
P
arkw

ay Su
b

co
rrid

o
r 

 I-64 Environmental Impact Statement
PLAN AND PROFILE

Plate P8 - (Parkway Alternative 1 Plate2 )  Sta. 1091+60 to Sta. 1133+30



 CONSTRUCTION 
 

 ALTERNATIVES 
Grade & Drain Base & Surface Bridge Miscellaneous 

 

TOTAL 
CONSTRUCTION 

RIGHT-OF-WAY  TOTAL 

                         

 No - Build   $0 $1,123,006 $2,246,013 $673,885 $4,042,900 $0 $4,042,900 Spoede 
  

  
   Option 1   $4,731,650 $10,183,510 $9,048,974 $6,319,499 $30,283,633 $3,128,500 $33,412,133 

                      

 No-Build   $0 $1,123,006 $2,246,013 $673,885 $4,042,900 $0 $4,042,900 Lindbergh 
  

  
   Option 1   $6,238,939 $8,956,090 $13,213,116 $6,359,672 $34,767,817 $2,794,000 $37,561,817 

                      

 No - Build   $0 $1,123,006 $2,246,013 $673,885 $4,042,900 $0 $4,042,900 Clayton / Warson 
  

  
   Option 1   $2,977,220 $10,697,468 $20,412,945 $6,330,162 $40,417,795 $1,153,000 $41,570,795 

                      

 No - Build   $0 $1,123,006 $2,246,013 $673,885 $4,042,900 $0 $4,042,900 

G
R
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N

W
A
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McKnight 
  

  
   Option 1   $6,146,010 $8,967,015 $11,774,068 $6,466,967 $33,354,060 $2,830,500 $36,184,560 

         Preferred Greenway Subcorridor subtotal (rounded) = $ 148,730,000 

 No - Build   $0 $4,158,333 $8,316,665 $2,495,299 $14,968,800 $0 $14,968,800 

 Option 2   $21,544,977 $14,736,415 $162,337,949 $24,046,090 $222,665,431 $46,210,000 $268,875,431 

 Option 3  $24,942,831 $16,579,485 $108,983,394 $24,727,281 $175,232,991 $50,452,584 $225,685,575 

 Option 2a   $19,038,112 $14,451,518 $166,928,766 $24,175,050 $224,593,446 $41,070,000 $265,663,446 

I-170 / Brentwood 
  
  
  
  

  
  
  
  
   Option 3a   $19,431,831 $16,999,224 $117,225,037 $22,026,556 $175,687,648 $41,300,000 $216,987,648 

                     

 No -Build   $0 $1,386,111  $2,772,222 $831,766 $4,989,600 $0 $4,989,600 

TH
R

U
W

A
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Big Bend / Bellevue 
  

  
   Option 1a   $9,342,186 $8,586,542 $17,980,246 $7,026,554 $42,935,528 $13,787,000 $56,722,528 

               Preferred Thruway Subcorridor subtotal (rounded) =   $282,410,000 

 No - Build   $0 $1,654,632 $3,309,265 $992,898 $5,956,200 $0 $5,956,200 

 Option 1   $5,360,905 $8,101,745 $9,665,855 $6,653,324 $29,781,829 $4,024,033 $33,805,862 
McCausland 
  
  

  
  
   Option 2   $4,736,158 $7,590,055 $8,554,245 $6,267,309 $27,147,767 $3,634,033 $30,781,800 

                      

 No - Build   $0 $1,654,632 $3,309,265 $992,898 $5,956,200 $0 $5,956,200 Hampton 
  

  
    Option 1   $5,575,504 $12,189,026 $12,532,586 $7,049,648 $37,346,764 $1,536,033 $38,882,797 

                        

  No - Build   $0 $1,654,632 $3,309,265 $992,898 $5,956,200 $0 $5,956,200 

PA
R

K
W

A
Y 

Kingshighway   
    Option 1   $5,890,306 $12,807,299 $21,051,110 $8,993,425 $48,742,140 $2,659,934 $51,402,074 

    BOLD indicates Preferred Alternative.      Costs are in 2003 dollars Preferred Parkway Subcorridor subtotal (rounded) =  $121,070,000 
         Preferred Alternative grand total (rounded) = $552,210,000 
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APPENDIX E 

Cultural Resources 
 
A. Previous Investigations 
 

An archival search was performed in order to identify previously recorded cultural resources 
within 500 meters on either side of the existing I-64.  These previously recorded cultural 
resources included, but were not limited to, properties eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP), properties and districts determined eligible by the Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources (MDNR) State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) or by the City of St. 
Louis, architectural surveys, cultural resource management studies, archeological (historic and 
prehistoric) sites, bridges and tunnels, local landmarks, cemeteries, cultural landscapes, mines, 
schools, churches, parks, hospitals, and other public facilities.  Specific themes, such as 
transportation issues, were pursued when encountered during the course of research.   
 
Several sources were consulted for the archival search.  Forms recording previously identified 
archeological sites submitted to the Archeological Survey of Missouri were reviewed.  The 
records of the SHPO in Jefferson City were also reviewed for content on previously recorded, as 
well as National Register eligible, archeology and architecture within the Interstate 64 study 
area.  The Missouri Department of Transportation Cultural Resource section was contacted in 
order to exchange information pertinent to the project and applicable bridge service ratings.  
Historical documentation regarding the general history of St. Louis and the study area from the 
Missouri Historical Society in St. Louis and the State Historical Society in Columbia was 
examined.  Archives were consulted from the City of St. Louis and St. Louis County Libraries 
and Mercantile Library, as well as from the libraries of Washington University, the University of 
Missouri, St. Louis University and the University of Wisconsin. 
 
1. ARCHEOLOGY 
 

The archival search revealed that very little archeological work has been performed within the 
Interstate 64 study area, with the exception of work conducted almost exclusively inside or 
immediately adjacent to Forest Park.  Only two archeological sites have been recorded and both 
are in Forest Park.   
 
Mounds were identified within the park near “Art Hill” during late 19th century.  Conant (1879) 
reported that “In Forest Park, a few miles west of the city, there is a small group of mounds 
which the park commissioners, I am happy to know, have resolved to preserve.”  Unfortunately, 
the mounds were destroyed during the modification of Forest Park for the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition (1904 World’s Fair).  Bushnell (1904) was able to excavate some of the mounds just 
prior to their removal.  The mounds were divided into two groups; nine mounds were situated 
within the River Des Peres bottoms and seven mounds were on the bluff top to the south.  He 
indicated that the upper group of mounds ranged in size from 24-55 feet in diameter and 2.8-3.5 
feet in height.  Bushnell excavated Mound B, reporting that: 

 

Near the centre, eight inches below the surface and extending well below the 
original surface, were the fragmentary remains of three human skeletons.  From 
the position of the bones it was apparent they had been disturbed after their 
original interment.  No objects were found in context with the bones, but in other 
parts of the mound, resting upon the original surface, were many fragments of 
pottery and small pieces of chipped chert.  No complete objects were discovered.  
Some charcoal was also found on the original surface. (Bushnell 1904:15)  
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Bushnell also excavated Mounds A, C, E, and F (D and G had been previously disturbed).  He 
discovered pottery shards and flaking debris, but no human remains.  Charcoal and ashes 
found in the center of Mound C, indicates that the area was used as a crematorium.  Cremated 
human remains are easily overlooked.  Since there is no adequate description of diagnostic 
artifacts, modern archaeologists cannot ascertain cultural affiliation. 
 
The World’s Fair Dump Site (23SL732) used after the closing of the 1904 World’s Fair is in a 
wooded location near Valley Drive, approximately a 50 x 50 meter area, half way between the 
back of the Art Museum and Skinker Road (Diaz-Granados 1989).  Over 5,000 artifacts were 
excavated from the site.  The majority were fragments of glass, ceramics, porcelain electrical 
insulators, electrical parts, metal, brick, vitrified pipe, staff, and high button shoes.  Only 26 
complete bottles, two coins, and buttons were recorded in their entirety.  
 
2. ARCHITECTURE 
 

Previously recorded architecture within the study area includes four individual properties listed 
on the NRHP, one National Register district, five bridges that were previously recorded during 
the survey for Clayton Fraser’s 1996 draft “Missouri Historic Bridge Inventory”, two Certified 
Local Government Districts, six churches, four schools, two residential properties, and one 
partially completed NRHP nomination for Forest Park.   
 
The Lambskin Temple, listed on the National Register in 1985, is located at 1054 South 
Kingshighway.  Constructed in 1927, it served as a Masonic Lodge, No. 460, AFAM.  The three 
story, rectangular plan building still maintains its original character with a steel frame, a concrete 
roof support system, and 12-inch bond brick cladding (Cameron 1985).  The large building 
contrasts with the residential nature of the surrounding neighborhood.  The building is significant 
under Criterion C because it represents the vanguard of Modernistic architecture.  
 
One property associated with Forest Park, within the study area, has been successfully placed 
on the NRHP.  Near the center of the park is the “Jewel Box”, also known as the St. Louis Floral 
Conservatory or the City of St. Louis Floral Display House.  Placed on the National Register in 
2000, the Art Deco style greenhouse with a stepped roof profile was designed in 1936 by the St. 
Louis City Director of Building, engineer William C.E. Becker.  It exhibits a series of flat, 
stepped, composition-covered wood roofs with glass curtain walls instead of more typical glass 
roofs of greenhouses (Longwisch and Mitchell 2000).  The building measures 144 feet by 55 
feet and is 50 feet high at the center.  The foundation consists of a rock faced ashlar laid with a 
dark mortar.   Rectangular, concrete reflecting pools flank the building.  
 
Forest Park’s Headquarters was designed in 1875 by the St. Louis architect James H. 
McNamara.  The 1½ story brick building was constructed in the Italianate/Second Empire style.  
It has a T-shaped plan, a rusticated stone foundation, red brick walls, and a green hexagon 
slate mansard roof.  All the windows are double hung with stone sills.  A five sided clapboard 
bay addition with Queen Anne style multi-paned windows and round arched fixed transoms was 
added to the first story.  Extensive alterations were completed in 1942 when an enclosed frame 
porch was added to the butler’s pantry.  These interior modifications were completed to provide 
living quarters for St. Louis Parks and Recreation Commissioner, Palmer B. Baumes.  The 
exterior of the building has undergone only minor alterations.  Listed on the National Register in 
1985, the building is significant under criterion C as it represents one of the best examples in St. 
Louis of the late Italianate Villa style, combining Italianate and Second Empire features.  It also 
represents one of the last remaining 19th century buildings for Forest Park (Stiritz and Toft 
1985). 
 
Also listed on the NRHP is the Dr. Samuel A. Bassett residence and office at 1200 Big Bend 
Boulevard in Richmond Heights.  The property was nominated in 1992 by Ted Frapoili.  Built in 
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1938, it represents two of the main expressions of modernism, Streamline Moderne and 
International Style.  It is constructed of brick with an irregular floor plan and a flat roof.  The 
lower story was used for Dr. Bassett’s office, with the upper two stories, which conform to the 
lots slope, serving as the residence. 
 
Five bridges, included in Fraser’s 1996 bridge inventory, are within the I-64 study area.  
Recorded by C. Fraser in 1996, bridge 260.03 routes traffic over the St. Louis Terminal Railway, 
which is now the St. Louis Metrolink.  Plans were developed for the bridge in 1910, but World 
War I and disagreements between the city and the railroad caused repeated delays.  Disputes 
were settled in 1925, the City of St. Louis signed a contract for $210,000.00 and the Terminal 
Railway signed an additional contract for $125,000.00.  The 378 x 50 foot bridge was completed 
in October of 1927.  It has a slightly arched girder profile and was constructed with concrete 
deck girder, abutments, wingwalls, deck, and spill-through piers.  The North St. Louis Business 
Mens Association dedicated the bridge in 1927 (Fraser 1996).  The other three bridges listed in 
Fraser’s inventory are K468, K854, and K861.  All are examples of concrete rigid frame 
construction, of which there are only seven examples recorded within the entire state of 
Missouri.  This structural type was originally designed and developed in Westchester County, 
New York in the early 1920s and many were funded through the New Deal’s Hayden-Cartwright 
Act.  These bridges were unique to federal relief projects and urban beautification (Fraser 
1996).  K468, a 61 x 36 foot bridge, carries Sarah Street traffic over I-64 and was constructed 
by the Powers Thompson Construction Company in 1935 for $15,051.40.  Bridge K854, which 
carries McKnight traffic over Interstate 64, has arched haunches at the girders and Art Moderne 
detailing on the piers.  A $55,180.90 construction contract was awarded to the Akinson-Windle 
Company in 1940. Over I-64 at McCutcheon is bridge K861, which has four girder ribs with 
arched haunches that are doweled into the abutments and columns.  The contract for the bridge 
was awarded to the Isreal Brothers, for $74,136.00 in 1944 and was completed a year later. 
 
During Fraser’s 1996 bridge inventory, he also identified the I-64 bridge that crosses over at the 
Clayton-Warson interchange (K795R).  Built in 1940, the bridge is constructed as a steel 
stringer.  Economically built from easily obtainable materials, stringer construction began in the 
late 1890s, but picked up considerably after the turn of the 20th century. By the time the Missouri 
State Highway Department (MSHD) in the early 1920s, stringer bridges were widely accepted 
as a construction technique, and continue to be constructed up to the present day (Fraser 
1996).  The bridge is an unexceptional example of a standard type of bridge construction and 
has no decorative detailing.  Bridge K795R was identified by Fraser as ineligible for listing on 
the NRHP.      
  
The only St. Louis Certified Local Government District within the City of St. Louis is the Forest 
Park Southeast Historic District.  It was listed on the National Register in December of 2001 as 
part of a neighborhood revitalization program presented in the “Forest Park Southeast 
Revitalization Plan”, sponsored by Washington University Medical Center and First Star Bank.  
The Forest Park Southeast Historic District is bounded by Newstead Avenue on the east, 
Manchester Road on the south, Kingshighway on the west, and Chouteau Avenue on the north.  
The district was recommended significant under criterion A for its community planning and 
development, and under criterion C for architectural significance.  This residential neighborhood 
developed primarily because of its proximity to the Pacific Railroad, the St. Louis Kansas and 
Northern Railroad, and local streetcar lines, which provided easy transportation into downtown 
St. Louis for employment and shopping.  Architecture in the district consists primarily of single 
and multi-family residential buildings constructed in the 1890s through the 1920s.  Vernacular 
adaptations of Italianate, Second Empire, Romanesque, Richardsonian, Colonial Revival, and 
Craftsman are seen throughout the district (Historic Preservation Services 2000).  
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There are two Certified Local Government Districts in St. Louis County.  The Hampton Park and 
Lake Forest Districts are both in Richmond Heights.  Hampton Park is located in the southeast 
corner of the intersection of Clayton Road and Hanley Road.  In 1895, the County Realty 
Company bought the tract and platted it as Hampton Place in 1897.  Lawrence W. Day bought 
the unsold lots in 1898 and formed the Hampton Place Realty Company.  All lots within the 
subdivision were originally platted in size from 2.6 to 7.7 acres; in 1910, they were replatted to a 
minimum of one acre and renamed Hampton Park.  The varying setbacks of the residences, 
along mature tree lined, winding streets gives the impression of a rural setting.  Hampton Park 
architectural styles include vernacular, Tudor Revival, Bungalow, Italian Renaissance, 
Mediterranean, and Neocolonial.  Four residences in Hampton Park have been individually 
recorded on Missouri Historic Inventory Survey Forms.  They are located at 1215,1235, 1247, 
and 1259 Hampton Park Drive.  The 1926 Tudor Revival at 1215 Hampton Park was designed 
by Trueblood and Graf.  James Hagerman Jr. drafted the 1911-12 Bungalow at 1235 Hampton 
Park Drive.  Another Tudor Revival at 1247 was constructed in 1922-23, but the architect is 
unknown.  The 1929 Italian Renaissance at 1259 Hampton Park Drive was built by an unknown 
architect or contractor.  Esley Hamilton and Michael Bohm (1995) recommended the Hampton 
Park District for the National Register under criterion C for architectural significance. 
 
