 

one which called for the retention and rehabilitation of four schools 

($57 million). Compared to alternative plans which ranged in price 

up to $71 million, the cost difference is negligible. So why the need 

for demolition? 

U City School Closures (Continued from page 1) 

Bond Wolfe relied heavily on what they termed ñstate standardsò to 

make the case for the additions and Pershing and Barbara C. Jor-

danôs obsolescence. The firm cited DESE (Department of Elemen-

tary and Secondary Education) and MSIP (Missouri School Im-

provement Plan) requirements as major deterrents to preservation. 

Yet DESE offers general recommendations, not mandatory stan-

dards, dealing with square footages (for cafeterias, libraries, etc). 

MSIP only requires that ñfacilities are healthful, adequate in size, 

clean, well-maintained, and appropriate to house the educational 

programs of the district,ò and that the numbers of students in a 

given class range from 20 to 25. Class sizes in each of the districtôs 

schools already fall within this range and will remain so even after 

new ones are built and old ones added-upon. None of the schools 

have been found to pose threats to studentsô health. 

Indeed, the chosen plan is predicated on misleading information 

and guided more towards vamping up the ancillary facilities of the 

districtôs schools than remedying buildings which actively inhibit 

studentsô abilities to learn. New cafeterias, gymnasiums, and media 

centers appear to be the focus - for example, Bond Wolfeôs presen-

tation features images of flashy libraries which look something like 

the childrenôs area in Borders bookstores. These upgrades seem 

rather cosmetic in the grand scheme of improving student perform-

ance yet their impact upon the UCSDôs building stock will be im-

measurable. Major alterations could severely degrade the architec-

tural integrity of those schools which will remain. Pershing and 

Barbara C. Jordan are slated for demolition primarily because of 

their purported inability to accommodate the new construction. 

The implementation of the Destiny U. City Schools plan is contin-

gent upon the passage of a $53 million bond issue this April. 

Though declining enrollment and financial difficulties understanda-

bly lead to school closings, hopefully the UCSD will ensure that 

Delmar-Harvard and Nathaniel Hawthorne go to responsible buy-

ers. As for those schools scheduled to receive major additions, it is 

of the utmost importance that new construction is sensitive in scale 

and materials to their historic designs (which will likely require 

firm community input: recent plans for additions to the Maplewood-

Richmond Heights High School involved removing major sections 

of the 1929 Ittner design and site plan, and were only deflected 

through the dedicated work of local advocates such as Doug 

Houser). As for Pershing and Barbara C. Jordan, their architecture 

closely mirrors that of their surrounding neighborhoods in a manner 

their replacements could never hope to achieve. 

The methods and motivations behind this rather destructive, though 

well-meaning, plan may be harbingers of things to come for the St. 

Louis Public Schools as they seek to restructure in the coming year. 

The Special Administrative Boardôs Richard Gaines has stated that 

the districtôs plan may include demolitions; we need to look to the 

example set in University City to anticipate what arguments may be 

used against preservation, and to what end. 

Lindsey Derrington, Researcher  

Barbara C. Jordan 
Elementary School at 
1500 N. 82nd Blvd. 
is also slated for 
demolition. Its pat-
terned brickwork and 
subtle mid-century 
influences make it an 
integral part of the 
surrounding post-war 
neighborhood. 

Nathaniel Hawthorne 
Elementary at 1351 
N. Hanley Road will 
likely be closed.  The 
UCSD cited the build-
ing's size, the need for 
tuck pointing, and the 
necessity for addi-
tions as some reasons 
for doing so.  