Esley Hamilton and Michael Bohm (1995) also recommended the Lake Forest District for the 
National Register under criterion C.  Lake Forest is located in the southwest corner of the 
intersection of Clayton Road and Hanley Road.  The Lake Forest Development Corporation 
bought 57 acres from Sophie Crow in 1929 with stipulations that the property be sold for single 
family residences and to whites only.  Later it was stipulated that all lots be at least 1 acre in 
size.  Frederick Pitzman platted the subdivision in November of 1929.  Due to the stock market 
crash one month later, only a few houses were constructed and most were commissioned by 
builders for their own use.  Construction began to pick up with nine homes built in 1933.  The 
majority of the residences were built from 1931 to 1950, with a single home constructed in the 
subdivision in 1994.  Architectural styles consist of Tudor Revival, Georgian Revival, and 
Colonial Revival.  Three homes in Lake Forest were individually recorded by E. Hamilton in 
1995.  They are located at 104, 105, and 124 Lake Forest Drive.  The Georgian Revival at 104 
Lake Forest Drive was built by Sam Goldman in 1940.  Another Georgian Revival at 105 Lake 
Forest Drive was constructed in 1962 by an unknown builder or architect.  At 124 Lake Forest 
Drive is a 1936 Tudor Revival built by L. J. Wenneker. 
 
All six recorded churches are in the City of St. Louis and were inventoried by the Landmarks 
Association of St. Louis, Inc.  The New Providence Missionary Baptist Church located at 4214 
West Papin was constructed from 1910-20.  It was built in a vernacular style with minimal Gothic 
attributes.  The architect and builder are unknown.  The foundation was built with concrete 
blocks and the basement is full.  The walls are clad with brick and the building has a gabled 
asphalt roof. A flat roofed addition to the front gable end has a round arched entrance flanked 
by Gothic windows.  All other windows have segmental arches (Stiritz 1993). 
 
Emmaus Baptist Church, formerly the Emmaus Evangelical Church, is located at the corner of 
Chouteau Avenue and Tower Grove.  It was inventoried in 1990 by Mary M. Stiritz.  The 
cornerstone was laid in 1897; the architect and the builder are unknown.  It has a limestone 
foundation, a full basement, red brick walls, and a gabled roof.  It was constructed in the Gothic 
style with all entrances beneath Gothic arches.  The Emmaus Evangelical congregation vacated 
the building in 1976, and the church is now the Emmaus Baptist Church (Stiritz 1990). 
 
The Tower Grove Methodist Episcopal Church, at 1040 South Taylor Avenue, was constructed 
in 1903 in the Romanesque style by architect J. H. Lynch and builder M. W. Miller.  The church 
has a full basement, stone foundation and walls, and a gabled asphalt shingled roof.  Most door 
and window openings are arched and tower windows are elongated.  A gymnasium was added 



APPENDIX E – Cultural Resources E-5 
  
 

 

in 1919.  The building is now owned by the United Methodist Metro Ministry and serves their 
social services agency and food pantry (Stiritz 1993). 
 
Gibson Heights United Presbyterian Church, at 1075 South Taylor Avenue, was designed by W. 
A. Cann and constructed by T. C. Reeves.  The church was built in 1910 for $122,300.00.  In 
1930, a $2,000.00 organ loft and a new $2,500.00 furnace system were installed.  The Gothic 
(Tudor) style church was built on a stone foundation, red brick walls, and a gabled asphalt roof.  
Crenellation trimmed in white can be seen on the front of the church and on the towers (Stiritz 
1993). 
 
The St. Paul’s English Evangelical Lutheran Church at 1034 South Kingshighway was built in 
1906 for $22,000.00.  The architect for the Gothic style church was A. B. Groves and the builder 
was W. M. Muir.  The church has a full basement, stone foundation, masonry walls, brick wall 
treatment, Gothic windows, arched entrances, and a gabled asphalt roof.  In 1960, A. Stanley 
Knorth designed and Boyd E. Petry built an addition for $51,000.00.  This addition on the facade 
had Gothic windows and extensive stone trim and brickwork (Stiritz 1993).  The Church of the 
Living God bought the church in 1979. 
 
Architect for the St. Peter’s Lutheran Church was T. Steinmeyer.  Kremer & C. Voirol Company 
built the church for $45,000.00, at 1126 South Kingshighway, in 1925.  This Gothic style building 
has a full basement, stone foundation, masonry walls, and a gabled roof covered with green 
slate.  Wall treatment is of textured red, ochre, and green brick.  This same wall treatment is 
used on the parsonage, located on the same property (Stiritz 1993). 
 
Four previously recorded schools, the West Richmond School, the Dewey School, the New 
Lincoln School and the Old Wright School, are located within the study area.  The West 
Richmond School, (Property #283) was later also known as A.B. Green School and now is 
referred to as Chaney Elementary, at 1313 Boland Place, was constructed in 1926 in the 
Georgian Revival style.  The two-story building has a full basement, stone foundation, Flemish 
bond brick walls, and a hipped composition shingled roof.  There is ashlar at the waterline, entry 
portico columns and corner quoins, stone sills, and keystone arches.  The watertable and the 
entablature encircle the entire building.  Additions included a second unit constructed in 1928, a 
third one in 1932, and a gymnasium in 1945.  Another gymnasium and offices were constructed 
in 1964, when students of the New Lincoln School were sent to West Richmond (Webb 1991). 
 
Dewey School, (Property #92) is located at 6746 Clayton Avenue, and was recorded by Cynthia 
H. Longwisch in 1988.  The 1917 school was designed by architect, Rockwell M. Milligan and 
named after Admiral George Dewey who lived from 1839-1917.  The masonry constructed 
two-story building has a modified H plan with brick wall treatment.  Two entrances are 
positioned next to the projecting wings, which feature a center terra cotta arch flanked by 
smaller terra cotta arches with designs reminiscent of the Byzantine style.  On the second floor 
above the entrances is an enclosed arcade balcony supported by Corinthian columns.  These 
arches are framed with terra cotta designs and filled with stained glass panes.  Six facade 
dormers are on the red tile roof. 
 
The New Lincoln School, located at the boundary of the study area, was first established in 
1909.  Mark McLaurine and George Rausch approached the St. Louis County Government with 
a request for an African American school to be constructed in Richmond Heights.  A church on 
Dale Avenue was rented to serve as a school for grades one through eight.  The school was 
named by its first teacher, Harvey J. Simms, after the Lincoln Institute in Jefferson City where 
he received his advance education.  In 1916, a bond issue was passed allowing the school to 
move to a larger two room frame building at 8023 Dale Avenue.  Although additions were 
constructed, the school could not keep up with the rapid growth of Richmond Height.  In 1933, 
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the building within the I-64 study area was constructed at 7917 Thomas Place.  The “Old Lincoln 
School” continued to be used for grades one through four and the new school was used for 
grades five through eight.  Following the Supreme Court’s decision to end segregated school 
systems in 1954, extensive remodeling was conducted at the New Lincoln School and its 
surrounding grounds to house grades kindergarten to six.  In 1963, the Board of Education 
voted to close the New Lincoln School and the students were sent to West Richmond School.  
The New Lincoln School was used by the Special School District until 1977, when it was finally 
vacated.  Acquired in 1996 by MuniCorp Facilities Management and Development Services and 
Geri Care, the buildings were converted into the Richmond Terrace Retirement Center (Naglich 
1997).  
 
The Old Wright School was constructed on a one acre tract purchased in 1870 from M. and W. 
Denny for $150.  It was named for the Wright family who owned much of the surrounding 
property.  The school was sold in 1936, when the new Wright School was built further west 
along Clayton Road.  The building has been extensively remodeled to serve as a retail store.  
The original portions of the school include American common bond brick walls, a wagon wheel 
panel in the gabled roof above the entrance, a hipped composition shingled roof, and a square 
vented cupola with a pyramidal roof.  A flag pole still extends from the cupola roof.  The original 
windows were topped with ashlar keystone arches.  The double door entranceway is framed 
with fluted pilasters, and the central rear window is framed by a recessed round arch (Webb and 
E. Hamilton 1991). 
 
Two other properties have been previously recorded, apartment buildings at 1014-1038 and 
1044-1046 Oak View Place.  The property at 1014-1038 Oak View Place, is a series of three, 
three story, fireproof brick, vernacular apartments with limestone foundations that comprise the 
Oak View Garden apartments.  They were built in 1925-26 by Frank B. J. Darr, who resided for 
several years in the 1014 apartment.  Each building has two front entrances with a molded 
concrete surround surmounted by a decorative shield.  The front entries are fitted with full length 
glass doors.  Concrete sills and corner stones, as well as soldier arch headers, accentuate 
window openings fitted with replacement windows.  A copper cornice and brick parapet top the 
building.  Metal rear stairs and small porches are of original construction.  These three buildings 
display no major additions or alterations. In 2001, the Oak View Garden apartments were 
recommended as eligible for the National Register and SHPO concurred.  At 1044-1046 Oak 
View Place is a vernacular two story, fireproof apartment building with a limestone foundation, 
built in 1927.  The flat asphalt roof has a stepped and gabled parapet on the front facade.  
Soldier courses and concrete corners and sills decorate the surrounds for the original windows.  
This property was not recommended for the National Register (Kneller, Naglich, and Radziul 
2001). 
 
3. FOREST PARK 
 

On file at SHPO is a partial manuscript to nominate Forest Park to the NRHP.  Forest Park was 
recommended as significant for entertainment/recreation, architecture, and art.  Park designers 
and administrators from the inception of the park in 1875 to the present time have provided the 
public with a variety of recreation and entertainment, such as hiking, biking, golf, tennis, fishing, 
field sports, and a diversity of music and drama.  Architecture is primarily represented by the 
Italianate/Second Empire Forest Park Headquarters, the Beaux Arts Art Museum, the Spanish 
Mission/Craftsman World’s Fair Pavilion, the Classical Revival Jefferson Memorial, the 
Craftsman Maintenance Building, and several Spanish/Craftsman Zoological Buildings.  Art is 
scattered throughout the park with numerous sculptures, fountains, and memorials designed by 
well known artists and architects.  A few of the more familiar are the Edward Bates Statue, the 
St. Louis Statue, and the Painters and Sculptors Statues.   
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Five bridges (Lafayette, Franklin, Educational, Manufacturer’s, and Old Stable) within Forest 
Park were recorded in 1984 separately by Esley Hamilton, and by Colleen Hamilton & Joseph 
Nixon.  Lafayette along Union Drive is the oldest bridge within the park.  It was constructed in 
1883, replacing an older wooden bridge and represented the first bridge encountered upon 
entering the original, main entrance to Forest Park.  For this reason, the bridge was often 
photographed.  It was designed by William C.E. Becker, the Director of Bridge and Building 
Section, City of St. Louis.  The deck was supported by three steel trestles and three hinged 
arches attached to limestone block abutments.  Overall the bridge was nearly 103 feet long, 38 
feet wide, and twelve feet high.  The bridge was repaired in 1935 when cast iron posts and 
connecting rails were added. 
 
At the close of the World’s Fair, the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Company realigned portions 
of the River Des Peres and constructed several roads and bridges before turning complete 
control of Forest Park back to the city.  The Franklin Bridge was constructed in 1898-1899 after 
the original wooden bridge had been destroyed by a flood on April 1, 1887.  It was near a wide 
curve in the “Grand Drive”, the major carriage circuit through the park.  Since it could be easily 
seen, the park commissioners wanted an “ornamental and picturesque structure” (E. Hamilton 
1984).  The bridge was constructed of reinforced concrete measuring 95 feet long, 36 feet wide, 
and twelve feet high.  It has a Beaux-Arts design with classical moldings, vase-shaped 
balusters, elaborately scrolled wrought iron light structures, and a dark reddish brown color 
(Photo 4).  The bridge was altered in the 1940s to handle heavier vehicle traffic.  In 1908, the 
company paid for the construction of Educational and Manufacturers Bridges.  Both bridges 
were 44 feet long, 35 feet wide, and eight feet high with the decks supported by steel composite 
beams.  The wooden decks were replaced in 1939/40 with reinforced concrete and the 
balustrades were redone.  The original Old Stable (or Theatre) Bridge was a wooden structure 
built in 1892 to facilitate access to the park stables.  After the World’s Fair, the Louisiana 
Purchase Exposition Company replaced it with a second wooden bridge, which was in turn 
replaced by the existing bridge in 1922.  Constructed of reinforced concrete, it is nearly 108 feet 
long, 52 feet wide, and 14 feet tall.  The yellow masonry and arched balustrades were designed 
to harmonize with the nearby Spanish influenced buildings. 
 
B. Architectural Survey 
 

1. SURVEY METHODOLOGY 
 

Much of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) associated with the proposed improvements to I-64 
is limited to areas that have been previously impacted by the construction of the interstate.  
Proposed plans do include a slight expansion in some locations along the interstate, with larger 
areas needed for interchanges.  For these reasons; the properties evaluated in the architectural 
survey included those entirely within the proposed right-of-way, those at least partially within the 
right-of-way (even if the building(s) on the property were not threatened), those contiguous to 
the right-of-way, and those that will come into direct view of the highway due to the proposed 
removal of intervening buildings.  Prior to the architectural fieldwork, all properties were 
assigned a number from east to west, which was used for identification on forms, maps, tables, 
and photographs.  During the field work an occasional property was encountered that had not 
been numbered.  In these cases the properties were given a letter designation after the number, 
rather than changing all of the numbers.    
 
The architectural survey was conducted from January to April, 2002, by Janet Kneller, Kristina 
Hayen, Mary Jo Cramer, Michael Hill, Rachel Radziul, Nicole Misarti, Dennis Naglich, Meredith 
McLaughlin, and Sara Hixson.  All properties that are in the APE with at least one building over 
50 years old were photographed and assessed according to National Register criteria.  
Residential architectural styles were categorized using A Field Guide to American Houses by 
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Virginia and Lee McAlester, Ozark Vernacular Homes: A Study of Rural Homeplaces in the 
Arkansas Ozarks 1830-1930 by Jean Sizemore, and American Architecture Since 1780 by 
Marcus Whiffen.  Architectural styles for commercial buildings were categorized according to 
The Buildings of Main Street by Richard Longstreth.  All buildings 50 years or older were 
recorded on Architectural/Historic Inventory Survey Forms.  Structures, such as tunnels, 
bridges, etc., more than 50 years old were documented  and recorded on Bridge Inventory 
Survey Forms distributed by the SHPO.  These forms have been compiled and submitted as 
Appendix A and B in a separate report titled Interstate 64 Archival Search and Architectural 
Survey.  If more than one building was on the property, the main building was described on the 
front of the form and the information on the other buildings was attached.  Previously recorded 
buildings within the APE were revisited to assess their current condition and record any 
additional information.  A revised form was then completed for the building.  No inventory forms 
were completed on modern buildings and structures (those less than 50 years old); although 
each was photographed and mapped.  Buildings and structures less than 50 years old were 
evaluated for eligibility under NRHP criterion G.   
 
Color photographs were taken of all buildings in the APE from public access.  One photograph 
was taken of each modern building.  Buildings directly in the path of the proposed construction 
were photographed from reverse angles when possible.  Occasionally foliage, intervening 
buildings, or lack of public access prevented reverse angle photography.  Some massive 
building complexes required that the photographs be taken sequentially.  Streetscapes were 
taken, when practical, of buildings over 50 years old and potential historic districts.     
 
Following the completion of the architectural survey, all photographs were labeled according to 
the standard procedures outlined in National Register Bulletin #16.  Each photograph was 
labeled with the identifying letter and numeral, the address, the photographer, the location of the 
negatives, and date and the direction the photograph was taken.  Each property and bridge 
within the City of St. Louis was located on a 1997 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, marked, and 
identified by property number.  Any building that is no longer standing was cross-hatched on the 
map.  National Register properties are blocked in with diagonal lines and labeled with their 
property number.  Since no Sanborn Fire Insurance maps are available for properties west of 
McKnight Road, these properties were mapped and identified on a parcel map that was 
provided by HNTB Corporation. 
 
Forest Park, due to its large size and complex nature, was treated as a single unit during the 
course of the survey.  Photographs of all extant buildings and structures within the park were 
taken and compared to a partially completed inventory completed sometime in the last two 
decades.  
 
Information on specific neighborhoods and properties over 50 years old was obtained from 
several other sources.  Both the City of St. Louis Certified Local Government and the St. Louis 
County Department of Parks and Recreation were contacted for information on previously 
recorded architecture within the APE.  Neighborhood information was acquired from St. Louis 
Neighborhoods Webpage (stlouis.missouri.org/neighborhoods/index.html), as well as from 
several local historical societies, including the Clayton Historical Society, the Richmond Heights 
Historical Society, and the Frontenac Historical Society.  Another website that provided 
historical information on the City of St. Louis was ‘Time Portal to Old St. Louis’, found at 
www.usgennet.org/usa/mo/county/stlouis.  Specific property information was obtained from the 
St. Louis Genealogical Society (www.rootsweb.com/~mostlogs/STINDEX.HTM), as well as from 
www.ancestry.com.  Most of the construction dates for the properties within the APE were 
located at the City of St. Louis Recorder of Deeds, or at the St. Louis County Government web 
page (www.stlouisco.com/ias).   Plat maps of individual subdivisions within St. Louis County 
were obtained from the St Louis County Recorder of Deeds Office in Clayton. 
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The Council provided comment on the effects of the project on the setting of historic properties 
within Richmond Heights. In a letter dated February 24, 2005 the Council concurred with the 
FHWA that because of the measures taken to minimize noise impacts detailed in this document 
that the improvements will not cause adverse effects from visual or atmospheric elements. In 
addition, the Council concurred with the FHWA that taking small portions of property from 
property 283 and the Richmond Hills Historic District would not cause adverse effects because 
of the urban setting of the properties and their existing close proximity to I-64. 
 
2. INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES 
 

The results of the SHPO, ACHP and Keeper reviews and determinations of the Cultural 
Resources in the New I-64 APE are that the following Architectural Resources are significant 
and eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
 
Property #20, located at 925 S. Boyle Avenue, is significant under criterion C.  The building is 
built in the Gable Front subtype of the National Folk Movement, commonly referred to as a 
Shotgun House.  The building is an exceptional urban example executed in masonry of a once 
common building type.  Well preserved examples are fast disappearing from the region as a 
whole.  Within the entire I-64 corridor, a total of eight shotguns were recorded.  Property #20 is 
in good condition and has undergone little to no alteration since its construction.  Shotguns and 
other gable-front plan houses were particularly suited for narrow urban lots (McAlester 1996: 
90).  Although Property #20 is not decorated in a specific architectural style, the aesthetic 
design of the building reflects the values of an era seeking more than just the utilitarian.  Next 
door, at 927 S. Boyle Avenue, is Property #21.  Built approximately 13 years after its neighbor, 
this shotgun was similarly constructed and decorated.  It too is a well-preserved example of the 
Shotgun subtype. For these reasons, 927 S. Boyle Avenue is also significant under criterion C.   
 
Property #21 at 927 S. Boyle is a well preserved, single family residence in a style similar to 
Property #20. It appears to have undergone little or no alteration since its construction and is an 
excellent example of the Shotgun House executed in brick and masonry. This type of house 
was once common though few remain in this level of condition. This residence, like its 
complementary residence at 925 S. Boyle, is eligible under criterion C.  
 
Property #27 at 4303/4305 Chouteau Avenue is a well-preserved, multi-family dwelling that is 
significant under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction”.  The vernacular building represents an early attempt to move from the 
cramped conditions of the tenement house, combining elements of multi-family housing with 
those of single-family homes.  The earliest examples of this style of duplex housing in St. Louis 
appear to the date from the late 19th century.  Once wide-spread throughout the urban 
landscape of St. Louis City, development and revitalization efforts of local communities have 
greatly reduced the number of apartment buildings dating to this time period.   
 
Property #28 is at 4307/4309 Chouteau Avenue.  Constructed at the same time as Property #27, 
it is an exceptional example of an early apartment building.  Variations in the articulation of the 
brickwork add aesthetic value to both buildings.  While the surrounding neighborhood has 
changed from residential to primarily commercial, these two apartment buildings have remained 
relatively unchanged, and have undergone little to no modification. This apartment building, like 
the one at 4303/4305 Chouteau, is eligible under Criterion C.  
 
Emmaus Baptist Church, (Property #29), located at 4347 Chouteau Avenue, is significant under 
criterion C.  Built in 1897 as the Emmaus German Evangelical Lutheran Church, the church is a 
well-preserved and exceptional example of late 19th century ecclesiastic architecture.  At the 
time of construction, the National Folk movement was prevalent.  A subtype of the style, the 
Gable Front and Wing or ‘bent’ house, is reflected in the plan of the church, which follows the 
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typical L-plan of the style.  An important community center from the time of its construction until 
today, the building is also eligible to the NRHP under criterion A.  Originally built for the German 
Lutheran settlers in the area, the building served as their community religious center until 1976.  
The church changed ownership and denomination as the composition of the local population 
shifted, but continued to function as a social epicenter for the community.  
 
The Walter Freund Bread Company building (Property #58), located at 900 S. Taylor Avenue, is 
significant under criterion A, as a building “associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history” (National Register 1995: Part II).  The Walter 
Freund Bread Company was a direct descendant of the Freund Baking Company, established 
by Moritz and Jetta Freund in 1856.  Famous throughout St. Louis for Bohemian rye bread, the 
Freund Bakery was originally located at 913 Soulard Street.  After maximizing their facilities in 
Soulard, the bakery, as the Walter Freund Bread Company, built the extant building and moved 
to the new facility in 1921.  The company again changed its name in 1956 to the Freund Bread 
Company.  Under this name, the company remained at the corner of Taylor and Chouteau 
Avenues until 1971.  During that year, the bakery merged and became known as American 
Baking (Freund Division).  American Baking remained at the location until 1988.  The building’s 
continued use as a bakery for an uninterrupted 50 years and its association with the Freund 
Bread Company support its nomination to the NRHP.  
 
The former Central Institute for the Deaf (CID) Clinic Building, currently occupied by the St. 
Louis College of Health Careers (Property #59), located at 909 South Taylor, is significant under 
criterion A as a building “associated with events that have made significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of our history”(National Register 1995: Part II).  CID was founded in 1914 by Dr. 
Max Goldstein.  Goldstein was a St. Louis physician who set out to teach deaf children to talk.  
He began his efforts in his medical offices, teaching children and training teachers.  The first 
CID building was built in 1916 at 4560 Clayton Road; the second was constructed around the 
original building in 1928 and opened in 1929 (Property #64A).  The new school housed 
specialized laboratories as well as classrooms for children and facilities to help adults.  
Scientists came from around the world to study otic anatomy, hearing devices, techniques for 
diagnosing deafness, and techniques for teaching speech.  In the wake of rising enrollment, the 
building at 909 South Taylor was constructed in 1951.  The building, a clinic and research 
facility, was constructed with state of the art laboratories.  At the time, the CID clinic was the 
only building designed exclusively to study and ameliorate the problems of hearing.  Work in the 
building produced contributions to knowledge, technologies, and techniques used to help the 
hearing-impaired.  Researchers also participated in sound studies involving industrial noise, 
including aircraft engines, and helped develop the standards to which industries would be held 
to prevent job-related hearing loss. 
 
Central Institute for the Deaf (Property #64A), located at 4560 Clayton Avenue, is significant 
under both criterion C and criterion A.  Its significance under criterion C lies in the example it 
provides of the Italian Renaissance style of the early 1900s.  The Central Institute for the Deaf 
(CID), designed by William B. Ittner, is a well-preserved, high style example that has undergone 
minimal alteration.  This style is often used for schools and other public buildings, and it is the 
building’s intended and continued use as a research and educational facility that suggests the 
building is also eligible to the NRHP under criterion A.  CID was first established in 1914 by Dr. 
Max Goldstein, a St. Louis physician.  Since its construction in 1928, the building has served as 
a clinic, school, and research laboratory.  Researchers have come from around the world to 
study otic anatomy, hearing devices, deafness diagnostics and teaching techniques.      
 
St. Louis Science Center (Property #65), located at 5050 Oakland Avenue, is significant under 
Criteria A and C and Criteria Consideration G as a significant resource less than 50 years of 
age.  The oldest portion of the complex is the James S. McDonnell Planetarium, constructed in 
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the early 1960s.  Even though the building is not more than 50 years old, it embodies “the 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction”.  Designed by the 
architectural firm of Hellmuth, Obata, and Kassabaum to look “like some strange craft spun 
down to earth from outer space” (Architectural Forum 1963), the Planetarium is constructed of 
thin-shell concrete cast in the shape of a hyperboloid.  The complex may also be of local 
significance because the buildings “are associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history”.  The St. Louis Science Center serves as a 
nationally known institution that serves as a liaison between science and the layperson, 
providing education and understanding about the environment, ecology, technology, humanity, 
and the space sciences and how each interrelates.  “By fostering an active interest in science 
and mathematics, the Science Center prepares people to make decisions that may shape the 
future and meet society’s needs for scientific literacy” (About SLSC 2001).   
 
Oak View Garden Apartments (Property #73) at 1014-1038 Oakview, is significant under 
criterion C as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction.”  Assessed according to National Register standards, the Oak View Garden 
Apartments have previously been determined by the SHPO to be eligible for the NRHP.  The 
apartments were constructed as a block from 1925 to 1926 and are identical in plan and 
outward appearance.  All are well-preserved examples of early 20th century multi-family 
vernacular housing and have undergone little or no additions or significant alterations.   
 
Dewey School, (Property #92) is located at 6746 Clayton Avenue, and was recorded by Cynthia 
H. Longwisch in 1988. The Dewey School has been described in Section 1. The School is 
eligible for listing under Criteria A and C. 
 
Property #100 at 1038/1042 McCausland Avenue is significant under criterion C. The 
multi-family apartment building is built in the Art Deco style, a later phase of the Eclectic Period 
(1880-1940).  It patterned itself after Eliel Saarinen’s second-place 1922 entry for the Chicago 
Tribune competition (McAlester 1996: 465).  Characteristic traits of the style include a soaring 
vertical emphasis achieved through towers and other vertical building elements rising above the 
roof line.  Stylized geometric patterns accent the building and the wall surfaces are kept smooth 
and planar. Art Deco was largely confined to public buildings and apartment houses, and 
Property #100 is a well-preserved, exceptional example of the style executed of apartment 
housing and has undergone little to no alteration since its construction.    
 
Property #156, located at 7125 Nashville, is eligible to the National Register under criterion C.  
Built in 1930, the residence was constructed in the Mission style, an architectural style that 
became popular during the second period of the Eclectic movement.  The Mission style 
originated in California and is based on a free adaptation of the Spanish Mission of the state’s 
colonial past.  The only building found within the I-64 APE that was constructed in this style, the 
residence is a well-preserved and exceptional example of the architectural style.  Several 
elements typical of the style are found on the residence, including a shaped parapet on the front 
facade and an elaborate arcade.  Property #156 is well-preserved and has undergone no 
additions or modifications.  
 
Property #165, located at 1219 Bellevue Avenue, is another well-preserved residence that is 
eligible under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction.”  Built in 1936, the building is constructed in the Tudor style.  Part of the 
first period of the Eclectic movement, the architectural style dates from 1890 to 1940.  The style 
is based on a synthesis of various late medieval English prototypes and was the dominant 
pattern for domestic architecture in the first part of the 20th century.  Characteristics of Tudor 
style that are exemplified by Property #165 include a steeply pitched cross-gabled roof, a 
massive chimney crowned with a chimney pot, and patterned brickwork.  Limestone accents 
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around the entryway and windows are also very common.  The residence has undergone little to 
no alteration since its construction.  
 
Property #172 at 1330/1338 Hawthorne Place is significant under criterion C.  The large, 
multi-family apartment building is built in the Art Deco style, a later phase of the Eclectic Period 
(1880-1940).  Patterned after Eliel Saarinen’s second-place 1922 entry for the Chicago Tribune 
competition (McAlester 1996: 465), characteristic traits of Art Deco include a soaring vertical 
emphasis achieved through towers and other vertical building elements rising above the roof 
line.  Stylized geometric patterns accent the building and the wall surfaces are kept smooth and 
planar. Art Deco was largely confined to public buildings and apartment houses, however, being 
mainly a style of ornament, could be applied to all building types (Whitten 1996).  Many of the 
most common decorative motifs are present on the apartment building, and include fluting, 
reeding, chevrons, and zigzags.  Property #172 is a well-preserved, exceptional example of the 
style executed on apartment housing and has undergone little to no alteration since its 
construction. 
 
Property #173, located at 1244 Highland Terrace, is eligible to the National Register of Historic 
Places, significant under criterion C.  The building is constructed in the Shingle style (1880-
1900), a style of the Victorian era.  The styles of the Victorian era of American architecture are 
derived from housing popular during the last decades of Queen Victoria’s reign.  The Shingle 
style does not emphasize particular details around doors and windows, but instead attempts to 
give the effect of a continuous surface that envelops the entire house.  Primarily a high-fashion, 
architect’s style, houses built in the Shingle style are relatively uncommon except in coastal 
New England (McAlester 1996:290).  Although the shingles on the roof have been replaced with 
asphalt, the building is an excellent and well-preserved urban example of an uncommon 
architectural style.  Within the entire Interstate 64 corridor, only three Shingle houses were 
recorded.  Property #173 is in good condition and has undergone little to no alteration since its 
construction. 
 
Property #178, located at 1334 Highland Terrace, is another well-preserved residence that is 
eligible under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction.”  Built in 1928, the building is constructed in the Colonial Revival style.  
A style of the first distinctive period of the Eclectic movement, Colonial Revival was based on a 
rebirth of interest in the houses built by the Dutch and English colonists along the Atlantic 
seaboard.  Typical decorative elements of the style can be seen on the residence at 1334 
Highland Terrace, and include an accentuated front door with a decorative pediment, an 
asymmetrical facade, and banked windows.  The steeply pitched gambrel roof with a continuous 
shed dormer containing a bank of windows is indicative of the Dutch Colonial subtype.  Property 
#178 is well-preserved example of this subtype and has undergone little alteration since its 
construction. 
 
The Thomas P. Newport residence (Property #179) is located at 1336 Highland Terrace.  The 
1904 residence, constructed in the Shingle style, is significant under criterion C.  The building is 
constructed in the Shingle style (1880-1900), a style of the Victorian era.  The styles of the 
Victorian era of American architecture are derived from those of housing popular during the last 
decades of Queen Victoria’s reign.  The Shingle style does not emphasize particular details 
around doors and windows, but instead attempts to give the effect of a continuous surface that 
envelops the entire house.  Primarily a high-fashion, architect’s style, houses built in the Shingle 
style are relatively uncommon except in coastal New England (McAlester 1996:290).  The 
building is an excellent and well-preserved urban example of an uncommon architectural style.  
Within the entire I-64 corridor, only two Shingle houses were recorded.  Property #179 is in 
good condition and has undergone little to no alteration since its construction. 
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Property #195, located at 7464 Warner Avenue, is significant under criterion C, as embodying 
“the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction”.  Constructed in 
1919, the building is built in the Craftsman style, one of the later styles of the modern Eclectic 
movement.  Craftsman housing derived from the work of the architects Greene and Greene.  A 
direct descendant of the English Arts and Crafts movement, the style was also influenced by the 
prevailing fascination with Japan.  The building is a well-preserved and exceptional urban 
example of the Craftsman style that has undergone little to no alteration since its construction.    
 
The Richmond Heights City Hall (Property #206), located at 1330 South Big Bend Boulevard, is 
significant under both criterion C and criterion A.  Its significance under criterion C lies in the 
example it provides of the Colonial Revival style.  A style of the first distinctive period of the 
Eclectic movement, Colonial Revival was based on a rebirth of interest in the houses built by the 
Dutch and English colonists along the Atlantic seaboard.  Typical decorative elements of the 
style can be seen on the building, which include an accentuated front door with a decorative 
pediment, dentils along the roof-wall junction, and large rectangular windows with nine to twelve 
lights.  The Richmond Heights City Hall is well-preserved, and has undergone little to no 
alteration since its construction.  This style is often used for schools and other public buildings, 
and it is the building’s intended and continued use as a public facility that shows the building 
has local historical significance, thereby making it eligible to the NRHP under criterion A.  When 
the original city hall at 1405 Rankin became too small, plans were assembled for construction of 
the present city hall. Completed in 1927, the building first housed all municipal departments; 
government offices, police department, fire department and library.  Even though the fire 
department received its own facilities in 1971, and the library was moved in 1974, the building 
remains the primary hub for the municipal workings of Richmond Heights. 
 
Property #484, located at 31 Northcote Road, is another well-preserved residence that is eligible 
under criterion C.  Built in 1926, the building is constructed in the Tudor style.  Part of the first 
period of the Eclectic movement, the architectural style dates from 1890 to 1940.  The style is 
based on a synthesis of various late medieval English prototypes and was the dominant pattern 
for domestic architecture in the first part of the 20th century.  The residence at 31 Northcote 
Road is an unaltered example of the Stone Wall Cladding subtype of the Tudor style.  
Characteristics of this subtype include stone cladding in the first story, false half-timbering in the 
second story, and multi-light windows.    
 
Property #489, located at 20 Northcote Road is adjacent to Property #484.  This residence is 
likewise eligible for the National Register under criterion C and is a well-preserved and 
exceptional example of the Stucco Wall Cladding subtype of Tudor style.  Typical characteristics 
that are exemplified by Property #489 include false half-timbering and stucco cladding.   
 
Property #499 at 8 Godwin Lane is another well-preserved residence that is eligible under 
criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction.”  Built in 1938, the building is constructed in the Colonial Revival style.  A style of 
the first distinctive period of the Eclectic movement, Colonial Revival was based on a rebirth of 
interest in the houses built by the Dutch and English colonists along the Atlantic seaboard.  
Typical decorative elements of the style can be seen on the residence at 8 Godwin Lane, and 
include an accentuated front door with a decorative pediment extending forward to form an entry 
porch, a relatively symmetrical facade, and paired windows.  About 25 percent of Colonial 
Revival houses are simple, two-story rectangular block with side-gabled roofs; the residence is 
an excellent, well-preserved example of this subtype that has undergone little to no alteration 
since its construction.    
 
Property #503, located at 15 Godwin Lane, is a well-preserved residence that is eligible under 
criterion C.   Its significance lies in the example it provides of the Prairie style, which dates from 
1900 to 1920.  Originating in the Chicago area, the style is considered one of the few 
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indigenous American styles.  Features characteristic of the Prairie style that are exemplified by 
the residence include stuccoed wall treatment, wide overhanging eaves, and its emphasis on 
horizontal lines accentuated by pink bands repeated both on the residence and garage door.  
The only example of the Prairie style found within the APE, Property #503 is an exceptional 
example that has undergone no additions and minimal alteration.   
 
Property #530 at 50 Overhills Drive is an exceptional and well-preserved residence that is 
eligible under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction.”  Built in 1932, the building is constructed in the Tudor style.  Part of the 
first period of the Eclectic movement, the architectural style dates from 1890 to 1940.  The style 
is based on a synthesis of various late medieval English prototypes and was the dominant 
pattern for domestic architecture in the first part of the 20th century.  Property #530 exemplifies 
the Stone Wall Cladding subtype of this architectural style.  Characteristics of the subtype 
exemplified by Property #530 include a steeply pitched cross-gabled roof, massive chimneys 
crowned with chimney pots, and crenelated parapets.  The residence has undergone little to no 
alteration since its construction.    
 
Braun’s Antiques (Property #609A), located at 10315 Clayton Road, is significant to the National 
Register under criterion C.  Originally constructed in 1870, the building is in the Folk Victorian 
style (c.1870-1910).  This style is defined by the use of Victorian decorative details on simple 
folk house forms, such as the gable-front-and-wing or I-house.  The details are typically Queen 
Anne or Italianate influence and are typically found along cornice lines and porches.  The only 
example of this style, Braun’s Antiques may have been constructed in the gable-front-and-wing 
plan.  Although modified for commercial use, the building retains much of its original ambiance.   
 
Property #623 at 1412 Spoede Road is an exceptional and well-preserved residence that is 
eligible under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction”.  Built in 1860, the building is constructed in the Italianate style.  Based 
on the Italian country villa, the style sought easy informality rather than the formal Italian 
Renaissance townhouse model as other styles had done.  Characteristic traits of the Italianate 
style that are exemplified on the residence include windows that are accented, and large, 
overhanging, bracketed cornices.  The residence has undergone little alteration since its original 
construction.  
 
3. ELIGIBLE DISTRICTS 
 

The Forest Park Southeast Historic District (Properties # 60, 61, and 62) is located south of I-64 
and east of Kingshighway. It is eligible under criterion C. It saw extensive development during 
1890s as electric streetcar lines connected the Forest Park Southeast Neighborhood to 
downtown St. Louis. The development continued through the 1920s and was a stable 
community until the 1960s. The neighborhoods’ decline that commenced in the 1960s, had 
stabilized until 1980 when it commenced a decline again. In 1995, a Federal grant of $2.4 
million was received by the city of St. Louis to commence neighborhood revitalization that 
continues to the present time.  
 
The Forest Park Historic District is eligible as a historic district under criteria A and C. Similar in 
many ways to Central Park in New York City, Forest Park was among the first tangible 
realizations in St. Louis of the national urban park movement, which was spurred by the 
construction of Central Park and was prevalent throughout the United States during the late 19th 
century.  Forest Park is a dynamic entity whose historical significance under criterion A is 
attributable to and has been energized through time by the various city of St. Louis parks 
commissions and organizations for the development, recreation, and entertainment of the 
community.  Many types of entertainment have been added to the park’s facilities over time, 
though cycling, hiking, and driving through the grounds (all popular since the park’s inception) 
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remain among the Forest Park’s primary amenities.  The park’s significance under criterion C is 
evidenced by two NRHP-listed buildings: the Forest Park Headquarters Park Keeper’s house 
and the Jewel Box.  Numerous other buildings, lakes, statues, and bridges within the park 
contribute to park eligibility under criterion C.  With the exception of the brick comfort station and 
the golf “Starter House”, all of the contributing elements listed on the partially completed NRHP 
nomination remain extant. 
 
The Hi-Pointe Historic District (includes Properties #,127-148), is bounded by McCausland on 
the east, I-64 on the south, Yale on the west and a yet to be determined northern limit. It is 
eligible under criterion C, “as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction”. Many of the residences were constructed during the 1920’s and 
1930’s, generally in the Craftsman or Vernacular Styles.  Visitors to the World’s Fair and 
Highlands Amusement Park found the area to have clean air, a pastoral environment and an 
easy commute. In 1913, Dewey School was constructed and added another unifying force to the 
neighborhood. Subsequent bisecting of the Hi-Pointe neighborhood by U.S. 40 in the 
mid-thirties and I-64 in the mid-fifties caused some loss of neighborhood continuity but it is still a 
predominately residential neighborhood.  
 
The Oakview Terrace Historic District in Richmond Heights (Properties #243-261) is eligible 
under criterion C, as embodying “the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction”.  All of the residences within the subdivision contribute to this embodiment, since 
they were built in the Craftsman style.  While the homes range in date from 1920 to 1929, nearly 
all were constructed between 1925 and 1926.  The original construction of   I-64 took a line of 
homes along the northern edge; however, unlike other nearby subdivisions, much of Oakview 
Terrace remains as it was originally platted. 
 
The St. Luke’s Neighborhood Historic District (includes Properties # 164 and 168) is located 
south of Dale Avenue between Big Bend Boulevard on the west, and North Avenue (Yale) on 
the east, with an undefined southern boundary. The Historic District also encompasses a small 
area on the north side of Dale Avenue and south of I-64 that includes the St. Luke’s Athletic 
Fields and nine residences. The Historic District includes the St. Luke’s Church and associated 
buildings and athletic field as well as an collection of early twentieth-century housing, primarily 
from the period of 1910 to the late 1930’s.  
 
The West Moor Park #2 Historic District (includes Properties # 212, 213, 215 A, 215 B, 219, 
222, 224, 226, 228, 230, 232, 234, 236, 254, 255, 256, 258, 259, 260, 278, 279, 280 and 281) is 
located west of Woodlawn, east of Laclede Station Road and north of I-64. It is eligible under 
criterion C. Most of the residences were constructed between 1925 and 1932. Several more 
recent (1940’s) and modern (1960’s) residences and apartment buildings are interspersed 
throughout the subdivision. During the 1940’s commercial properties were developed along Big 
Bend Boulevard by combining smaller residential lots into larger commercial ones. Extant 
residential architectural styles include vernacular, Craftsman, Colonial Revival, Tudor, 
Gable-Front-and-Wing, Spanish Eclectic, and Italian Renaissance. Since originally platted in 
1923, several lots have been replatted to accommodate larger residences and the Little Flower 
Church and Convent.  
 
The Clayton Park Addition Historic District (Properties # 282, 298, 299, 300 and 301) is located 
just east of Hanley Road, north of I-64 between the Hampton Park Historic District and the West 
Moor Park #2 Historic District. Clayton Park has also been referred to as the Bennett Street or 
Avenue Historic District in several recent newspaper articles. The Clayton Park Addition Historic 
District boundaries are north of I-64, east of the rear lot lines of those residences fronting on 
Bennett Street, west of the rear lot lines of those residences fronting on Laclede Station Road 



E-16 The New I-64 
 Final Environmental Impact Statement 

 

 

until a point where Laclede Station Road swings to the east, five lots north of the intersection of 
Bennett Street and Laclede Station Road. The Clayton Park Addition Historic District is eligible 
for the NRHP as a district under Criterion C.. 
 
The Clayton Park Addition subdivision was platted April 20th, 1932. The land in Clayton Park 
Addition had previously been a part of Hampton Place (1895-1905) but was not included in 
Hampton Park (1910-present). While it remained under the ownership of the Clayton Road 
Realty, the area became open space, used by the surrounding neighborhood. Clayton Park 
Addition consisted of 138 lots fronting on Harder Avenue, Bennett Avenue, Karbe Avenue, and 
Laclede Station Road. The lots were small, suggesting that lots were for much smaller homes 
than were present in Hampton Park subdivision to the west.  Although little is known about the 
residents of Clayton Park Addition during the early years, it is likely some were employed by the 
General Refractories, a nationally known fireclay producer. The lot dimensions are similar to 
those ascribed to housing owned or rented by the refractory workers by local residents. The 
Clayton Park Addition Historic District is a remnant of the larger subdivision previously impacted 
by U.S. 40 construction in the mid-fifties.   
 
Dr. Thomas E. Rusan, M.D., who was born and raised in the area south of Bennett Street 
neighborhood and having recently returned to the Clayton Park area following Medical School, 
commenced private practice and built a home on Laclede Station Road to be near his parents 
and friends. When U.S. 40 Highway was constructed in the early 1950s, sixty one of the original 
138 platted lots were acquired by the Highway Department for roadway construction. 
Undeterred, Dr. Rusan acquired three platted lots on Bennett Avenue and built another 
residence. He was able to convince other African American Professionals to move to the area. 
These included Richard Hudlin, a nationally known African American tennis player and coach, 
and Dr. William Skinkler, medical director of Homer G. Philips Hospital. The remains of the clay 
tennis court, which once hosted Arthur Ashe, Althea Gibson and Edna Miller Taylor are still 
present at the intersection of Bennett Avenue and Laclede Station Road. Most of the residences 
present are constructed on two or three lots originally platted in Clayton Park Addition.  
 
The Lake Forest Historic District Richmond Heights (Properties # 307-309) was previously 
recommended as a historic district by Esley Hamilton and Michael Bohm as eligible under 
criterion C.  Re-examination of the subdivision supports this recommendation.  The residences 
in the subdivision were primarily constructed in the 1930s and 1940s, and represent a variety of 
architectural styles.  Lake Forest has an open look, with many large old trees, suggesting a 
park-like setting.  As demand for property within the subdivision grows, smaller houses are in 
danger of demolition in favor of larger houses.  Hamilton and Bohm stated that the biggest 
threat to Lake Forest comes “not from their deterioration but from their desirability” (1995: 
Recommendations). 
   
The Hampton Park Historic District in Richmond Heights (Properties # 303-306), previously 
recommended by Esley Hamilton and Michael Bohm under criterion C,  is still eligible as a 
historic district.  Most of the homes date between 1909 and 1940, though there are some non-
contributing modern intrusions.  The houses are constructed in a variety of architectural styles, 
including vernacular, Tudor Revival, Bungalow, Italian Renaissance, Mediterranean, and 
Neocolonial.  According to Hamilton and Bohm, the use of varying setbacks of the residences 
along mature tree-lined winding streets gives the impression of a rural setting.  The authors 
state that the biggest threat to Hampton Park comes “not from their deterioration but from their 
desirability” (1995: Recommendations).  As demand for property within the subdivision grows, 
larger homes on two or three acre lots are in danger of demolition in order for re-subdivision 
purposes. 
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The Lavinia Gardens Historic District (Properties # 397-403A) is bounded by the Marriot 
Residence Inn on the north, Redbud Avenue on the east and south, and I-170 and McMurrow 
Avenue on the west. The district is eligible for the NRHP under criterion C. It was platted in 1938 
and includes buildings dating between 1937 and 1940. The district contains 19 primary buildings 
constructed in the Tudor Revival Style, and which are all virtually identical. This triangular 
shaped Historic District includes 19 residences, all but three of which are located along Antler 
Drive. (See Exhibit 4f-C1) 
 
The district is a remnant of a larger subdivision that was previously bisected by improvements to 
Brentwood Boulevard and the construction of I-170, as well as commercial development. The 
boundaries of the historic district encompass an intact core of minimally altered buildings. 
 
The Richmond Hills Historic District (Properties #  460-464, 472-476 and 478-481) is located 
north of I-64, between McCutcheon on the west and McNight on the east, with an undefined 
northern boundary. The District is composed almost exclusively of Post World War II Ranch 
Homes. The neighborhood consists of excellent examples of early Ranch style suburban 
development. Many of them have not been altered since original construction. It is eligible under 
Criterion C. The Two properties, 465 and 477, are considered to be non-contributing resources, 
although they are located within the boundaries of the Richmond Hills Historic District.  
 
The York Village Historic District (Properties # 493, 495, and 495A), the original portion of York 
Village subdivision was constructed in 1926-27 and is eligible under criterion C.  It is comprised 
of the limestone Tudor gate house, bench, and two, one and one-half story Tudor residences.  
The historic integrity of the structures and two residences are maintained through the presence 
of a limestone perimeter wall.  This district is located in the southeast corner of the Mc Knight 
and York Drive intersection.  The remaining subdivision residences no longer maintain the 
subdivision’s original integrity.  Most residences constructed during the 1950s, represent a 
variety of architectural styles, and were not incorporated with the original limestone wall.           
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Appreciation over Time (A/T)
Net Present Value (NPV)

User Benefits: Equivalent Annual Amount at fixed rate (EAA)
Vehicles Miles Traveled (VMT)

A/T Discount Rate 3.00% Vehicles Hours Traveled (VHT)
Property Damage Only (PDO)

Year Strategy Implemented 2012

NPV 2012 (End of year) $506,266,392,981 in 2012 dollars
EAA 2012 (End of Year) $34,029,053,837 in 2012 dollars, payments made 2012 through 2032
NPV 2002 (End of year) $376,709,742,334 in 2002 dollars
EAA 2002 (End of Year) $19,219,452,033 in 2002 dollars, payments made 2002 through 2032

2012 64,132,219 23,408,259,888 10,931,510,384 2,064,717 753,621,848 11,930,431,802 4,327,727 24,534,799 4,990,163 33,852,689 $22,929,647,564
2032 71,611,817 26,138,313,301 22,046,167,082 2,281,314 832,679,463 23,808,115,974 8,728,879 49,222,208 9,012,790 66,963,876 $45,988,210,807

Annual % Increase 0.55% 0.55% 3.57% 0.50% 0.50% 3.52% 3.57% 3.54% 3.00% 3.47% 3.54%
Year
2012 64,132,219 23,408,259,888 $10,931,510,384 2,064,717 753,621,848 $11,930,431,802 $4,327,727 $24,534,799 $4,990,163 $33,852,689 $22,929,647,564
2013 64,486,928 23,537,728,655 $11,321,730,630 2,075,042 757,390,231 $12,349,790,941 $4,482,236 $25,403,961 $5,139,868 $35,027,209 $23,741,591,939
2014 64,843,599 23,667,913,501 $11,725,880,501 2,085,418 761,177,457 $12,783,890,711 $4,642,262 $26,303,913 $5,294,064 $36,242,480 $24,582,287,461
2015 65,202,242 23,798,818,386 $12,144,457,240 2,095,846 764,983,621 $13,233,249,250 $4,808,002 $27,235,747 $5,452,886 $37,499,915 $25,452,752,215
2016 65,562,869 23,930,447,294 $12,577,975,841 2,106,326 768,808,816 $13,698,402,909 $4,979,658 $28,200,592 $5,616,473 $38,800,976 $26,354,040,337
2017 65,925,491 24,062,804,228 $13,026,969,681 2,116,858 772,653,140 $14,179,906,894 $5,157,444 $29,199,617 $5,784,967 $40,147,178 $27,287,243,290
2018 66,290,118 24,195,893,214 $13,491,991,177 2,127,443 776,516,686 $14,678,335,923 $5,341,576 $30,234,033 $5,958,516 $41,540,086 $28,253,491,185
2019 66,656,762 24,329,718,303 $13,973,612,465 2,138,081 780,399,551 $15,194,284,920 $5,532,283 $31,305,094 $6,137,271 $42,981,321 $29,253,954,152
2020 67,025,434 24,464,283,566 $14,472,426,106 2,148,772 784,301,832 $15,728,369,716 $5,729,798 $32,414,098 $6,321,389 $44,472,560 $30,289,843,756
2021 67,396,145 24,599,593,095 $14,989,045,811 2,159,517 788,223,626 $16,281,227,793 $5,934,364 $33,562,389 $6,511,031 $46,015,538 $31,362,414,461
2022 67,768,907 24,735,651,008 $15,524,107,201 2,170,315 792,165,030 $16,853,519,038 $6,146,235 $34,751,359 $6,706,362 $47,612,049 $32,472,965,154
2023 68,143,730 24,872,461,444 $16,078,268,585 2,181,168 796,126,143 $17,445,926,534 $6,365,669 $35,982,450 $6,907,553 $49,263,952 $33,622,840,717
2024 68,520,626 25,010,028,564 $16,652,211,773 2,192,074 800,107,063 $18,059,157,376 $6,592,938 $37,257,152 $7,114,779 $50,973,167 $34,813,433,652
2025 68,899,607 25,148,356,555 $17,246,642,913 2,203,035 804,107,889 $18,693,943,510 $6,828,321 $38,577,012 $7,328,223 $52,741,684 $36,046,185,771
2026 69,280,684 25,287,449,625 $17,862,293,358 2,214,051 808,128,720 $19,351,042,615 $7,072,108 $39,943,628 $7,548,069 $54,571,559 $37,322,589,942
2027 69,663,869 25,427,312,004 $18,499,920,571 2,225,122 812,169,657 $20,031,238,999 $7,324,598 $41,358,658 $7,774,512 $56,464,922 $38,644,191,893
2028 70,049,172 25,567,947,948 $19,160,309,054 2,236,249 816,230,800 $20,735,344,540 $7,586,103 $42,823,817 $8,007,747 $58,423,975 $40,012,592,089
2029 70,436,607 25,709,361,736 $19,844,271,310 2,247,431 820,312,251 $21,464,199,654 $7,856,944 $44,340,879 $8,247,979 $60,450,997 $41,429,447,668
2030 70,826,185 25,851,557,669 $20,552,648,849 2,258,669 824,414,110 $22,218,674,298 $8,137,455 $45,911,685 $8,495,419 $62,548,348 $42,896,474,447
2031 71,217,918 25,994,540,074 $21,286,313,220 2,269,963 828,536,479 $22,999,669,008 $8,427,980 $47,538,137 $8,750,281 $64,718,466 $44,415,448,999
2032 71,611,817 26,138,313,301 $22,046,167,082 2,281,314 832,679,463 $23,808,115,974 $8,728,879 $49,222,208 $9,012,790 $66,963,876 $45,988,210,807

NPV 2002 (End of year) $180,602,447,992 $196,048,474,841 $71,503,385 $404,265,191 $77,976,150 $553,804,333 $377,759,377,225
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Total crash Costs
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Appreciation over Time (A/T)
Net Present Value (NPV)

User Benefits: Equivalent Annual Amount at fixed rate (EAA)
Vehicles Miles Traveled (VMT)

A/T Discount Rate 3.00% Vehicles Hours Traveled (VHT)
Property Damage Only (PDO)

Year Strategy Implemented 2012

NPV 2012 (End of year) $506,266,392,981 in 2012 dollars
EAA 2012 (End of Year) $34,029,053,837 in 2012 dollars, payments made 2012 through 2032
NPV 2002 (End of year) $376,709,742,334 in 2002 dollars
EAA 2002 (End of Year) $19,219,452,033 in 2002 dollars, payments made 2002 through 2032

2012 64,274,466 23,460,180,231 $10,955,756,858 2,055,548 750,274,852 $11,877,446,193 $2,312,386 $12,361,523 $9,980,326 $24,654,235 $22,882,511,522
2032 71,815,948 26,212,820,848 $22,109,009,922 2,271,681 829,163,435 $23,707,585,112 $4,664,005 $24,799,936 $18,025,579 $47,489,520 $45,911,574,074

Annual % Increase 0.56% 0.56% 3.57% 0.50% 0.50% 3.52% 3.57% 3.54% 3.00% 3.33% 3.54%
Year
2012 64,274,466 23,460,180,231 $10,955,756,858 2,055,548 750,274,852 $11,877,446,193 $2,312,386 $12,361,523 $9,980,326 $24,654,235 $22,882,511,522
2013 64,632,001 23,590,680,293 $11,347,200,555 2,065,849 754,034,778 $12,295,077,880 $2,394,944 $12,799,438 $10,279,736 $25,475,742 $23,693,248,769
2014 64,991,524 23,721,906,278 $11,752,630,339 2,076,201 757,813,547 $12,727,394,224 $2,480,449 $13,252,867 $10,588,128 $26,324,623 $24,532,710,786
2015 65,353,047 23,853,862,223 $12,172,545,925 2,086,606 761,611,254 $13,174,911,563 $2,569,006 $13,722,358 $10,905,772 $27,201,789 $25,401,915,305
2016 65,716,581 23,986,552,188 $12,607,464,885 2,097,063 765,427,991 $13,638,164,391 $2,660,726 $14,208,482 $11,232,945 $28,108,184 $26,301,916,114
2017 66,082,138 24,119,980,258 $13,057,923,281 2,107,572 769,263,857 $14,117,705,995 $2,755,720 $14,711,827 $11,569,933 $29,044,780 $27,233,804,340
2018 66,449,727 24,254,150,537 $13,524,476,330 2,118,134 773,118,945 $14,614,109,116 $2,854,105 $15,233,004 $11,917,031 $30,012,585 $28,198,709,768
2019 66,819,362 24,389,067,154 $14,007,699,084 2,128,749 776,993,352 $15,127,966,636 $2,956,003 $15,772,643 $12,274,542 $31,012,639 $29,197,802,211
2020 67,191,053 24,524,734,261 $14,508,187,146 2,139,417 780,887,176 $15,659,892,281 $3,061,539 $16,331,400 $12,642,779 $32,046,015 $30,232,292,929
2021 67,564,811 24,661,156,033 $15,026,557,395 2,150,138 784,800,513 $16,210,521,357 $3,170,843 $16,909,950 $13,022,062 $33,113,825 $31,303,436,100
2022 67,940,648 24,798,336,667 $15,563,448,753 2,160,914 788,733,462 $16,780,511,510 $3,284,049 $17,508,997 $13,412,724 $34,217,215 $32,412,530,335
2023 68,318,576 24,936,280,385 $16,119,522,970 2,171,743 792,686,120 $17,370,543,510 $3,401,297 $18,129,265 $13,815,106 $35,357,371 $33,560,920,257
2024 68,698,607 25,074,991,431 $16,695,465,439 2,182,626 796,658,586 $17,981,322,061 $3,522,731 $18,771,506 $14,229,559 $36,535,519 $34,749,998,129
2025 69,080,751 25,214,474,074 $17,291,986,044 2,193,564 800,650,960 $18,613,576,650 $3,648,501 $19,436,500 $14,656,446 $37,752,924 $35,981,205,543
2026 69,465,021 25,354,732,606 $17,909,820,031 2,204,557 804,663,342 $19,268,062,411 $3,778,761 $20,125,051 $15,096,139 $39,010,894 $37,256,035,165
2027 69,851,428 25,495,771,343 $18,549,728,917 2,215,605 808,695,831 $19,945,561,031 $3,913,671 $20,837,994 $15,549,023 $40,310,782 $38,576,032,551
2028 70,239,985 25,637,594,625 $19,212,501,426 2,226,708 812,748,528 $20,646,881,682 $4,053,398 $21,576,194 $16,015,494 $41,653,983 $39,942,798,014
2029 70,630,704 25,780,206,816 $19,898,954,464 2,237,867 816,821,535 $21,372,861,988 $4,198,114 $22,340,545 $16,495,959 $43,041,941 $41,357,988,566
2030 71,023,595 25,923,612,304 $20,609,934,125 2,249,082 820,914,954 $22,124,369,026 $4,347,996 $23,131,974 $16,990,837 $44,476,147 $42,823,319,929
2031 71,418,673 26,067,815,502 $21,346,316,733 2,260,353 825,028,886 $22,902,300,359 $4,503,229 $23,951,440 $17,500,562 $45,958,143 $44,340,568,614
2032 71,815,948 26,212,820,848 $22,109,009,922 2,271,681 829,163,435 $23,707,585,112 $4,664,005 $24,799,936 $18,025,579 $47,489,520 $45,911,574,074

NPV 2002 (End of year) $181,061,293,007 $195,199,607,524 $38,205,610 $203,683,485 $155,952,300 $397,925,681 $377,057,751,016

Daily VHT Annual VHT Fatal crash Costs
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Appreciation over Time (A/T)
Net Present Value (NPV)

User Benefits: Equivalent Annual Amount at fixed rate (EAA)
Vehicles Miles Traveled (VMT)

A/T Discount Rate 3.00% Vehicles Hours Traveled (VHT)
Property Damage Only (PDO)

Year Strategy Implemented 2012

NPV 2012 (End of year) $506,266,392,981 in 2012 dollars
EAA 2012 (End of Year) $34,029,053,837 in 2012 dollars, payments made 2012 through 2032
NPV 2002 (End of year) $376,709,742,334 in 2002 dollars
EAA 2002 (End of Year) $19,219,452,033 in 2002 dollars, payments made 2002 through 2032

2012 64,274,879 23,460,330,672 $10,955,827,114 2,055,533 750,269,591 $11,877,362,910 $2,312,386 $12,361,523 $9,980,326 $24,654,235 $22,882,498,494
2032 71,816,408 26,212,989,067 $22,109,151,804 2,271,665 829,157,623 $23,707,418,915 $4,664,005 $24,799,936 $18,025,579 $47,489,520 $45,911,549,759

Annual % Increase 0.56% 0.56% 3.57% 0.50% 0.50% 3.52% 3.57% 3.54% 3.00% 3.33% 3.54%
Year
2012 64,274,879 23,460,330,672 $10,955,827,114 2,055,533 750,269,591 $11,877,362,910 $2,312,386 $12,361,523 $9,980,326 $24,654,235 $22,882,498,494
2013 64,632,415 23,590,831,577 $11,347,273,323 2,065,834 754,029,491 $12,294,991,669 $2,394,944 $12,799,438 $10,279,736 $25,475,742 $23,693,235,326
2014 64,991,941 23,722,058,409 $11,752,705,710 2,076,187 757,808,234 $12,727,304,983 $2,480,449 $13,252,867 $10,588,128 $26,324,623 $24,532,696,916
2015 65,353,466 23,854,015,206 $12,172,623,992 2,086,592 761,605,913 $13,174,819,185 $2,569,006 $13,722,358 $10,905,772 $27,201,789 $25,401,900,994
2016 65,717,003 23,986,706,028 $12,607,545,744 2,097,048 765,422,625 $13,638,068,766 $2,660,726 $14,208,482 $11,232,945 $28,108,184 $26,301,901,349
2017 66,082,562 24,120,134,959 $13,058,007,032 2,107,557 769,258,463 $14,117,607,009 $2,755,720 $14,711,827 $11,569,933 $29,044,780 $27,233,789,105
2018 66,450,154 24,254,306,105 $13,524,563,076 2,118,119 773,113,524 $14,614,006,651 $2,854,105 $15,233,004 $11,917,031 $30,012,585 $28,198,694,049
2019 66,819,791 24,389,223,593 $14,007,788,934 2,128,734 776,987,904 $15,127,860,569 $2,956,003 $15,772,643 $12,274,542 $31,012,639 $29,197,785,993
2020 67,191,484 24,524,891,576 $14,508,280,209 2,139,402 780,881,701 $15,659,782,485 $3,061,539 $16,331,400 $12,642,779 $32,046,015 $30,232,276,197
2021 67,565,244 24,661,314,229 $15,026,653,787 2,150,123 784,795,011 $16,210,407,702 $3,170,843 $16,909,950 $13,022,062 $33,113,825 $31,303,418,837
2022 67,941,084 24,798,495,749 $15,563,548,593 2,160,898 788,727,932 $16,780,393,860 $3,284,049 $17,508,997 $13,412,724 $34,217,215 $32,412,512,525
2023 68,319,015 24,936,440,358 $16,119,626,380 2,171,728 792,680,562 $17,370,421,724 $3,401,297 $18,129,265 $13,815,106 $35,357,371 $33,560,901,883
2024 68,699,047 25,075,152,300 $16,695,572,549 2,182,611 796,653,001 $17,981,195,995 $3,522,731 $18,771,506 $14,229,559 $36,535,519 $34,749,979,173
2025 69,081,194 25,214,635,844 $17,292,096,985 2,193,549 800,645,347 $18,613,446,153 $3,648,501 $19,436,500 $14,656,446 $37,752,924 $35,981,185,986
2026 69,465,467 25,354,895,282 $17,909,934,940 2,204,542 804,657,700 $19,267,927,327 $3,778,761 $20,125,051 $15,096,139 $39,010,894 $37,256,014,990
2027 69,851,877 25,495,934,930 $18,549,847,936 2,215,589 808,690,161 $19,945,421,199 $3,913,671 $20,837,994 $15,549,023 $40,310,782 $38,576,011,738
2028 70,240,436 25,637,759,128 $19,212,624,702 2,226,693 812,742,830 $20,646,736,935 $4,053,398 $21,576,194 $16,015,494 $41,653,983 $39,942,776,543
2029 70,631,157 25,780,372,240 $19,899,082,150 2,237,852 816,815,809 $21,372,712,153 $4,198,114 $22,340,545 $16,495,959 $43,041,941 $41,357,966,416
2030 71,024,051 25,923,778,654 $20,610,066,378 2,249,066 820,909,199 $22,124,213,924 $4,347,996 $23,131,974 $16,990,837 $44,476,147 $42,823,297,079
2031 71,419,131 26,067,982,784 $21,346,453,716 2,260,337 825,023,103 $22,902,139,805 $4,503,229 $23,951,440 $17,500,562 $45,958,143 $44,340,545,043
2032 71,816,408 26,212,989,067 $22,109,151,804 2,271,665 829,157,623 $23,707,418,915 $4,664,005 $24,799,936 $18,025,579 $47,489,520 $45,911,549,759

NPV 2002 (End of year) $181,062,454,527 $195,198,238,963 $38,205,610 $203,683,485 $155,952,300 $397,925,681 $377,057,543,977

Injury crash CostsDaily VMT Annual VMT Daily VHT Annual VHT Fatal crash Costs
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User Benefits: User Cost Assumptions Appreciation over Time (A/T)
Property Damage Only (PDO)

A/T Discount Rate 3.00%

Rate Calculation Inflation Rate = 3.00%

1999 $0.30 $0.60 $10 $23 3,252$                       44,563$                     3,398,058$                
2000 $0.31 $0.62 $10 $24 3,350$                       45,900$                     3,500,000$                
2012 $0.44 $0.88 $14.69 $33.78 $4,776.30 65,442$                     4,990,163$                
2032 $0.80 $1.59 $26.52 $61.00 $8,626.53 118,196$                   9,012,790$                

Annual % Increase 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 3.00%
Year
1999 $0.30 $0.60 $10.00 $23.00 $3,252.43 $44,563.11 $3,398,058.25
2000 $0.31 $0.62 $10.30 $23.69 $3,350.00 $45,900.00 $3,500,000.00
2001 $0.32 $0.64 $10.61 $24.40 $3,450.50 $47,277.00 $3,605,000.00
2002 $0.33 $0.66 $10.93 $25.13 $3,554.02 $48,695.31 $3,713,150.00
2003 $0.34 $0.68 $11.26 $25.89 $3,660.64 $50,156.17 $3,824,544.50
2004 $0.35 $0.70 $11.59 $26.66 $3,770.45 $51,660.85 $3,939,280.84
2005 $0.36 $0.72 $11.94 $27.46 $3,883.57 $53,210.68 $4,057,459.26
2006 $0.37 $0.74 $12.30 $28.29 $4,000.08 $54,807.00 $4,179,183.04
2007 $0.38 $0.76 $12.67 $29.14 $4,120.08 $56,451.21 $4,304,558.53
2008 $0.39 $0.78 $13.05 $30.01 $4,243.68 $58,144.75 $4,433,695.28
2009 $0.40 $0.81 $13.44 $30.91 $4,370.99 $59,889.09 $4,566,706.14
2010 $0.42 $0.83 $13.84 $31.84 $4,502.12 $61,685.76 $4,703,707.33
2011 $0.43 $0.86 $14.26 $32.79 $4,637.18 $63,536.33 $4,844,818.55
2012 $0.44 $0.88 $14.69 $33.78 $4,776.30 $65,442.42 $4,990,163.10
2013 $0.45 $0.91 $15.13 $34.79 $4,919.59 $67,405.70 $5,139,868.00
2014 $0.47 $0.93 $15.58 $35.83 $5,067.18 $69,427.87 $5,294,064.04
2015 $0.48 $0.96 $16.05 $36.91 $5,219.19 $71,510.70 $5,452,885.96
2016 $0.50 $0.99 $16.53 $38.02 $5,375.77 $73,656.03 $5,616,472.54
2017 $0.51 $1.02 $17.02 $39.16 $5,537.04 $75,865.71 $5,784,966.71
2018 $0.53 $1.05 $17.54 $40.33 $5,703.15 $78,141.68 $5,958,515.71
2019 $0.54 $1.08 $18.06 $41.54 $5,874.25 $80,485.93 $6,137,271.19
2020 $0.56 $1.12 $18.60 $42.79 $6,050.47 $82,900.51 $6,321,389.32
2021 $0.57 $1.15 $19.16 $44.07 $6,231.99 $85,387.52 $6,511,031.00
2022 $0.59 $1.18 $19.74 $45.39 $6,418.95 $87,949.15 $6,706,361.93
2023 $0.61 $1.22 $20.33 $46.75 $6,611.51 $90,587.62 $6,907,552.79
2024 $0.63 $1.26 $20.94 $48.16 $6,809.86 $93,305.25 $7,114,779.37
2025 $0.65 $1.29 $21.57 $49.60 $7,014.16 $96,104.41 $7,328,222.75
2026 $0.67 $1.33 $22.21 $51.09 $7,224.58 $98,987.54 $7,548,069.44
2027 $0.69 $1.37 $22.88 $52.62 $7,441.32 $101,957.17 $7,774,511.52
2028 $0.71 $1.41 $23.57 $54.20 $7,664.56 $105,015.88 $8,007,746.87
2029 $0.73 $1.46 $24.27 $55.83 $7,894.49 $108,166.36 $8,247,979.27
2030 $0.75 $1.50 $25.00 $57.50 $8,131.33 $111,411.35 $8,495,418.65
2031 $0.77 $1.55 $25.75 $59.23 $8,375.27 $114,753.69 $8,750,281.21
2032 $0.80 $1.59 $26.52 $61.00 $8,626.53 $118,196.30 $9,012,789.64

Travel Time Costs 
Truck crash Costs PDO
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
August, 2001

U.S. Department of Interior
November 8, 2001

U.S. Department of Interior
March 26, 2004

U.S. Department of Interior
July 5, 2004

Federal Highway Administration
November 17, 2004

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
December 17, 2004

Federal Highway Administration
January 12, 2005

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
February 24, 2005
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Missouri Department of Natural Resources
October 8, 1999

MoDOT
June 13, 2000

Missouri Emergency Management Agency
November 1, 2001

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
November 28, 2001

MoDOT
March 7, 2002

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
January 23, 2003

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
October 8, 2003

MoDOT
April 30, 2004

MoDOT
August 27, 2004

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
October 25, 2004

MoDOT
December, 2004



























































City of St. Louis
Department of Parks, Recreation & Forestry

November 1, 2000
City of St. Louis
Community Development Administration

May 16, 2001
City of St. Louis
Department of Parks, Recreation & Forestry

September 24, 2001
City of St. Louis Office of the Mayor

October 25, 2001
City of St. Louis Office of the Mayor

October 29, 2004
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Forest Park/I-64 Meeting Minutes
September 8, 1999

Forest Park Hospital
May 29, 2001

Meeting with Paraquad
August 14, 2001

Parkway Subcorridor Meeting with
City of St. Louis Officials
August 21, 2001

BJC Health Care/Central Institute for the Deaf/
Washington University School of Medicine
October 24, 2001

Parkway Advisory Committee Meeting
December 5, 2001

HNTB
January 17, 2002

HNTB - Record of Telephone Call
February 8,2002

City of Richmond Heights
February 10, 2004

City of Richmond Heights
October 28, 2004

Forest Park Hospital
May 21, 2001

Saint Louis Zoo
February 15, 2002
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APPENDIX J 

Public Comments  
 
A. Public Comments Prior to the Draft EIS 
 

1. SUMMARY OF THE WEBSITE COMMENTS 
 

The most frequently asked questions and comments related to whether specific pieces of property 
would be taken because of improvements to I-64, when those individuals would be notified of 
impacts to their property and the process for determining appropriate compensation.  Forty-two of 
the comments on the website were related to this issue.  Three of the comments asked about 
access to particular pieces of property before and after construction.  A related comment inquired 
about MoDOT maintenance of property purchased for right-of-way, the concern being that it will 
not be maintained prior to its usage for I-64.  There was also a concern that was stated in three 
comments that commercial interests would win out over individual property owners when it came 
to determining which properties would be needed for right-of-way.    There were three comments 
from individuals who were concerned about having to move outside of the Clayton School District 
because their property would be taken and they would not be able to find affordable housing 
anywhere else within the district. 
 
Response:  These comments were addressed by informing the respondents about the EIS and 
project schedule.  Concerns about property impacts and issues were provided to the study team 
and consideration of these issues are part of the evaluation process used to select a preferred 
alterative and to describe the impacts of the alternatives. 
 
Other issues received comments.  About twelve of the comments received related to the 
incorporation of mass transit, specifically MetroLink and bus lines, within the corridor to reduce 
congestion and air pollution.  Another set of general comments related to the use of urban design 
and aesthetics along the corridor to create a cohesiveness with the rest of the city.  Ten of the 
comments reflected the view that this was a worthwhile part of the project, while one comment 
stated the opposite view.  Pedestrian and bicycle access to the different neighborhoods and 
Forest Park were concerns expressed in ten of the comments.  There were five comments that 
discussed the general poor condition of I-64 and the bridges.  Three comments asked about the 
possibility of having HOV lanes to provide an express route and encourage car pooling.  There 
were three comments that asked about the application of ITS through the corridor for purposes of 
directing traffic during incidents, providing general directional information for unfamiliar drivers, 
and connecting the traffic lights throughout the St. Louis metro area to reduce congestion.  Two 
comments addressed the question of whether the funding is or would be available for moving the 
project forward. 
 
Response:  A discussion of transit strategies is included in Chapter II.  Existing pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities are described in Chapter III, pedestrian and bicycle components of the refined 
alternatives are described in Chapter II and the impacts of the proposed action on pedestrian and 
bicycle modes are described in Chapter IV. 
 
One comment that appeared quite frequently had to do with the application of noise walls.  About 
13 of the comments asked whether their particular property or area would be eligible for the 
construction of noise walls.  Many of these comments came from individuals who said that the 
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noise level on their property was already high and would only get worse once improvements were 
made. 
 
Response:  Respondents have been referred to MoDOT’s noise policy.  The noise policy and 
noise analysis related to the proposed action is included in Chapter IV. 
 
Some of the comments generally discussed some of the more traffic and design related impacts.  
Three comments asked whether twelve foot shoulders inside and outside were necessary as this 
would require more property takings.  Five of the individuals commenting asked to have additional 
lanes added to the improvements because they felt that capacity is an issue that can’t be 
addressed without additional lanes.  Five of the comments received stated that traffic flow should 
be the most important consideration and whatever needs to be done to improve the current 
condition should be done.  The need to smooth out the hills in the I-64 corridor was expressed in 
five of the comments.  Two individuals asked the origin of the traffic data used to come up with 
and justify certain alternatives.  Three of the comments received felt that the alternatives 
presented by MoDOT would only create more congestion on I-64 and in the surrounding 
neighborhoods.   The perception that the alternatives presented would create more traffic on the 
outer roads was expressed in ten of the comments.  Two individuals felt that additional turning 
lanes are needed at some of the interchanges to increase traffic flow.  Six of the comments 
reflected the desire to have one or more of the interchanges along I-64 closed. 
 
Response:  These comments have been considered within the design process and are also 
incorporated as part of the Purpose and Need for Action.   
 
There were some areas and interchanges that each received several comments on the website.  
One of these interchanges is Bellevue.  Fifty-six comments asked that the Bellevue interchange 
be kept open to provide direct access to St. Mary’s Hospital.  The feeling is that removing that 
interchange would hinder the ability of an emergency vehicle to make it to the hospital quickly.  
Five comments were received saying that this would not be the case and that emergency vehicles 
should not use routes through residential neighborhoods. 
 
Response:  This input was considered in the development and screening of interchange concepts 
at Bellevue. 
 
Another interchange that was the subject of several comments was Spoede.  Ten comments 
responded negatively to the possibility of Spoede being closed.  Three of the comments received 
responded negatively to the closing of the access at Laclede Station Road.  Seven comments 
expressed the desire to have the current status of the Oakland Avenue bridge maintained, while 
one comment praised the changes suggested by MoDOT. 
 
Response:  Input related to interchange conceptual improvements was considered in the 
development and screening of interchange concepts.   
 
2. SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING COMMENTS 
 

Of the comments received, many express opposition to improvements which would take 
residential property or affect property values.  Twenty of the comments received related to 
concerns about the effects of the I-64 improvements on property.  One comment discussed a 
concern about properties being bought by MoDOT and then left vacant.  Another comment related 
to property was the availability of good schools and the inability of individuals to find affordable 
replacement housing in those school districts.  Three of the comments received expressed a 
concern that commercial interests would prevail over the interests of residential property owners 
when it came to purchasing right-of-way. 
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Response:   Concerns about property impacts and issues were provided to the study team and 
consideration of these issues are part of the evaluation process used to select a preferred 
alterative and to describe the impacts of the alternatives. 
 
Twenty-one comments relayed the concern for noise impacts and the need to retain trees that 
would act as noise and view barriers and the need to build sound walls.  The majority of those 
individuals commenting asked that sound walls be constructed to minimize the noise from traffic 
on I-64 and be used as an aesthetic element to improve the look of the corridor.   Six individuals 
commented on the use of urban design and aesthetics in the corridor.  The majority thought that 
this would be an improvement. 
 
Response:  Respondents have been referred to MoDOT’s noise policy.  The noise policy and 
noise analysis related to the proposed action is included in Chapter IV. 
 
Two individuals expressed the desire to eliminate a few of the interchanges in order to improve 
traffic flow.  One comment relayed a feeling that additional lanes would be needed to solve the 
problems of traffic congestion on I-64.  Along this same line, two comments expressed concerns 
about impacts to residential streets both during and after construction.  One comment was that 
local traffic would be worse after improvements were in place.  A related comment was the 
concern that pedestrian access would be eliminated or reduced and that bus stops would not be 
accommodated because of improvements and stressing the importance of these considerations.   
 
Response:  These comments have been considered within the design process and are also 
incorporated as part of the Purpose and Need for Action.   
 
Five of the comments indicated the preference for the project to begin as soon as possible.  
Thirty-three comments make specific recommendations about a particular interchange.  Those 
references are to Brentwood Boulevard, I-170, Big Bend, Bellevue, Lindbergh, Kingshighway, 
Oakland and Spoede.   
 
Response:  These comments have been considered within the design process and are also 
incorporated as part of the Purpose and Need for Action.   
 
Comments from the public hearings from the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be 
included in the Final EIS. 
 
B. Summary of Public Information Activities 
 

The following pages provide a summary of public information activities related to the New I-64 and 
the I-64 EIS.
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  2002 CHRONOLOGY OF  

I-64 DOCUMENTATION 

 
A Chronology of Public Information Activities 

Relating to the I-64 Reconstruction Project 
 

Author:   David A. Murray, The Writing Company 
 

January 14 Document: 
• “Holden sees little chance for roads plan,” Bill Bell Jr. and Ken 

Leiser, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

January 15 Meetings with Mayor of Clayton, city of Ladue, and city of Frontenac 
 
Topics: 
• Proposed I-170 improvements 
 
Meetings with businesses along Lindbergh Boulevard 
 
Topics: 
• Proposed improvements along Lindbergh and Clayton Road 
 

January 16 Meeting with Jim Schneithorst to discuss Lindbergh/Clayton 
improvements 

 
Thruway Meeting at Richmond Heights Community Center 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
 

January 17 Greenway meeting at MoDOT Traffic Information Center 
 
Topics: 
• Lindbergh/I-64 
• Proposed improvements at Lindbergh/Clayton intersection 
 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
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January 24 Documents: 
• “New interchange of I-170, Hwy. 40 must take homes, 

 Phil Sutin in St. Louis Post-Dispatch, page W1 
 
• “Lindbergh Boulevard plan runs under Clayton Road,” Phil Sutin, 

St. Louis Post-Dispatch, page W1 
 
• “Highway 40 project will include noise mitigation for homes,” Phil 

Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch, page W1 
 

February 13 Parkway meeting at Saint Louis Zoo 
Topics: 
 
Documents: 
• Parkway summary 
 

February 20 Thruway meeting at Richmond Heights Community Center 
Topics: 
• I-170; new proposals for interchange 
• Big Bend / Bellevue 
 
Documents: 
• Thruway meeting summary 
 

February 25 Documents: 
“Engineers propose new options for Highway 40 interchanges,” Phil 
Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

March 13 Parkway meeting at River Camp, Saint Louis Zoo 
 
Topics: 
• Preview of April 3 open house 
 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
 

March 14 Greenway meeting at MoDOT TIC 
 
Topics: 
• Preview of April 3 open house 
 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
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March 21 Thruway meeting at Richmond Heights Community Center 
 
Topics: 
• Preview of April 3 open house 
 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
 

March 27 Aesthetic Committee meeting at Richmond Heights Community 
Center 
 
Topics: 
• April 3 open house 
 
Documents: 
• Meeting summary 
 

April 3 Public open house on I-64, EIS process at Richmond Heights 
Community Center from 2:00 to 8:00 p.m. 
 
Documents: 
 
• I-64 Newsletter #4 
• Comment forms 
• Sign-in sheet 
• Staff Assignment Schedule 
• Layout of meeting space 
 

April 8 • “Hwy. 40 work projected for 2007,” Phil Sutin in St. Louis Post-
Dispatch  

 
April 10 Topic:  Berkshire Neighborhood Meeting 

 
Documents: 
• Sign-in sheet 
 

April 11 Letter from Sandra Bannon 
 
Topic: 
• Please don’t move south at Brentwood Forest 
 

April 11 • “Pace Details project near Galleria”  Chern Yeh Kwok in St. Louis 
Post-Dispatch 

 
• “Steep walk to proposed station has Richmond Heights worried,” 

Phil Sutin in St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
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May 2 Topic: 
 
Document: 
• “Brentwood residents want work on Hwy. 40 to preserve buffer,” 

Phil Sutin in St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

June 13 • “Session highlights Hwy. 40 projects’ problems: Bridges get first 
priority, but money is crucial issue,” Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-
Dispatch 

 
June 30 • “Highway department may travel rocky road with tax plan: 

Credibility is at issue after failure of last big program,” Bill Bell, 
Jr., St. Louis Post-Dispatch 

 
Topic: History of 1992 highway tax initiative 
 

July 8 • “Proposition B backers push road projects as a safety issue,” Bill 
Bell Jr., St. Louis Post-Dispatch  

 
July 15 • “Richmond Heights says ‘No Thanks’ to the state’s proposed 

gasoline tax hike,” KMOX radio  
 

July 19 Topic: Upcoming August 6 vote on Proposition B 
 
Documents: 
• “Plan Falls Short,” Deborah Waite, President, Missouri League of 

Women Voters,  Letters to the Editor, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
(League declines to endorse Prop B) 

 
• Cartoon comparing Prop B ad from Missouri Transportation and 

Development Council to snake oil 
 
• “Proposition B: Truth in Advertising,” St. Louis Post-Dispatch 

Editorial decrying TV ads placed by MTDC claiming Prop B 
money would go to Highway Patrol 

 
July 23 Topic: Plans for 35K retail development, “Schneithorst Square,” at 

southeast corner of Lindbergh / I-64 
 
Documents: 
Jerry Berger’s column in St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

July 31 Topic: Upcoming August 6 vote on Proposition B 
 
Documents:  “Prop B could aid growth in Missouri: Two studies vary 
in the degree of economic benefit to the state,” Bill Bell Jr. and Jim 
Getz, St. Louis Post-Dispatch, p.1 
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August 13 Meeting with St. Louis County 
 
Topic: 
• Latest design options 
• Impacts 
• Coordination with St. Louis County’s arterial system 
 

August 14 All-Subcommittee Meeting 
 
Topic: 
• Proposition B 
• Update of the DEIS 
 

August 15 Topic: Impact of Prop B vote on I-64 project 
 
Document:  “Highway 40 project will take 15 years, official says.”Phil 
Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

August 19 Presentation at a Richmond Heights City Council Meeting 
 
Topic: 
• Project Update 
  

August 20 Meeting with Senator Pat Dougherty 
 
Topic: 
• Project Update 
• Proposition B 
• Schedule 
 

September 13 Topic:  MoDOT halting road design work on 10 long-term area 
projects  
 
• Article by Bill Bell Jr., St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

October 24 Topic: Richmond Heights wants to redevelop southeast corner of 
Brentwood Boulevard/Clayton Road with a Marriott Hotel 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

October 25 Topic: Funding for I-70 MRB and I-64 could be delayed or bonding 
could be used 
 
• Article by Jim Getz, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
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December 2 Topic: Richmond Heights wants only one plan for the                   
Big Bend/Bellevue interchange.  Richmond Heights passed a decision 
ruling for no new ramps at Big Bend. 
 
• Article in St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

December 19 Meeting with City of St. Louis Parks, Recreation & Forestry Dept. 
 
Topic: 
• Impacts to trees in Forest Park 
• Mitigation 
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  2003 CHRONOLOGY OF  

I-64 DOCUMENTATION 

 
A Chronology of Public Information Activities 

Relating to the I-64 Reconstruction Project 
 

Author:    
 

January 4 Topic: Plan to improve Highway 40 
 
• Front page article by Phil Sutin and Jim Getz, St. Louis Post-

Dispatch  
 

January 5 Topic: Residents are anxious and have mixed feelings about 
Highway 40 plan 
 
• Article by Michele Munz, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

January 6 Meeting with City of St. Louis Parks, Recreation and Forestry, Forest 
Park  
 
Topics: 
• Tree Impacts to Forest Park 
 

January 8 All-Subcommittee Meeting, 5:30 – 8:00 p.m. 
 
Topics: 
• Purpose and Need, Draft EIS schedule and review, sound 

abatement, selecting Preferred Alternatives, Forest Park Impacts 
 

January 9 Topic: Details on interchanges along the I-64 project, including 
costs 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
Topic: Highway 40 project outlines its long-range plan 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
Topic: Reconsider plans for Highway 40, reconsider the No-Build 
 
• Editorial Ron Fagerstrom, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
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Topic: MoDOT is heavily impacting neighborhoods especially 
Richmond Heights for the sake of commuter traffic 
 
• Editorial by Steven R. Bettlach, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

January 11 Topic: St. Louis could lose anywhere from $27 million to $40 million 
a year based on new statewide funding formula 
 
• Article by Bill Bell Jr., St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

January 12 Topic: MoDOT is going to talk individually with property owners 
about right-of-way acquisitions and sound walls when proceeding 
with final design 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

January 13 Topic: Richmond Heights looking for a lawyer to fight MoDOT and 
reduce property impacts 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

January 21 I-64 presentation to the local Transportation Engineering Association 
of Metropolitan St. Louis 
 
Topics:  
• Current status of Draft EIS, traffic and schedule 
 

January 27 Meeting with Richmond Heights City Council 
 
Topics: 
• Design and traffic issues in the Thruway  
 

January 28 Displays at the Annual Richmond Heights Town Hall Meeting at the 
Richmond Heights Community Center 
 

January 29 Public Hearing Open House on I-64 DEIS, St. Louis Science Center 
from Noon to 8:00 p.m. 
 
Documents: 
• Comment Forms 
• Sign-In sheet 
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February 6 Topic: Richmond Heights has hired two lawyers to consult and work 
with MoDOT to reduce impacts 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
Topic: Mailer sent out by a group called Citizens Concerned for the 
Future of Richmond Heights 
 
• Article by David Ellis, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

February 10 Topic: Richmond Heights planning commission to recommend that 
Cit Council approve about $31.5 million in tax-increment finance for 
Boulevard St. Louis 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

February 13 Meeting with St. Luke’s Parish, 7:00 p.m. 
 
Topics: 
• Big Bend/Bellevue as part of overall project 
 

February 24 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council has taken another step 
forward toward constructing the Boulevard project by Pace 
Properties 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

March 22 Topic: St. Louis Galleria is up for sale 
 
• Article by Chern Yeh Kwok, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

March 24 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council voted to hire Ruth Nichols as 
consultant on historic preservation to address the I-64 project and 
save homes 
 
• Article by Benjamin Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

April 16 Topic: Weber was awarded contract work for MetroLink extension, 
Richmond Heights requesting 12’ wall on new tracks along Linden 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

April 18 Topic: Meridian project in Brentwood moves forward after four year 
delay 
 
• Article by Charlene Prost, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
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April 21 Topic: Richmond Heights criticizes new design for Highway 40 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

April 24 Topic: Town and County apartments will move forward with 
redevelopment despite I-64 project 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin and Charlene Prost, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

April 25 Meeting with Barnes Jewish Center/Washington University Medical 
Center 
 
Topics: 
• Interchange types at Kingshighway and Tower Grove 
• Traffic simulation for Kingshighway, traffic information for I-64 

and Tower Grove interchange  
• Traffic improvements at Clayton/Boyle/Tower Grove 
 

April 26 Topic: Extension of I-64 comment deadline to May 30 based on 
Richmond Heights’ request 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

April 28 Topic: MoDOT wishes to buy the Town and Country apartments a 
soon as possible 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin and Jim Getz, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

May 1 Topic: St. Louis County hired Parsons Brinckerhoff to perform 
Hanley Road traffic study 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

May 3 Topic: Criticism of MoDOT for encouraging sprawl by displacing 
residents in the inner core of the metropolitan area to build roads 
 
• Letter to the Editor, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

May 15 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council prepared to vote on the 
preliminary plan to redevelop Town and Country apartments 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

May 19 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council approved the preliminary plan 
to redevelop the Town and Country apartments 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
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May 28 Meeting for the residents of the City of Frontenac 
 
Topics: 
• New alignment and impacts north of I-64 between Spoede and 

Lindbergh 
• Acquisitions 
 

May 29 Topic: Mississippi River Bridge project and the I-64 project funding 
as being dependent on the passing of the new federal highway bill 
 
• Article by Jim Getz, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

June 4 Meeting with Richmond Heights 
 
Topics: 
• Impacts to parks 
• Memorandum of Agreement on parks 
 
Meeting with Sheridan Hills neighborhood 
 
Topics: 
• Reconnection of McMorrow to retain access 
• Stacked and flat options at I-170 
• Visual impacts 
 

June 9 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council approved to help pay for a 
sound wall along MetroLink in areas in northern Sheridan Hills 
 
• Article by Benjamin Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

June 16 Public Officials briefing regarding I-64 
 

June 23 Topic: While Richmond Heights helping to pay for walls north and 
within Sheridan Hills, some residents upset that it is not benefiting 
everyone 
 
• Article by Benjamin Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
Topic: City of St. Louis has approved and supports I-64 DEIS 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
 

June 30 Topic: MoDOT proposes shifting I-64 north between Spoede and 
Lindbergh to save businesses and purchase homes 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
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July 3 Topic: Traffic on county roads near Forest Park Parkway has 
increased no more than 6% since portions were closed for MetroLink 
construction 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 
Topic: St. Louis are funding for projects has dropped from $300 
million last fiscal year to $150 million this fiscal year 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

July 8 Topic: EWGCC public meeting schedule regarding regional roadway 
improvement projects 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

July 28 Meeting with Richmond Heights  
 
Topics: 
• Discuss options examined by MoDOT and FHWA to reduce 

property impacts in the City of Richmond Heights, in response to 
letters received from Richmond Heights. 

• Big Bend/Bellevue 
• Lavinia Gardens 
• Bennett Avenue and The Heights Community Center 
• Hanley – I-170 area 
 
Topic: Metro to close Forest Park Parkway between DeBaliviere and 
Skinker for MetroLink construction. 
 
• Article in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

August 4 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council has agreed to grant Metro 
easements over its streets in exchange for soundwall to run on both 
sides of MetroLink 
 
• Article by Ben Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

August 14 Meeting with St. Louis County 
 
Topics: 
• I-170 option with frontage roads, impacts, and coordination with 

the arterial system 
• Galleria Pkwy, Hanley, Eager and Dale 
• Hanley Road traffic study being done by PB 
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August 17 Topic: Jerry Staenberg offered that wish-list includes the acquisition 
of land just south of Highway 40 and as close to Washington 
University Medical Center as possible.   
 
• Article by Jerry Berger  
 

August 18 Topic: Hadley Township Homeowner Association has started 
collecting signatures to show the Richmond Heights City Council that 
they want to keep the area east of Hanley and south of Highway 40 
predominately single-family, owner-occupied housing 
 
• Article by Ben Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
 

August 20 Meeting with the City of Brentwood 
 
Topics: 
• I-170 option with frontage roads 
• Traffic impacts of Eager Road traffic through the Galleria 

Parkway interchange 
 

August 22 Meeting with the City of Brentwood 
 
Topics: 
• I-170 option with frontage roads 
 

September 3 Cultural Resources meeting with Richmond Heights and St. Louis 
 
Topics: 
• Cultural resources issues and concerns  
• Opportunity for consulting parties to provide documentation and 

to discuss concerns 
• Effects/Mitigation Measures 

September 8 Topic: New I-64 Project will reduce impacts to homes on Bennett 
Avenue compared to original estimates 
 
• Article by Florence Shinkle, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 
Topic: Plan for $120 million office/hotel complex in Clayton agreed 
to construct third lane on southbound Hanley Road 
 
• Article by Phil Sutin, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

September 11 Topic: Owner of Manhassett Village, a large apartment complex in 
Richmond Heights, has notified 40 percent of tenants that they must 
move out for renovation or demolition to allow for new use 
 
• Article by Tim O’Neil, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
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September 25 Topic: Richmond Heights City Council wants to keep Hadley 
Township a neighborhood of mostly owner-occupied single-family 
homes 
 
• Article by Ben Israel, St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

October 20 Topic: Esley Hamilton meets with MoDOT regarding I-64 cultural 
resources 
 
• Article in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch 
 

October 29 Meeting with the Clayton Park Addition and West Moor Park 
Subdivision residents and the City of Richmond Heights 
 
Topics: 
• Alignment changes to further minimize impacts on Bennett 

Avenue 
• Proposed mitigation of A.B. Green Athletic complex 
 

November 4 9:00 a.m.:   MSD relief sewer project - Black Creek, Brentwood/   
I-64 interchange  
 
Topics:  Shared information about each of our projects 
 

November 19 Meeting with MSD  
 
Topics:  Went over MoDOT’s detention requirements analysis for 
corridor 

December 17 Meeting with Waveland Partners 
 
Topics:  Discussed plans to redevelop Manhasset Village 
Apartments, and MoDOT’s proposed I-64 improvements 
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  2004 CHRONOLOGY OF  

I-64 DOCUMENTATION 

 
A Chronology of Public Information Activities 

Relating to the I-64 Reconstruction Project 
 

Author:    
 

January 13 10:00 a.m.:  I-64 Cultural Resource Consultation meeting 
January 28 7:00 p.m.:  Richmond Heights Town Hall meeting at the Heights 

 
Topics:   
• Open House format w/ formal Q&A by RH elected officials.   
• MoDOT had a table set up, answered questions from publict 
• Answered questions from public & elected officials during Q&A  

February 3 11:00 a.m.:  I-64 meeting with Richmond Heights 
 
Topic:  AB Green mitigation plan 

March 8 Meeting with Mullenix 
 
Topics:  Discussed plans for The Fountains development and 
MoDOT’s plans for I-64/I-170 interchange 

May 6 10:00 a.m.:  I-64 Cultural Resource Consultation meeting 
 
Documents: 
Meeting summary 

August 27 10:00 a.m.:  I-64 Cultural Resource Consultation meeting 
 
Documents: 
Meeting summary 

November 1 8:00 a.m.:  I-64 meeting with Clayton Mayor Uchitelle and City 
Manager Mike Schoedel 
 
Topic:  Review EIS plan for I-64/I-170 interchange, and I-64 
in Richmond Heights 

November 4 1:00 p.m.:  I-64 Meeting with Richmond Heights 
 
Topic:  Review all the proposed EIS changes in Richmond 
  Heights  
 
Attendees:  Mayor Humprhey, Amy Schutzenhofer, tom Weiss, 
Dave Reary, Karen Yeomans, Lesley Hoffarth 
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December 6 1:00 p.m.:  Hanley Road Corridor Study Meeting 
 
Topic:  St. Louis County Department of Highways reviewed 
proposed plans for Hanley Road corridor improvements and group 
discussed funding options 
 
Attendees:  Mayors of Brentwood, Maplewood and Richmond 
Heights, Rep. Donelly, Sen. Bray, Metro, MoDOT, County Executive 
Charlie Dooley 

December 9 1:30 p.m.:  Meeting with Balke Brown 
 
Topic:  Boland Place development plans for Chaney Elementary 
School site and I-64 plans 
 
Attendees:  Don Land (Balke Brown), Steve Rauh (Frontenac 
Engineering), Karen Yeomans, Lesley Hoffarth 

 

























































































PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION AND 

THE MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, AND THE  
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

SUBMITTED PURSUANT TO 36 CFR 800.14(b)((2) 
 

Regarding Interstate Highway 64/United States Highway 40 
from west of Spoede Road in St. Louis County 
to west of Sarah Street in the City of St. Louis 

 
Missouri Department of Transportation Job Nos. J6I0978 and J6I1248 

 
 
Whereas, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the 
improvements to Interstate Highway 64 between west of Spoede Road and west of Sarah 
Street may have an effect upon properties included in or eligible for inclusion in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and has consulted with the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation (Council), and the Missouri State Historic Preservation 
Office (SHPO), pursuant to Section 800.13 of the regulations (36 CRF 800) 
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA); and 
Section 110 of the same act, and 
 
Whereas, the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) has participated in 
consultation and has been invited to concur in this Programmatic Agreement, and  
 
Whereas, the full impacts of this project on cultural resources cannot be determined until 
the final design has been completed, and community consensus has been reached 
regarding noise barriers,  
 
Now therefore, the FHWA, the Council, the SHPO and the MoDOT agree that the 
project shall be administered in accordance with the following stipulations to satisfy the 
FHWA’s Section 106 responsibility for all individual aspects of the project. 
 

Stipulations  
The FHWA shall insure the following measures are carried out: 
 
I.  For non-archaeological resources the following procedure will be used to identify and 

evaluate cultural resources: 
 

A. The MoDOT shall consult with the SHPO to determine the Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) for the project. The APE shall be designated in such a way to 
include resources impacted if the project design changes. 

B. The MoDOT will conduct a cultural resources survey of all buildings, structures, 
sites, objects and districts within the APE. The survey shall include an archival 
search of previously recorded resources on file at the SHPO archive, and shall 
include background and contextual information sufficient to evaluate the 



significance of resources.  A technical report detailing the results of the survey 
shall be produced in accordance with SHPO standards and guidelines. 

C. The MoDOT will consult with the SHPO and with the Cultural Resource Offices 
of the City of St. Louis and St. Louis County, should those offices chose to 
participate, regarding the eligibility of the surveyed resources for the NRHP 
applying the Criteria for evaluation (36 CFR 60.4). 

D. If there is disagreement about the eligibility of the resources for the NRHP that 
cannot be resolved the FHWA shall request a formal determination of eligibility 
from the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with 36 CFR 800.4(c)(2).  

E. For resources that are determined to be eligible for inclusion on the NRHP the 
MoDOT shall consult with the SHPO and City and County Cultural Resource 
Offices to determine the effect of the project on the eligible resource(s) following 
the guidance found in 36 CFR 800.5. 

F. For properties that the project will have an adverse effect on the MoDOT shall 
consult with the SHPO and City and County Cultural Resource Offices to 
determine appropriate mitigation measures and levels of documentation. 

G. MoDOT will complete the mitigation measures and allow the SHPO a thirty (30) 
day comment period. If the SHPO has comments they shall be satisfactorily 
addressed prior to the demolition of any NRHP eligible resources. 

H. The MoDOT shall provide copies of the mitigation documentation to the SHPO, 
City and County Cultural Resource Offices and the St. Louis Landmarks 
Association. 
 

II. Investigations to identify archaeological sites and evaluate the effects of the 
undertaking on NRHP eligible sites will be conducted with a phased approach, as 
specified in 36 CFR Section 800.4(b)(2), once the project has been designed and the 
APE has been determined. Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, the MoDOT shall take the steps 
necessary to identify archaeological sites that may be affected by the undertaking and 
gather sufficient information to evaluate the eligibility of those properties for the 
NRHP. Information shall be obtained through archaeological surveys, archival 
research or other appropriate investigations. Identification of archaeological 
properties shall follow the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716), applicable SHPO guidelines, 
and agency programs to meet the requirements of Section 110(a)(2)(C) of the NHPA. 
The following procedure will be used to identify and evaluate archaeological 
resources: 

 
A. The FHWA shall consult with the SHPO to determine and document the APE, 

review existing information on archaeological sites within the APE, seek 
appropriate information from consulting parties, other individuals, organizations, 
and Indian Tribes likely to have knowledge of, or concerns with, archaeological 
sites in the area, and identify issues relating to the undertaking’s potential effects 
on archaeological sites. 

B. The FHWA shall take the steps necessary to identify archaeological sites within 
the APE based on the information gathered while determining the scope of 



identification efforts, and in consultation with the SHPO and any Indian tribe that 
might attach religious and cultural significance to properties within the APE. 

C. The FHWA shall apply the National Register Criteria (36 CFR 63), in 
consultation with the SHPO and any Indian tribe that attaches religious and 
cultural significance to identified properties and guided by the Secretary’s 
Standards and Guidelines for Evaluation, to properties identified within the APE 
that have not been previously evaluated for NRHP eligibility. 

D. The FHWA, in consultation with the SHPO and any Indian tribe that attaches 
religious and cultural significance to identified archaeological sites, shall apply 
the criteria of adverse effect (36 CFR 800.5(a)(1) to archaeological sites within 
the APE. FHWA shall consider any views concerning such effects that have been 
provided by consulting parties, property owners, and the public. 

E. If the FHWA and the SHPO determines any of the NRHP Criteria are met the 
property shall be considered eligible. If MoDOT and the SHPO determines the 
criteria are not met the property shall be considered not eligible. If MoDOT and 
the SHPO disagree, or if the Council so requests, the FHWA shall obtain a 
determination of eligibility from the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to 36 CFR 
Part 63. If an Indian tribe that attaches religious and cultural significance to a 
property does not agree, it may ask the Council to request FHWA to obtain a 
determination of eligibility. 

F. The FHWA shall consult with the SHPO and other consulting parties, to develop 
and evaluate alternatives or modifications to the undertaking that could avoid, 
minimize, or mitigate adverse effects on NRHP eligible archaeological sites. 

G. The FHWA shall consult with the SHPO and other consulting parties, to develop 
Archaeological Data Recovery Plan(s) to mitigate adverse effects on NRP eligible 
archaeological sites that cannot be avoided.   Mitigation will include recovery of 
significant archeological information by means of controlled excavation and other 
scientific recording methods. 

H. The FHWA shall ensure that a report on the archaeological investigations carried 
out pursuant to this agreement is provided to the SHPO, and upon request, to 
other interested parties. 

I. The FHWA shall ensure that procedures to be used for the processing, analysis, 
and curation of collected materials are in accordance with the Advisory Council’s 
Handbook Treatment of Archaeological Properties, Part III of the Secretary of 
Interior’s Guidelines and currently accepted standards for the analysis and 
curation of archaeological remains. 

J. The FHWA shall ensure that a determination, finding, or agreement is supported 
by sufficient documentation to enable any reviewing parties to understand its 
basis. 

 
III. The Council and the SHPO may monitor activities carried out pursuant to this 

Programmatic Agreement, and the Council will review such activities if so requested.  
The FHWA will cooperate with the Council and the SHPO in carrying out their 
monitoring and review responsibilities. 

 



IV. Disputes regarding the completion of the terms of this agreement shall be resolved by 
the signatories with Council participation if requested. 

 
V. Any party to this Programmatic Agreement may request that it be amended, 

whereupon the parties will consult in accordance with 36 CFR 800.13 to consider 
such and amendment. 

 
VI. Any party to this Programmatic Agreement may terminate it by provided thirty (30) 

days notice to the other parties, provided that the parties will consult during the 
period prior to the termination.  In the even of termination the FHWA will comply 
with 36 CFR 800.4 through 800.6 with regard to this project. 

 
VII. This Programmatic Agreement shall expire ten (10) years after its execution. The 

Agreement can be extended for two (2) five (5)-year periods if all parties agree in 
writing. 

 
Execution and implementation of this Programmatic Agreement evidences that the 
FHWA has satisfied its Section 106 responsibilities for improvements to Interstate 
Highway 64 between west of Spoede Road and  west  of  Sarah Street. 
 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation: 
 
 
By: _____________________________________________ Date: _______________ 
 
 
Federal Highway Administration 
 
 
By: _____________________________________________ Date: ______________ 
 
 
 
Missouri State Historic Preservation Officer: 
 
 
By: _____________________________________________ Date: ______________ 
 
 
Concur: 
 
Missouri Department of Transportation 
 
 
By: _____________________________________________ Date: ______________ 
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APPENDIX L 

Waters of the U.S. and Preliminary 
Jurisdictional Wetland Determinations 

Summary Report 
 
A. Introduction 
 

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) are proposing to reconstruct the existing Interstate 64/U.S. 40 facility with new 
interchange configurations, bridges and roadways in an urbanized area of St. Louis County and 
the city of St. Louis.  The proposed project begins on I-64 west of Spoede Road in St. Louis 
County and continues eastward to west of Sarah Street in the city of St. Louis, and on I-170 
from south of Brentwood Boulevard to Eager Road.  The project length on I-64 is 10.9 miles 
(17.5 kilometers) and on I-170 is 0.8 miles (1.3 kilometers).  The proposed action includes 
adding through lane capacity on I-64 between I-170 and Spoede Road.  It is intended that the 
reconstructed facility will meet current interstate standards.  This proposed action is referred to 
as “The New I-64” (see Exhibit A, Vicinity Map).  
 
The following overview provides an environmental summary of the field investigations 
performed to assess Waters of the U.S. that would be impacted by the construction of the 
Preferred Alternative alignment.  This information is compiled for the purpose of providing data 
for a section 404 permit application.  The MoDOT requested the investigation to include the 
results in the project’s Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) document. The field work was 
conducted by HNTB environmental personnel on June 19, 2003.  The NEPA/Section 404 
merged process is not being used for this project. 
 
The Project Proponent and the Consultant for the project, and the contact persons, are as 
follows: 

 
 Project Proponent  Consultant 
 Missouri Department of Transportation  HNTB Corporation 
 District No. 6  Mr. Tim Flagler, ASLA 
 Mr. Ed Hassinger, District Engineer  Mr. Dan Van Petten, AICP, CF 
 Ms. Lesley Hoffarth, Project Manager  715 Kirk Drive 
 1590 Woodlake Drive   Kansas City, MO.  64105 
 Chesterfield, MO 63017  (816) 472-1201 
 (314) 340-4100   

 
B. Purpose of and Need for the Project 
 

The purpose of the proposed project is to reconstruct this 10.9-mile (17.5-kilometer) long 
section of I-64 mainline and the 0.8-mile (1.3-kilometer) section of I-170, and reconstruct 
interchanges to be consistent with current design standards.  The proposed action would 
address several goals: 1) replace the deteriorating facility and substandard interchanges;         
2) increase roadway capacity between Spoede Road and I-170; 3) improve safety; 4) improve 
traffic operation and decrease congestion; and 5) promote community redevelopment. 
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The specific needs being addressed by the proposed action are summarized as follows: 
 

• Freeway Condition/Interchange Design Features – Improve the pavement surface and 
upgrade current roadway features along I-64, including roadway alignments, cross 
sections, vertical clearances and interchanges to MoDOT’s current best practice design 
standards. 

 

• Capacity – Increase roadway capacity between I-170 and Spoede Road to improve the 
general operating conditions of this section of I-64. Improve the operating characteristics 
of travel between I-170 and Tower Grove Avenue without increasing the number of 
mainline lanes.  Consistent with the MTIA, additional lanes are not being considered 
east of I-170 because the potential impact to the adjacent communities and destinations 
is considered too great.  Improved traffic flow in this section of I-64 would be realized 
through improvements in the roadway standards and TSM operations. 

 

• Traffic Safety – Reduce the number of driver related crashes occurring along this section 
of I-64, through the use of ITS and improved roadway design. 

 

• Operation and Congestion – Improve the movement of people and goods on I-64 by 
providing operational improvements such as acceleration/deceleration lanes, 
collector-distributor roads, wider roadway shoulders, improved ramps and improved 
signing.  

 

• Community Redevelopment – Include special design elements on I-64 that would 
improve aesthetics, enhance neighborhood connectivity and serve as a stimulus for 
growth. 

 
C. Regulatory Background  
 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of dredged or fill material into 
“Waters of the U.S.” unless exempted or authorized by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE).  Section 404 is the primary Federal statute that implements federal regulatory policies 
concerning the protection of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. as specified in various 
orders and regulations.  The St. Louis District USACE maintains jurisdiction over the water 
resources in the area in which the I-64 corridor is located.   
 
D. Methods 
 

The MoDOT Wetland Protocol, dated January 2002, outlined the criteria that were used to 
identify streams and sites of potential jurisdictional wetlands. References included aerial 
photography; USGS maps; National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps; Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) county soil survey maps; the county hydric soils list, and the 1987 
Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual.  
  

The stream crossings evaluated in this report include USGS blue line streams within the 
right-of-way and proposed impact area of the Preferred Alternative (see Exhibit A).  Streams 
were photographed and were field-checked to determine the presence or absence of an 
established Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM).  The width of the OHWM was measured, 
where possible.  At streams where physical constraints, such as private fences or water depth 
hindered tape measurement, the width was estimated based on a combination of visual 
observation, topographic maps, and aerial photographs.  In addition, the adjacent vegetation 
and the composition of the stream channel were also noted, as several channels were artificial 
(composed of concrete or gabion rock-filled baskets), and others existed in a more natural 
condition.  The OHWM in the artificial channels was visible as a stain or discoloration on the 
concrete surface.  Field work at each stream also included observations to check for ponding or 
saturation on the terraces above the ordinary high water mark. 
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The NWI maps were reviewed and showed no designations of potential “vegetated wetlands” 
within the impact area of the Preferred Alternative.  In addition, a review of the NRCS soil 
survey report and hydric soils list indicated that all of the soil types within the Preferred 
Alternative corridor were designated as “non-hydric” (neither hydric nor hydric inclusions).  The 
soil survey also indicated that the soil types were not frequently flooded and were not subject to 
a high water table in the upper 12 inches. The runoff in the areas adjacent to the streams within 
the proposed construction impact area is medium to rapid.   
 
A GIS program (ArcView) was used to determine the length of stream lying within the 
right-of-way and proposed construction impact area, and the surface acreage within the OHWM 
that could potentially be impacted.  These were determined from topographic base maps and 
aerial photographs overlain with a digital file of the proposed construction impact area.  
 
E. Results and Discussion 
 

1.  STREAMS 
 

Within the Preferred Alternative alignment, field investigations were performed at 10 mapped 
stream crossings (stream crossing #1 was separated into three individual impact areas).    
Three streams were shown as perennial on the USGS maps (Deer Creek, a tributary of Deer 
Creek, and Black Creek), and the others were shown as intermittent.  All of these streams had 
an established channel with an OHWM and are considered jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. 
However, several channels were artificial (concrete or gabion rock-filled baskets) while others 
had a more natural channel composed of rock, gravel, and sediment.  Photographs and 
pertinent information about each stream and adjacent riparian area are presented on a Stream 
Data Form, in addition to Plan View sheets (with backgrounds of topography and aerial 
photography) that show the potential impact area of the Preferred Alternative.   
 
Table 1 presents potential impacts to each stream within the Preferred Alternative including the 
type of impact, stream length within the impact area, OHWM width, surface area within the 
OHWM, and project totals in linear feet and acres.  Other information in the table includes the 
location, the USGS / NWI designation, hydric soil designation, and channel type.  (Although 
Black Creek is listed in the table, no impacts would occur to the creek outside of the existing 
culvert, which runs under the I-64/Brentwood Boulevard interchange. Deer Creek, being 
bridged, would not be impacted.) 
 
2. WETLANDS 
 

During the field work, it was observed that the areas adjacent to the streams within the 
proposed impact area are adequately drained and are not subject to ponding or saturation for 
long duration.  The streams have been previously channelized to quickly carry the water away 
from the developed areas.  Due to these conditions, there is an absence of long-duration 
hydrology and no wetlands were present in the Preferred Alternative right-of-way and proposed 
construction impact area.   
 
3. PONDS 
 

There is one pond within the Preferred Alternative impact area.  It is an ornamental pond 
located in the southeast corner of Forest Park, near the northwest quadrant of the 
Kingshighway interchange.  It is fed by overland flow and a storm sewer (at the northeast corner 
of the pond), and there is no stream channel flowing in or out of the pond (it is isolated – not 
part of a surface tributary).  It is an ornamental pond and is, therefore, not considered a Water 
of the U.S.   
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F. Conclusions 
 

As shown in Table 1, the total potential linear impact to the 10 streams within the Preferred 
Alternative would be 3800 feet, which includes 2030 linear feet of streams with an artificial 
channel and 1770 linear feet of streams with a natural channel.  The total potential surface area 
impact within the OHWM would be 0.95 acres, which includes 0.54 acre of streams with an 
artificial channel and 0.41 acre of streams with a natural channel.  The impacts in Table 1 are 
also separated into subcorridor areas to coincide with the format of the EIS. 
 
The one ornamental pond (located in Forest Park in the Parkway Subcorridor) is not considered 
a jurisdictional Water of the U.S., therefore the activities involving the 0.01 acre of impact are 
not subject to Section 404 Permit regulations.  A permanent easement would potentially impact 
the pond at its southeast corner. 
 
During the project design phase MoDOT will apply for a USACE Section 404 Permit requesting 
authorization to perform the work that will result in stream impacts.  At that time, MoDOT will 
coordinate with the USACE and appropriate resource agencies to develop mitigation strategies 
which are deemed necessary as compensation for project impacts. 
 

Table 1 – Stream Crossings  
 

Artificial Channel Natural Channel 

Stream # 
Location 

(Sta. & Side) 
USGS /  

NWI 
Soil 

Mapping 

Water
of the
U.S. 

 
 

Impact 
Type 

OHWM
Width

(ft) 

Impact
Length 

(ft) 

Impact 
Area 

(acres) 

Impact
Length

(ft) 

Impact
Area 

(acres) 
Greenway Subcorridor 

1a 760 to 765, S Bln-I NH Y Fill 10 405 0.09    
1b 766 to 780, N Bln-I NH Y Fill 12 1195 0.33    

1c 782+50 to 
789+50, N Bln-I NH Y Fill 12     735 0.20 

2 817, N Bln-I NH Y Fill 10     295 0.07 

3 840, N & S Bln-P /  
R2UBH NH Y Bridge 40     0 0.00 

4 863, N & S Bln-P  NH Y Culvert 12 65 0.02 100 0.03 
5 895, N & S Bln-I NH Y Culvert 12 115 0.03 65 0.02 

6 911+50, N&S Bln-I NH Y Culvert/
Fill 8     300 0.06 

7 (north) 918, N  Bln-I NH Y Culvert 2 50 0.00    

7 (south) 918, S Bln-I NH Y 
Culvert/

Fill 6     275 0.04 
Subtotal       1830 0.47 1770 0.41 

Thruway Subcorridor 

8 980 to 990 Bln-P / 
R2UBG NH Y No 

Impact 38 0 0.00    

9 1025, N Bln-I NH Y Culvert 12 150 0.04    
10 1050+50, N Bln-I NH Y Culvert 22 50 0.03    

Subtotal       200 0.07   
Parkway Subcorridor (no streams) 

Subtotal       0 0 0 0 
TOTAL            2030 0.54 1770 0.41 

Total stream length impact (in feet) = 3800              
Total stream area impact (in acres) = 0.95              

Bln-I = Blueline Intermittent;   Bln-P = Blueline Perennial;   NH = Non-hydric soil;   Y = Yes 



�

�����������	

��
�

����������������������������

�������

���������
���������
 !

�����

�"

 �

��
� #
�

���$�
��#�

��
��

%�
#&

'�
%�

��

(
�#

�

��
# �

���$�
��#�


�
)�

�&
'�

�#
�


�
�*

��
'�


 �
�#
�

������

'�
��

�$
�#
�

%�
&�
%�

��
�#
�

�)
��
)�

#�
% �

��


 �
��

*�
��

��
��
��


�)��������

'�

"

�

� �
��

�


���'����#����

)�
�&

� '
�&
'(

� $

��
$�


#
��
��

)�
�&
�'

�&
'(

�$

��
#�

'�
��

�

���$�
�����

�'
*���*����

����������	


��
�

���������

��������

���������

���������
�������

�
�����

�����
�����

���������������

����������	

����������	

���
�����
�
��
����

������������

���������
�

���$�
������

����� ���������!�"
���#��

��$�
�
��

��$�
�
��

�����


��
�

����� 	���


�����	���


��
�


	���


�
��� ��� ���
���

�����
���	
���


���	
���


���	
����

���	
���

���	
���

���	
���
���	
���

���	
���
���	
�������	
���

���	
���

���	
���

������

���� � ���� ����� �		�
��		��
����
��������

�
���
����
��������
� ���
����
�������� ���	
�!

"#�!���$�%&���'�%&��� ���	
�����	�%(���)

��������	�%(���)������

���	
���






