
STE. GENEVIEVE HISTCMRIC DISTRICT  
STE. GENEVIEVE COUNTY. MISSOURI 

Boundaries of the Historic District; 

The tract is delineated on a U. S. Geological Survey quadrangle 

map, "Weingarten, Missouri-Illinois," 15 minute series 

(topographic), 1907, scale 1;62,S00, and can be described as 

follows: beginning at a point on the west bank of the Mississippi 

River; thence S 60° W to the extreme southeast corner of the 

property in the acute angle formed by the jimction of St. Mary's 

Road and U. S. Highway 61 (Ste. Genevieve Drive), thence in a 

westerly direction along the south boundary of this property to 

its intersection with the back property line; thence in a north­

westerly direction along the back lines of the properties fronting 

on St. Mary's Road and Seraphin Street as far as the east side of 

Fourth Street; thence due west to its intersection with the 420-

foot elevation contour; thence in a west-southwesterly direction 

along the contour to the east side of the U. S. Highway 61 fight-

of-way; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the edge 

of the right-of-way to the back line of the nearest property 

facing on the north side of Market Street; thence in an east-

northeastly direction along the back lines of the properties facing 

on Market Street to the back line of the nearest property facing on 

the west side of Ninth Street; thence in a northerly direction along 

the back lines of the properties facing on Ninth Street to the back 

line (extended) of the nearest property facing on the north side of 

Jefferson Street; 



thence in an easterly direction along the back lines of the 

properties facing on Jefferson Street to the back line of the 

nearest propterty facing on the west side of North Street; thence 

in a northerly direction along the back lines of the properties 

facing on North Street, and then along the extension of this line 

across North Gabouri Creek and the street paralleling the 

drainage to the back line (extended) of the nearest property facing 

on the south side of Wehner Street; thence in a east-northeasterly 

direction along the back lines of the properties facing on Wehner 

Street to the nearest property facing on the west side of Main 

Street; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the back 

lines of the properties facing on Main Street to the south side of 

Riverview Drive; thence N 60° E to a point on the west bank of the 

Mississippi River; thence in a southeasterly direction to thc 

point of beginning. Thc proposed boundaries, which encompass 

roughly 1400 acres, fall within a rectangle for which coordinates 

are given in latitude and longitude on the National Register 

Form 10-300 on file in the Branch of Historical Surveys, National 

Fark Service, Washington, D. C. 
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MTIONAL HISTORIC SITES. SECRETARY.SEATON ANNOUNCES PLAN TO REGISTER 

Historic landmarks of national significance .anji interest may be registered by 

the National Park Service under a plan announced toiay by the Secretary of the 

Interior Fred A. Seaton. 

The National Registry of ̂ l s t o r i c Lan(3marka i s 

endorse the preservation and protection of structure 

by the States, other public agencies, or historical 

private o'wners of historio landmarks to maintain su|ch 

Secretary "The establishment of this Registry." said 
felt need for the Federal Government to give moral 
organizations now concerned with the preservation olf 
properties. Because of the number of important histori 
Nation, i t i s manifestly impossible for the Governmsnt 
sites or support tham financially, although they ar|e 
American heritage." 

Seaton, "serves a long-
support and recognition to 
archeological and historic 

c landmarks in our great 
to acquire or manage these 

an integral part of the 

The Federal involvement, said the Secretary, wjill 
of certificates, periodic inspection and arrangements 
a suitable marker. He emphasized that participatiop 
voluntary. 

In addition, said Secretary Seaton, the Registjry w i l l provide tourists and 
lumber of landmarks recognized students a l i s t of the more important of the large 

by a variety of organizations throughout the countrjy 

The Secretary said that the Registry of National Historio Landmarka is an 
outgrowth of the National Survey of Historic Sites and Buildings program of the 
National Park Service. That program, authorized by the Historic Sites Act of 1935 
directs "a survey of historic and archeological sitss, buildings, and objects for 
the purpose of determining which possess exceptionafL value as commemorating or 
illustrating the history of the United States." 

designed to recognize and 

s and sites now administered 

societies and to encourage 

properties. 

be limited to the issuance 
for the site owner to acquire 

in the program i s entirely 



studies of significant historic and archeological sites are submitted to the 
Advisory Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monuments for 
review and evaluation. The Board then makes recommendations to the Secretary 
concerning which sites are eligible for Registered National Historic Landmark 
status. 

The National Survey is preparing a number of "  
major periods of hvraian hiatory of our country,  
only a few are designated as having "exceptional value  
of any site recomniended shall be eligible to receivj  
Secretary designating that site as a Registered 

bheme studies" covering a l l the 
Altiough many sites are studied. 

Administrators or owners 
a certificate issued by the 

National Historic Landmark upon 
application and agreement to certain standards of pi'otection and management. 

Five theme studies covering the English, Frencji 
Settlement; the Development of the English Colonies 
the Frontier, 1763-1830 have been completed. The 
approved by Secretary Seaton and may later be publi 

, and Spanish Exploration and 
1700-1775; and The Advance of 
theme studies have been 

shed for public distribution. 
five 

In the English, French, and Spanish themes on  
52 sites are listed as possessing exceptional value  
sented and interpreted in the National Park System  
35 sites are eligible for Registered National Hist 

In the Development of the English Colonies, 
of which five are in the National Park .System and 
national historic sites in non-Federal ownership, 
eligible for registration status. 

Exploration and Settlement, 
Seventeen of them are repre-

ind related areas. The remaining 
ic Landmark status. 

1700-1775, 50 sites are recommendet̂  
three have been designated ae 

he remaining 42 sites are 

In the Advance of the Frontier, 1763-1830, 22 nites are recommended, of which 
seven are in the National Park System. The remaining 15 sites are eligible for 
registration status. 

A l i s t of sites eligible for Registered National Historic Landmark status-
developed as a result of the f i r s t five studies—is attached. 

A l i a t of themes presently under study by the liationai SioTVey' of Historic Sites 
and Buildings program i s also attached. Completion of additional theme studies w i l l 
be announced from time to time, with their accompanjring l i s t s of landmarks of 
exceptional value, said Secretary Seaton. 

X X X 
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Spanish Exploration and Settjlement 

In the Spanish study there are 26 sites 
exceptional value. Sixteen of these, nol 
National Park Service, are eligible to 
Registered National Historic Landmarka. 

fisted as x)ossessing 
administered by the 

r0ceive certificates ae 
They are as follows: 

1. San Luis de,Apalache. Florida, 
mission system in Florida. San Luit 
the administrative center of the 01c 
of Guale. Privately owned. 

2. Fort San Carlos de Barrancas, F:.orida. Built during 
Florida, i t was an 

Pensacola. Administered 
— --- —— — . -
the last Spanish occupation of West 
important defense bastion of 
by the United States Navy. 

Typifies the Spanish 
de Apalache became 
Spanish province 

3, La Forta,leza. Puerto Rico. The i firs'!; true fortification 
of San Juan built between 1533 and 
against French and English freebootijre. 
by the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 

:t540 as a defense 
Administered 

4. Columbus Landing Site. Virgin Iii 
now under United States dominion 
ColTimbus. Columbus, on his second 
at this spot. Administered by the 
Virgin Islands. 

asfioc iated with Christopher 
joyage in 1493, put in 
'erritorial Government, 

5, The GabildpT New Orleane. Louisisana. The present 
building, erected in 1795, housed 
Legislative Council which ruled 
by the city of New Orleans. 

6. Fort San Lorenzo. Panama Canal ::one. A link in the 
Spanish l i f e l i n e across the Isthmus 
World empire. Administered by the 

7. Hawikuh. New Mexico. This pueblo 
of the fabled "Seven Cities of Cibola 
pueblo visited by Francisco Coronad(p 
the Zuni Indian Tribe. 

lands. Earliest site 

t]ie 
Spanish 

Administrative and 
Louisiana. Owned 

of Panama in i t s New 
United States Army. 

ruin, the largeat 
," was the f i r s t 
in 1540. Owned by 

8. Palace of the Governors. Santa 
of the most historic buildings in 
Palace of the Governors served 
Mexican, and American capitols of 

e. New Mexico. One 
United States, the t]ie 

succisssively as the Spanish, 
Mexico, State owned. 



9. Acoma. New Mexico. Believed to be the oldest continuously 
occupied settlement in the United States, i t was intimately 
associated with 16th century Spanish expeditions, including 
those of Coronado, Rodriquez and C^uuuscado, Espejo, and Onate. 
Owned by Acoma Indian Tribe. 

10. Pecos. New Mexico. Waa the po 
Coronado's expedition from New Uiexiio 
day Kansas. State owned. 

11. Taost New Mexico. Exemplifies 
Spanish rule during the 17th centur:' 
of the 1680 Pueblo revolt. Owned by 

12. San Xavier del Bac. Arizona, 
examples of Spanish mission architecttin-e 
missionary activities of the famous 
Catholic Church, 

(pne of the finest surviving 
, i t commemorates the 

Padre Kino. Owned by the 

13. San Diego Presidio, California 
ing of the f i r s t mission in 
pennanent European settlement on th^ 
United States. Owned by the city 

Commemorates the found-
Calif ori|iia. It marks the f i r s t 

Pacific Coast of the 
San Diego. o:' 

14. Royal Presidio Chanel. Monterey,^ California. For three-
quarters of a centiury Monterey was 
Mexican civilization on the Pacific 
of Califomia from 1776 u n t i l 
occupation. Owned by the Catholic 

15. Santa Barbara Mission. California.. Of the 21 California 
pg for i t s unusual and 
the best preserved. 

missions, Santa Barbara i s outstand 
continued vigor. It is also perhap^ 
Owned by the Catholic Church. 

16. Carmel Mission. Monterey. Calx 
of the California Spanish missions 
standpoint. It was the headquarter^ 
Franciscan Fathers, Padres Serra and 
Catholic Church. 

In addition 10 sites are represented and 
Park System, as follows: 

1. De Soto National Memorial, Flor 

2. Castillo de San Ifarcos National 

nt of departure of 
to Quivira in present 

Indian resistance to 
It was the headquarters 

the Taos Indian Tribe. 

;he stronghold of Spanish-
coast. It was the capital 

shortly before the American 
Church. 

omja. The most iinportant 
rom an ecclesiastical 
of the two great 
Lasuen. Owned the 

interpreted in the National 

:.da 

Monument, Florida 



3. Fort Matanzas National Monument, Florida 

4. San Juan National Historic Site, Puerto Rico 

5. San Jose Mission National Historio Site, Texaa 

6. Gran Quivira National Monimjent, New Mexico 

7. El Morro National Monument, New Mexico 

8. Tumacacorl National Monument, Arizona 

9. Coronado National Memorial, Arizona 

10. Cabrillo National Monument, California, 
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French Exploration and Settlement 

In the French Exploration and Settlement s 
recognized as possessing exceptional value, 
administered by the National Park Servioe, 
certificates as Registered National Historic 

1. Fort St. Frederic. Crown Pplnt..._New 

tudy, 14 sites have been 
Nine of these, not 

aire eligible to receive 
Landmarks as follows: 

york. For almost a 
quarter of a century, from 1731, Fort Sit 
keystone of France's defenses of Canada 

Throughout 2. Old Fort Niagara. New York, 
period and the early years of the Unltejd 
of this strategic site was the goal of 
of France, England, the United States, 
of the Iroquois Indian tribes. State 
by a private association. 

3. Starved Rock. I l l i n o i s . As the base 
Salle's administration and development 

jo:* 

the numerous Creole 

Valley, Starved Rock was the f i r s t ma 
influence in the Illinois country. Sta 

4. Sainte Genevieve. Missouri. Of a l l 
missionary, fur trading, farming, minink, and military 
establishments in the Il l i n o i s country, only Sainte 
Genevieve has retained much of i t s early appearance* It 
constitutes an important survival of NOT France in the 
Mississippi Valley. Privately owned buildings. 

Prairie 

Frederic was a 
State owned. 

the colonial 
States, control 

nilitary operations 
3S well as the League 
omaed, but administered 

of the Sieur de la 
Df the Mississippi 
center of French 

te owned. 

5. Fort de Chartres. I l l i n o i s . Near 
was the 18th century center of French c 
government in the Il l i n o i s country and ^ s one of France's 
most imposing fortifications in North America. State owned. 

6. Arkansas Post State Park and hlstorii; environs. Situated 
near the mouth of the Arkansas, Arkansa 
white settlement in the lower Mississippi 
later Louisiana Purchase. It was estab 
Henri de Tonty, lieutenant of the Sieur 
Partially state owned. 

7. Fort de la Boulave. Louisiana. Repressents French defense 
of the nouth of the Mississippi River against English and 
Spanish encroachment in the early 18th ^entury. Private 
ownership. . 

du Rocher, this 
v l l and military 

Post was the f i r s t 
Valley and the 

ished by the famed 
de la Salle. 



8. Ursullne Convent. New Orleans, Loui'siana. This site 
represents the influence of French culture on Louisiana. It 
was established about 1727 by Ursullne nuns to "relieve the 
poor, sick, and provide at the same tinie for the education 
of young g i r l s . " Owned by the Catholic Church. • ! 
9. Fort Toulouse. Wetumpka. Alabama. From 1717 to the end 
of the French and Indian War, Fort Toulouse was the offensive-
defensive eastern outpost of French Louisiana. It figured 
significantly in the French drive to wrest control of the 
Southeast from the Spanish and the Engljish. Site partially 
State owned. 

In addition, five sites are represented and [interpreted in the 
National Park System, as follows: 

1. Saint Croix National Monument, Mains, authorized by law 

2. Grand Portage National Monument, Minnesota 

3. Ackia Battleground National Monument, Mississippi 

4. Fort Caroline National Memorial, Florida 

5. Chicago Portage National Historic Site, I l l i n o i s , non-
Federal ownership. 

81419(b)-60 



English Exploration and Settlement to 1700 

Tun 
The Advisory Board has recognized 12 sites 
value in this phase of American history, 
administered by the National Park Service, 
certificates as Registered National Historijj 
as follows: 

1. Stanley-Whitman House. Farmington 

s having exceptional 
of these, not 

lire eligible to receive 
Landmarks. These are 

about 1664 and considered a classic 
architecture. Owned by the Farmington 
Library Association, 

example of New England 
Village Green and 

2. Coles H i l l . Pl-ymouth. Massachusettn 
settlement site of the Plymouth Colony 
sweeping view of the bay into which thu 
the shore on which its grateful passenjjers 
settlement. Owned by the Pilgrim Society 

3. Fairbanks House. Dedham. Massachus.iitts. Believed to date 
from at leaat the middle of the 17'ch 
early as 1636, i t is one of the most 
authentic survivors of the colonial 
Owned by the Fairbanks Family in 

4. Old Ship r.hnrnh, H'inpr'h,flTn, Massachuiietts. B u i l t about 
1681 and an example of the 17th ceuturj' 
England. Owned by the Unitarian Churc^ 

5. The Parson Capen House. Topsfield, 
the most perfect of New England coloni4l 
have been built in 1683. Owned by the 
Society. 

6. The Whipple House. Inswich. Massachusetts. One of the 

Connecticut. Built 

Part of the 
of 1620, affording a 
Mayflower sailed and 

made their 

cfntm-y, and perhaps as 
turesque and 

of New ETjgland. 
America, Inc. 

p:.c 
holies 

Puritan Church i n New 

Massachusetts. One of 
believed to houses, 

Topsfield Historical 

earliest New England houses, built in 1640. This fine 
Puritan home and it s later additions reflect growth and 
prosperity through several generations. 
Historical Society. 

7. Wanton-Lyman-Haaard House. Newport 
En Probably built in 1695, this house is 

of architecture of the late 17th oentuity 
ais a representation of architectural 
18th eentury. Owned by the Newport 

Owned by the Ipswich 

Rhode Island. 
outstanding example 
and is significant 

tijansition from 17th to 
Hifiltorical Society. 



8. Adam Thoroughgood House. Princess Anike County. Virginia 

40 
One of the oldest houses in the English 
believed to have been built circa l636-i 
example of the central-hall plan house o 
Virginia. Owned by the Adam Thoroughgooi^ 

^peaking colonies. 
It i s a fine 

17th century 
House Foundation. 

9, Bacon's Castle. Surry County. Virgin a. The earliest of 
the Virginia cross-plan houses and one o:" the most remarkable 
architectural monuments of the colonial ])eriod. It was built 
by Arthur Allen about 1655 and figured prominently in Bacon's 
Rebellion of 1676. Privately owned. 

10. Saint Luke's Church. Isle of Wight County, Virginia, An 
authentic 17th century Virginia church in the Gothic style of 
medieval English parish churches. Owned|by Historic Saint 
Luke's Restoration, Inc. 

In addition, two sites recognized as having 
already included in the National Park System. 

1. Fort Raleigh National Historic Site, 

e; ccept 

2. Jamestown National Historic Site, Vi 
by the Association for the Preservation 
Antiquities and partly owned by the United 

ional value are 
They are as folloWq: 

North Carolina, 

ginia. Partly owned 
of Virginia 

States, 

81419(c)-60 



Development of the English Colonics, 1700-1775 

The 42 sites listed below have been recognized as having exceptional 
value in commemorating or illustrating t^e history of the United 
States: 

1. Lady, Pepperell House. Kittqry Pt>int. Maine. A house of 
great architectural distinction, built by the widow of 
Sir William Pepperell about 1760. Owned ty the Society for 
the Preservation of New England Antiquities, 

2. Hammood-Î ryrood House. Annapolin, tifafyland. A distin­
guished Georgian dwelling, completed about 1774. Owned by 
the Hammond-̂ Harwood House Association, 

3. Whitehall, ^ne Arv|ndel Countv. Maryland. A colonial 
dwelling with temple-type portico, built by Govemor 
Horatio Sharpe at the close of the :rrench and Indian War and 
subsequently enlarged. Privately oimed. 

4. Christ Church. Cambridge. Maasai^lpjsetts, A superb example 
of religious architecture; designed 
constructed i n 1759-61. Owned by 

5. Faneuil Hall. Boston. Massachusotts. The "cradle of 
liberty" in the years immediately pi'ior to the American 
Revolution; designed t̂ r John Smiber-p. Owned by the city of 
Boston, 

t]ie 
by Peter Harrison and 

Episcopal Church, 

6. Isaac Royall House, lifedford, Massachusetts, 
century structure which was extensif^ely 
in the 18th century by Issiac Royall 
his son. Owned by the Royall House 

7. Jeremiah Lee House. Marblehead| 
the finest surviving examples of co!Lonial 
by Lee in 1768. Owned by the Marbl^head Historical Society. 

8. King's Chapel. Boaton. Massachunetts. A fine example of 
religious architecture; designed by 
in 1749-̂ 54. Owned by the Unitarian 

9. Massachusetts Hall. Cambridge, Ifetssachusetts. The oldest 
surviving building of Harvard University; built in 1718-20. 
Owned by Harvard University. 

A 17th 
remodeled and enlarged 

& wealthy merchant and 
Association. 

Massachusetts, One of 
architecture; built 

Peter Harrison and built 
Church. 



10. Old South Meeting House. BosifOn. Massachusetts. Scene 
of many of the notable colonial prcjtest meetings prior to the 
Revolution, including that which idd to the Boston Tea Party 
in 1773. Owned by the Old South Aaaociation. 

11. Old State ,ffô ae (;̂ econ̂  Towa ItougeV. Boston. 
Massachusetts. One of the oldest 

3ignificanc and of foremost historical s 
rebuilt in 1748 after i t s destructljon 
the city of Boston, 

Almerican public buildings 
e; built in 1712-13 and 
by f i r e . Property of 

12, Shirlav-Eustis House. Roxbiyv,. J^^^s^chusetts. An 
imposing l8th century house, built by Governor William Shirley 
about 1747. Owned by the Shirley-Eustis House Associa'tion and 
the Society for the Preservation of New England Antiquities. 

13. Warner-MsPheadris ffouse. Portspouth^ New Hflropshire. An 
early Georgian residence, built by 
McPheadris in 1718-23. Owned by 

Captain Archibald 
tie Wamer House Association. 

14. Nassau Hall. Princeton. New Jersey. The f i r s t permanent 
building of Princeton University, built in 1754-56. Owned by 
the University, 

15. Fort Ticonderoga. Ticonderoga 
junction of Lake Champlaln and Lake 
an iniportant role in the French and 
American Revolution. Owned by the 
Association. 

New York. Fort at the 
George, which played such 
Indian War and the 

Fort Ticonderoga 

16. Johnson Hall. Johnstown. New York. The home of 
Sir William Johnson, superintendent of Indian affairs for the 
northem colonies from 1763 to 1774. 
administered. 

17. St. Paul's Chapel, New York, New York. A church of 
New York City's colonial era, des 
built in 1764-66. Owned by the Epl 

igned 

18. Bushy Run Battlefield. Westmoreland County. Pennsvl'yanla 
Site of the battle of August 5-6, 
Indian uprising known as "Pontiac' 

19. Conrad Weiser House. Womelsdoif. Pennsylvania. Home of 
Conrad Weiser, an important Indian 
the mid-l8th century. State owned, 

State owned and 

by Thomas McBean and 
scqpal Chinrch. 

^763, which crushed the 
Rebellion." State owned. 

agent in Pennsylvania in 



20. Fort Duquesne and Fort P i t t . Pittshurghi. Pennsvlvania. 
Sites of ivttpoTtant forts of the French and Indian War period 
at the strategic confluence of the Monoi^gahela and Allegheny 
Rivers. State owned for the most part; but Allegheny Chapter, 
D.A.R. owns and administers the blockhouse. 

21. Graeme Park. Horsham, Pennsylvania. A great Pennsylvania, 
f i e l d stone house; one of the most distinguished architectural 
examples in a region rich in fine l8th clentury houses. State 
owned. 

I • • . 
22. John Bartram House. Philadelphia. Pennsylvania. Home of 
the great botanist; said to have been built by Bertram's own 
hands in 1731. Owned by the city of Philadelphia. 

23. Mount Pleasant. Philadelphia. Pennsjvlvania. The most 
important of a number of distinguished hbuses in Fairmount 
Park, built by John McPherson in 1761-621 Owned by the city 
of Philadelphia. . 

24. The Brick Market, Newport. Rhode Island. An architec­
turally noteworthy public building, designed by Peter Harrison 
and built circa 1762-63. Owned by the city of Newport. 

25. First Baptist Meetinghouse, Providence. Rhode Island. 
Both architecturally and historically one of New England's 
most notable public buildings constructed in 1774-75 from a 
design credited to Joseph Brown. Owned by the Baptist Church. 

26. Old Colony House, Newport. Rhode Island. A superb public 
building of colonial America, possessing both architectural 
and historical distinction, designed by Richard Munday and 
built in 1739-41 to house the General Assembly of the Colony 
of Rhode Island. State owned. 

27. Redwood Library. Newport. Rhode Island. One of the 
oldest library buildings in continuous use in the United 
States, completed about 1750 after a design by the architect, 
Peter Harrison. Owned by the Redwood Library and Athenaeum. 

28. Drayton Hall. Charleston County. South Carolina. An 
early Georgia mansion, often considered the "outstanding 
surviving example of South Carolina's plantation houses." 
Privately owned. 



29. Miles BrewtCTq Houi?e- phqflestcm, Sauth Carolina. A 
splendid example of the Charleston ''dou3le house," built 
1765-69 for Miles Brewton from a design 
Privately owned. 

by Ezra White. 

30. Robert Brewton House. Charleston, feouth Carolina. The 
earliest accurately dated example of thi Charleston "single 
house," built by Miles Brewton for hie pon in 1730. Privately 
owned. 

31. St. Michael's Episcopal Church. Chlarleston. South 
• —• 1-" --HI ' 

Carolina. One of the great Georgian charches of America, noted for i t s very early giant portico, 
St. Michael's Church Corporation, 

Owned by the 

32. The Mulberry. Berkeley County. Soujbh Carolina. One Of 
the most impressive of the 18th century ri'ver rice planta­
tions, with a manor house built by Thomas Broughton about 
1714. Privately owned. 

33. Greenway Court. Clarke. County. Virginia. Stone "land 
fax for his Northera 

Privately owned. 
office" building used by Thomas Lord 
Neck Proprietary from 1762 to 1781. 

34. Mount Airy. Richmond County. Virginia. One of the few 
stone houses built in Virginia in the iJth century; built by 
Colonel John Tayloe in 1758-62 from a dpsign by John Ariss. 
Privately owned. 

35. Stratford Hall. Westmoreland Count:/. Virginia. 
Ancestral home of the prominent Lee family of Virginia; 
birthplace of many noted men, including two signers of the 
Declaration of Independence and Robert .1. Lee, and an 
vmusual example of early Georgian archi|tecture. Owned by the 
Robert E. Lee Memorial Fovmdation. 

36. Westover. Charles City County. Virkinia. A noted 
example of early Georgian architecture, 
William Byrd II about 1730-34 Private Ly 

37. Wren Building. Williamsburg. V i r g i i i a . Restored 
original building of the College of William and Mary; 
ascribed to Sir Christopher Wren; or i g i i a l l y built 1695-1702 
and rebuilt after a fire in 1705. Part 
College. 

built by 
owned. 

of William and Mary 



In addition, five historic districts have be|en recognized as of 
exceptional value. These are: 

1. Old Deerfield Village. Deerfield. Mlasaaehusetts. A 
community of early 18th century houses, 
after the disastrous Indian raid of 170|i; 
and houses owned by the Deerfield Herit|age 
Pocumtuck Valley Memorial Association. 

2. Huguenot Street. New Paltz. New Yoric 
stone houses, built by Huguenot settlerp 
century. Owned in part by Huguenot 
Monument Society, and by private individuals 

Group of five 
during the l8th 

Patriotic Historical and 

3. Elfreth's Alley. Philadelphia. Pennsylvania. A row of 33 
late 17th and l8th century houses, 
of the Philadelphia of that period. 

4. Charleston. South Carolina. A 
19th century houses. City and private 

5. Williamsburg. Virginia. Eighteenth centiuy capital of 
colonial Virginia restored since 1927 ujider the auspices of 
John D. Rockefeller, Jr., involving the 
100 buildings and the reconstruction of 
more. Mostly owned and administered by 
Inc.; some private ownerships. 

mostly built soon 
Private homes 
Foundation ahd the 

preserving the appearance 
Private ownership. 

commhnlty of fine 18th and 
ownerships. 

restoration of some 
approximately 350 
Colonial Williamsburg,' 

The National Park System now includes five ateas representing the 
development of the English colonies dioring tjjie period 1700-1775. 
These are as follows: 

Si^ie 

1. Hopewell Village National Historic 

2. Salem Maritime National Historic 

3. Fort Frederics National Monument, 

4. Fort Necessity National Battlefield 

5. George Washington Birthplace Nationil 

^ i t e , Pennsylvania 

, Massachusetts 

a G4orgi£ 

Site, Pennsylvania 

Monument, Virginia. 





Advance of the Frontier, 1';|63-1830 

In the Advance of the Frontier, 1763-1830 stjudy 
recognized as having exceptional value, 
administered by the National Park Service, 
certificates as Registered National Historic 

, 22 sites have been 
Fiflteen of these, not 

eligible to receive 
Landmarks as follows: 

are 

1. Erie Canal. New York. Completion of the Erie Canal by the 
State of New York in 1825 speeded settlement of the Old North­
west iand gave Western agricultxu'e direct access to Eastern 
markets. Ownership i s divided between 
and private individuals. 

the State of New York 

2. Fallen Timbers Battlefield. Ohio, beneral "Mad Anthony" 
Wayne's decisive victory over Ohio Indians and Canadian 
mili t i a allies on Aiigust 20, 1794/ succsssfully asserted 
United States sovereignty in the Northwast country and resulted 
in opening of the Ohio country to settlsment. Fovir acres of 
the site are owned by the State of Ohio and administered by the 
Ohio Historical Society. 

3. Forks of the Ohio, Pittsburgh. Pennkylvania. From the 
middle 18th Century through the early l?th Century, Forks of 
the Ohio represented the strategic key bo the Ohio Valley and 
the vast territory drained by the Mississippi. Control of this 
key point was a major objective in Frenih, English, and American 
struggles for North America. Now part of Point Park in the 
Golden Triangle, Pittsburgh. Owned by ';he city of Pittsburgh. 
Bouquet's blockhouse, an outlying fortification of Fort P i t t , i s 
owned by the Daughters of the American Revolution, Allegheny 
Chapter. 

4. Jackson Square. New Orleans. LouislAna. This is the site of 
tJie the raising of the American flag over 

Territory in 1803. Owned by the city of 

5. Long Island of the ffolston. Tennesstie. Daniel Boone made long 
Island of the Holston the starting poini, of his Wilderness Road 
through Cumberland Gap. The Battle of Long Island Flats in 1776 
crushed Indian fighting strength during 
American Revolution. 
Eastman Company. 

newly purchased Louisiana 
New Orleans. 

the c r i t i c a l years of the 
Privately owned, partly by the Tennessee 

6. Plaza Ferdinand the VII. Pensacola. 
on July 17, 1821, was consummated the transfer of Florida from 
the rule of Spain to that of the United 
of Pensacola. 

Florida. In this square. 

States. Owned by the city 



7. Prairie du Chien. Wisconsin. Prairie du Chien portrays the 
roles played by the French, British, and Americans in settlement 
and development of the American Northwest. It marks the site 
of discovery of the Upper Mississippi River by Louis Joliet and 
Pere Marquette in 1673, and waa later the Western terminus of 
the Fox-Wisconsin portage route. Variously owned by the State 
Historical Society of Wisconsin, Wisconsin State Medical 
Society, and private individuals. 

8. Straits of Mackinac. Michigan. Key to control of the upper 
Great Lakes, within a period of 150 years. The Straits were 
claimed successfully by France, England, and the United States. 
They were the heart of John Jacob Astor's Northwestern fur 
trade empire. Owned variously by the State of Michigan, the 
town of St. Ignace, and the tOTm of Mackinac Island. 

9. Tippecanoe Battlefields Indiana. The American victory at 
Tippecanoe on November 7, 1811 destroyed the Shawnee Chief 
Tecvmiseh's plans for a confederation of northern and southern 
tribes againat westward expansion. It also sparked agitation 
for war against the British in 1812. Owned by the State of 
Indiana. 

10. Holland Land Office. New York. The Holland Land Office 
typifies the role of foreign specillative enterprise on the early 
American frontier. The Holland Land Company probably was 
unsurpassed in i t s enlightened treatment of settlers. Owned 
by Genesee County, New York. 

Subtheme - The Lewis and Clark Expedition 

1. Three Forks of the Missouri. Montana, At this notable 
landmark, Lewis and Clark decided that the Missouri River ended 
and they gave to the three forks that joined here the names: 
the Gallatin, the Madison, and the Jefferson. Owned by the 
State of Montana, by railroads and other private owners. 

2. Lemhi Pasa. Montana - Idaho. This site marks the spot where 
the Lewis and Clark expedition crossed the Continental Divide, 
passing to the Pacific Slope of the Rocky Mountains. Owned by 
the Federal Govemment. 

3. Travelers Rest. Montana. This was usedss a campsite by 
Lewis and Clark, both on their trip to the Pacific Coast in 
1805 and on their retvtrn in 1806. Private ownership. 



4. The Loio Trail. Idaho. Along this 
of the Nez Perce, the Lewis and Clark 
across the Bitterroot Range. Owned by 

5. Sergeant Floyd (xrave and Monument. 

famous buffalo t r a i l 
Expedition was guided 
the Federal Goverament. 

1804, Sergeant Charles Floyd, a kinsmar, of Captain William 
Clark, who was co-leader of the Lewis snd Clark Expedition, 
died as the expedition proceeded up th€ Missouri River. He 
was the only member of the expedition lo lose his l i f e during 
the two and a half year journey to the 
he was the f i r s t United States soldier 
of the Mississippi River. His burial jlace on the high bluff 
overlooking the Missouri has Important associations with the 
Nation's early history and the great Lewis and Clark 
Expedition, 

Iowa. On August 20, 

Pacific and back, and 
to lose his l i f e west 

The National Park Service presently includes 
events and personages associated with the Advance 
1763-1830, and two that are authorized and in 
established. The seven areas are as follows: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

Tennessee 

Park, Kentucky, 

Meriwether Lewis National Monument, 
Jefferson National Expansion National Memorial, Missouri 
Natchez Trace Parkway, Tennessee, AfLabama, Mississippi 
Cumberland Gap National Historical 
Virginia, Tennesaee 
Horseshoe Bend National Military Palrk, Alabama 
Fort Clatsop National Memorial, Oregon (authorized and in 
process of establishment) 
Grand Portage, Minnesota. 

five areas representing 
of the Frontier, 

process of being 

8l419(e)-60 



NATIONAL SURVEY OF HISTORIC SITES 

I. 
II. 

I I I . 
IV. 

V. 
VI. 

VII. 
VIII. 

IX. 
X. 

XI. 

XII. 
XIII. 
XIV. 
XV, 

List of Themes, Subthemes,  
and Spe.olal Studies 

AND BUILDINGS 

Prehistoric Hunters and Gatherers 
Early Indian Farmers 
Indian Villages and Communities 
Spanish Exploration and Settl^ent 

Special Study: Spanish Colonial[Sites in the Panama 
Canal Zone 

French Exploration and Settlement 
English Exploration and Settlement "to 1700 
Dutch and Swedish Exploration and Settlement 
Contact with the Indians 
Development of the English ColonieSj 1700-1775 
The War for Independence 
The Advance of the Frontier, 1763-1830 

Subtheme: The Lewis and Clark E::pedltlon 
Special Study: Lincoln State Pai'k and Nancy HarJcs Lincoln 

State Memorial 
Po l i t i c a l and Military Affairs, 1783-1830 
Pol i t i c a l and Militaiy Affairs, 1830-1860 
The C i v i l War, 1861-1865 
Westward Expansion and Extension of the National Boundaries 
to the Pacific, 1830-1898 

Subthemes: The Santa Fe Trail 
The Mining Frontier 
The Cattlemen's Empij'e 
The Farming Frontier 
Military and Indian jiff airs 

Special Study: Fort Bowie 
" " Fort Davis 

The Texas Revolution 
1820-1853 

The Fur Trade Era 
Special Study: Hie Bailly Homestead 

Overland Migrations of the Trans-Mississippi 
West 

Great Explorers of the West 
Transportation and Ccimmunication 

Special Study: Pioroontory Summit (Golden 
Spike) 

Special Study: The Hubbell Trading Post 

and the War wi'th Mexico, 



XVI. Indigenous Peoples and Cultures 
XVTI, Commerce, Industry, and Agriculture 

XVIII, Travel and Conmunicatlon 
XIX. Development and Conservation of Natuijal Resources 
XX. The Arts and Sciences 

Subthemes: Education 
Architecture 
Literature, Painting, and Sculpture 
Inventions and Scientif ie Discoveries 

XXI- Development of the United States "to nforld Power 
Special Study: Fort De Soto 

" " Hawaii 
" " Alaska 

81419(f)-60 



L58-1BH 

Mayor of the City of a^inta Qe^n^eva 
Saint Genevieve, Missouri 

Dear Sir: 

It is a pleasTire to Inform you that the properties described cai 
tha enclos-ures have been found to poa seaa exceptional value in 
iBHMmorating and illustrating the history of the Uhi ted States. 

They have been studied by the National Survey of Historic Sites 
and Buildings; evaluated by the Advisory Board on National Parks, 

Sites, Buildings, and Monuments; and approved by the 
of the Interior pursuant to the Historic Si-fces Act of 

August 21, 1935. 

As ejq)lained in the eneloeed folder, these sites are eligible 
for Registered Naticaial Historic Landmark status. Certificates 
•MMttac %e ttl* •tetaia aay be obtained upon "bhe ovner's 
<lift<lHlWi« Mt Ida apMaant to adhere to sinple preaervaticm 
practioea. Copies of the application form are enclosed. These 
should be comple-fced in triplicate by the owner of each site to 
be certified. 

_ oxn* filea do not contain the nanes of owners of Xsm sites 
Ul %he city of Sainte Genevieve listed on -fche enclosxire, we 
would appreciate i t i f you would notify these property ownera, 
and provide -them wi'th the necessary infonnation and ax>plication 
forms. 

In recognising the hlatorlcal laiportance of -these sites, -the 
Federal Government encourâ ipea tbeir jreservationf but does not 
seek ownership of them. 

Sincaraly yaar 9,, 

Director 

Sneloaures 



I^-CHA 
i ^ i l 19, 1962 

Bev. Joaeph Henry Vandeirtiurgh Sooies 
501 North Third Street 
VlncannM* TTV̂ '<̂ TT 
V ' 

OMT iMher Soness 

Your let-ter of i^iril 13 conceming St. Geneviera, Miaaouri; 
mtt of tlw aiAchez TTM* 

recttllNMl. 

•Vte your eammKHw oai the fact tbat -th* MMMpMAence reedvad 
UB has bean atgned by a differ^t panaa mmmh time. We vish 

to apologize for any confusion i^ich may have arisen due "to thia. 
Icamally an̂ r requests for information on sites in -the colonial 
pezlod of Ara€arican history are referred to lae for rejfcly. The flrat 
letter you received dated January 2 vaa prepared by Dr. Loean, 
Staff Archeologlat for the liaticnal Surv^ of Historic Sites aod 
IwLLdlngB. Since be had been deaignated to act for itie in my 
iMMee, he 8i0MA Mam let-ber. Your second letter addressed to 
Dr. Logan vas referred -bo lae since by that tijae I had retumed 
to the office. Because of this you rccei-ved two different let^iera 
signed by different people but boUi with the sacie title. 

The facts you have presented us are of considerable interest, and 
ve are calling your sta-tenents -to the attention of our Regional 
Offices in Richnond, Virginia, Hiiladelphia, Pennsylvania, and 
Oto»ha, Nebraska, all of which are concemed -with these matters. 
Althougii wc periiaps had not poln'ced it out in previoiis corres-
pcndence, you •will be interested -to know that "Grouseland" in 
Vincennes has been declared eligible for Registered National 
Historic Landmark atatus and a certificate and bronse platjua immm 
been presentad to this historic site. 

Ve realize -that the Ackia marker is not on the si-be of the battle. 
Public Law 67 131 authorized -the Secre-bary of the Interior to 
vithAraw national nonuaent status for this site and to desi^iate it 
as a :î crt of -the Itetches Trace Parkiny. Ac«irdingly, on Decemb̂  22, 
1961, Ackia waa redealffiatad as the "Chlcteinr OBlt" of the Satchez 



Trace Parkway. The National Park Service desired Pribllc Law 87-I3I 
because i t had found that the marker site is not the place -where 
the important battle occurred, althotigh originally this was thought 
to be the case. The site of the Battle of Ackia in consequence 
remains unknown. ALL -we can say for sure about the Chickasaw 
villfiige at the marker site is that i t was apparently a typical 
small Chickasaw village. 

We appreciate your letter and yotir keen interest in otir historical 
program, \diich we want to be as accurate as possible. 

Sincerely yours, 

/S/ CHARLES \N. PORTER 111 
Charles W. Porter III 
Acting Chief Historian 

Copy to: Regional Directors, Regions One (2 copies with inc.) 
Two w/copy of inc. 

^ Five w/copy of inc. 

Mr. Littleton \/r 

WDIiOgan:gb 



March 22, I963 

Hon. WllUaa J. 8eh«r«r 
Mayor of Sta. QaiMViava 
mm-t Qmmtrlmirm, maaourl 

daar Mayor Soharaari 

loaa tiaa mm, ttm Unator, VAtlonal Mc Snrriea, infonaad you 
th»± Qganmiwî ^̂  MtaaouTi, an iaportant alta in tha Franeh 
Exploration and SatUaaant of tha Uaitad Stataa, la aUglbla for 
Hagiaterad National Hiatorie lAndautrk atatua. You vara at that 
tiaa invited to partieipata in our proposal to aark thia ai-ta vlth 
« auitabla planus, vlth tha hope that tha City of Ste. Genariave 
win eontlnue Ita nceallant work in prasarving bulldin^i waoeiatad 
vlth tbla Iaportant iqpoch In taarleaa history. 

ta aximr to parUclpcIa in this prograa, all that vill ^ rafulrod 
of you la: 

1. Ib acraa to pvoaoxva, ao far as praotlaalila aaA to tha bast 
of your ability, tha hlatorleal aharaotar ef Sta, Ganavlava, anA 
tuM -UM bullAlnga accordingly. 

2, To agTM to a bUBnlal visit to ttaa sita lagr a rapxaaantaUva 
of ttaa 8arvle«. 

|. Ta aoaapt a earUflaata and bronaa plaqua (to ba pal A for 1̂  
tha Ibktlonal ink tarclM) lAanUfying ttaa lAndaark, auA to pro* 
•lAa for tha asuntlag of tha plaqoa. (loeal or atata hlatorlcal 
aoelaUaa alght ba glad to aaaiat la this.) 

k. It aithar you or tha national fmgk Samoa flnA It Ijqaraotl-
aaaaa to eontlnua tha tama of tha Eaadaaifk agraaaant. It aay ba 
Wluntarlly tazalnataA 1̂  aithar paarty, usx» vrlttan notiea. 

Sba Sarvica again ttxtmoda Ita invitation to you to oooparata miVk 
at ia tba prograa of praaarvlng our Nation'a heritage. Za this 
aonnac-tion, ve ara plaaaad to aneloaa a pamphlet further Aaaerlbing 
tha puvpoaa of thia laglaUy. Zf, aftar raallng thia broehura, you 



hava foaatloaa ibaat ttm psfogna or vlih to saaiirt 
va vUl ba plaasaA to vrlta furthar* If you voul4 Wm tt wiM% 
mtim m m mm mmm mmoom/mom îmt̂ ^ ^MMMMngtly mm t l l l i , iMk 

ŵŷ  ̂ ^̂ w ^̂ ŵw ^̂ p̂ ^̂ ^̂ p̂ v^^pnif^H^'^^Mv^^^^^w v^Ri^ ^^^^^ ̂ ŵ ^̂ m̂tmimmmf m ŵ̂w weaeaî p WP̂ P 

•rra&ga au^ • t i i i t mUl yw* 

(Sgd) George f. BaggTey 

@aorge 7. Baggl«Qr 
Ai^Lng Regional Mxmatim 

Saslosuft 

Copy to: IThe Director 
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....^....-...imrmy's^A^ 
^ PETAfiTK^T OF flil^ INTfeRiOR 

- H A T t C 4 ) U U . PAmC tCRVit^ 
Jelfetaon H»tl<Mjal EjEpanaion Memorial 

rU i l 11 North fonrth Street 
'̂ '̂ ^̂  ' St. V»ula 2, «i»(MJori 

June 4, 1963 

I 
1 

MpnitfadaiR 

t^s '•, • \ mxm^nax 

f*oat[ SaparUtandeot, Jefferaon Hatioaal feq>a*i«i*n >taa^lal 

Sta. •aaavieve LaoAmrk Certificate 

^4 f̂'̂ ,lBt,:1pi**W WJUag of the Batde «f Ste. Genevieve, has beeOfllt 

:̂̂ V -'; In irt>talnia« the bronse plaque and landafti* cactlfl-

I V « f U W W»rt«nt hiatoric site. A awiber of oue staff 

' -'^if^^ifi^ i^ai; «r . ml̂ »% and Ha«t. Hllllaa S. S^eret, Hayor. «€.. . 

)MfA '-•-'''''^'^f^gniiUm. %mt «a<* and thc^ wlate to:..ob:taln laiKdnatk 

Ĥ)̂ wl'rff<>n mi 4ca 'p««aihl«. m i yoit . forward, at your 

«en»**A«lce, an as|»llP*tlon f»x a certificate wbli^ 

je^ and suhattt to your office. Your a » 8 l a | # c e 

Ai 

>J"-'. 

.•AvSi^^»?i*'^^ be greatly «rt>recl*ted. 

• 'A^ •.. • 
•̂M / 

'•XAu\ 
<• "f., •-
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In iMt nnff wi%% hm 

(SGD) H. RAYMOND GREGG 

Mo 



f t f 

Wmm$ 

miMmmK mBmx^tmmmw 
9tHmm* W$ . 

IWUMI 

If ttat 
mm 

AiM M» Owtttt 

lagional Dijrector̂  
1̂  Mr. ^ttletott 

JOLittleton:g^ 



Tmx Baglonal SAraetor̂  Mlibpaat Regtoi 

l^oi: Aietlî ( Chief, Stvlsloa «r Ustory «aA irchaology 

M»jeet: Mitloeal Sanragr of Statcrlc fltM anA ItelMlaffli 
Ziaatetfic eesrt^flcata aeaA i^Utfae fter Sta. immBkBSi* 

Ifiî gffPtfflfflB Miaisafli3> aotlf̂ oA tldUi ol*f1Leo tt*t WIJOT UlTttf i , 
8ch«r«r «f mm. Qempfimm Is IstarMtaA la haviag tta. (laaavicva 
UtelateA t» tiia Sag&irteaisr af MtUcaai. Mstorie 

M tha AprUL iENil|, l.f^.« aaatiag af tSm Ontmmty Womrif tta, Oaaaviaya 
vas omuiiAaraA ia staAar at l&mm f, Inn»«d3t BqpiavatiaB aaA Sttt!.** 

mi Wr9Tt*ttiiim\. mixma |«artela ImtliAiiUBi m tmm Qraaa Vraa 9tepafa 
|̂̂ 3̂ |̂̂Jî^̂  ,jt ŜBfciwî  Ŝĵ d̂îtiBiik -Jfcdîjpî^̂ifc'̂ f̂êft '̂ĴBiSîfcî^̂  JI&ĵiJiiŵ^ ^̂(3̂ |̂̂̂ 9̂^̂  '̂ iflBî iili Ŝ̂wî  3̂Î3̂^̂KJÎ^ 
Boata P7S9}f vara maeifieâ ŷ mmxttomAa fbm ia«t*at«ry aneoû aA 
tka tita*t o l l i^ l l ly fm Smftanrk aMtt m Oê iwr 9* 
Sha HlQiw of Msa. fNntiiawa wit aotiftaiA^ aseaiiiw* 6, 3|iO« aaA 
previAaA villi ifi^4N^t«a forait. 

At iBhat lEbaa Wm 'gromimpm tm oaacMtadag historie Aittricts haA 
aet IMNNBI ttiiHf tetasi^taaA saA iSm ait'ta.! wm htaUaA typ tttiMng tha 
Hiyar to aotifir ^ oioasro of thm toiiii*s thrM aigtataiiAIng cteraetarM 
aoA to wroviAA Hmm vith .agB̂ yLeatioa famm for catti£i€MtM. fti 
asyili.ottioat or othMP < <ii i ai|wiii(lsMi u raHiitlag -to IsnAaM^ 'Btatus 
for Sta. flwffiaira hata iMoa rmmOmA tm 4at«. Xt is, of cow î, 
asfv eoBslAaraA tlait. oaa oHrtil̂ UNiriba aaA yltipfff fOr m histarie Aittrict 
is tlX tiNit "̂ WTÎ  -ha yoyitoA aaeayt .ia uBasatl catas* - tia fad 

ahOKiM ha tuffioiant. 

SAaM this ooaeonMi tha INUMMBP pragraa- of JUnAaark î tat ooaAaatoA 
hgr tha Bigload &ttlmm, va ora aa«4oiisg agpHoatioa fo«M for yowr 
ttsa ia ffOBtaffting Migrar SîbMOPor. Va niuyi ho ĥ ppy to jvaspf̂  t 
eartifiea^ M teoa at wa raeaiva the cotn̂ ataA aii4i<!*tioh fora* 



P l e ^ e t e l l Stiperintendent Gregg that we aptpreclate his Interest 
snd help -very much. 

"mn M. coRBm-
John M. Corbett 

Enclosure 

i C C : 

'̂ Mr. Lj-ttle-bon 

JOLittleton: gb 



9. S* 
AAataf stTntft 

It* 

mi mm 

fkati A. OttUa, AIM 
ItadttfaiA iwm^^mm 

la ftsfiir mim tt« rt-$ft 
ittjtet St» 9dS 

Ari»|ttti #f ^ « A n m im ttt latttiatlta 

jitt feaiAa^ai^ ttsttttata 
Att aaA a ptt|aM pttioaai atAt ^ tto a»i^it«tt*a 

aataattaar mm lafsiwtA as laaai tMflaa 0nr attf alaal n 
wwmmmmmmmmmf̂mmf mm̂wm ŵ mmiimimmtwimm ĵ î/wmm r̂mwtwfmî ^ ŵ ^̂ p wm^̂ wt̂ ^̂ ^̂ '̂̂  * 

aa tilt iitlbti^at itott, wttt fca aatt hal0hAt 

1. lao t iM tilt AiA t ta^ tt tMt ifttf oC tiw 
iMMPt atgr tthwr ttaAiMi aa tiMUi 

» fiaf %imt0mm%y t^ iraar 
sjtiyf tf tt, »ltatt afNttil^ «tA iitwaar. «a mmOM 

aaA ttlttiaathtp tt ^ aAJtttiiat mi Wm trtytstA 

«f tiiit ytipattA pB»|ttt ia mmm « l 

%m A»»ttf!fl4Mctatai ai tlta fta|ti^ ta turas mi fttoMliti 
%o umm iMMM* iMm âaal Ittatita, «oA otiMS- «nMi 

4. CtalA tidUi pftptttA ttaif ha aato 1^ m fIIMHMMMI tiHraa#i 
memtmm*.M sMtxwM- tt ttairttl.ota mi mm •mmms^ 

A^r otiHKT attatats t r •nvAasMaas yaa cat atto »t halfi «a la aar 
•Mdaattoa tf tilAt rtftttt wtU ha ifprteiattA. 



mi MkAtottactl tiw toMHi wmhmmiî * la tirtt attttatttn, vt 
atta lAat whitt ttat ttta^ias ia Miattati hata €aMarfS|F ^iit.ti"t,ial 

M̂m §mm$mm̂ t iMHtagteg itAt i t ifftaiatwi. aitiiwat af tha t t t t i i y with 
atsMM hist—"taal twta*'aa# mmA It̂ mmm̂  amiiartrf aiars haa idMMa aa 
aattwiKli'a Aitttttt tot m pitltat tC t t ^ ĥ Ual to t ^^aatt** 

wtju^ mmmHA 'ha mmm oalv a#taif a irafittol amdw aaA aaat wai i af mm 
ftahtaa hf a toityHisi^yBtA ktotottoa oaA MNMLttttotidl tittoriaa* 
wtti^tag ttgn^tev tt m 

A aaaA otA^ ta fall tai la iim-af a taiMa alaa ana ha totaiA to tha 
ffatltipt iMbii Waatattfttl at mmmm yfojatt ptapiuaiA 1̂  tht €ity of 
nratiAtatty irtitto toitai, attot* l^a tataa af Saatlait Wbk (Uttwtinattaii 

tMnfitA tat to ttotMi' -aawiyaafttlaa' witik Itcti tilattatitl prataawttiaa 
aawaaSi. l^toaitfi toa aatiwa aaMMH^ ag^ aaffllif I wat iaa af mah MEama. 
tiw ttttAtti atotmAMHMi iMHMaA agM t̂tt' aa ytgt A ai^ ttta to ptataAl. 
mmmmm htttttiati atA tiwliaaltA^flai tiMMHMii tiitaAA ha pttaitoA 
t i l toiiVM itf tiw pm$*mt* ^ tctoa ttot soAtMrttiaa taA Attttapatat 
waflt ai^ to tt hitotiNitoily ataattto. m ptatihto. Alt af tta hittttltaS 
taA tfihlttt.tutt .ttMtttA itfWlA î ptttto i t thair tiaai gt tocal^to^hMMt 
t l̂tii fitoaatog atA AtatStpattt* Sf it A S M ttt pâ ataAa ptowybag taA 

t0 wmimmmmmmm aittaluM 4NHI aatftiiy 

mt 
to#ttai AtoaMMHTc Mtowaat m/tm* 
mta Swaa v/iae. 
Mr. Cahot w/laa. 
Mr. ritoleliM^ v/laa. 

IJtia^mrf w/toa. 
Dr. fartor <dat*} 

dO^tarsJA ^1-A4 



• 
t f 

syiijttit AIA lotitoiatt Attttoatta ftaptttt to* tdl - A f l ta 

aMMtog to tiw mttim mi mr* totaaf Tti!if tht» toaaattat Wwrngmm 
i toCfaa taa ittantyyaa tot tatSaaal artiitosl to' toa fat •aviaa> 

toai^ t tal i tto^to''tttataayf ia'tatoor'to fcwNUto AftA lAth agftopFtoto 
iaitogatoiaa* AJtot̂  -ptaAtog fartiMar ^^patattto wito .Ato« wa attottt 

at* t tf tiw tariltotA atat ot Angtttt 3 teat Mr. Civil l t to Mr* iMlftolA. 

It wtidjA to Atttttoto If tto! I9f ttttaato ta tot tattwwA prnfmrnmi. 
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Dear S i r 

I have been informed that i n 1930, 31, or 32, 
a survey of Ste. Genevieve, M i s s o u r i 'was conducted by 
the N a t i o n a l Recovery Act w i t h Mr. Peterson"^of the 
N a t i o n a l Park S e r v i c e heading the group. 

I understand the survey concerned f a c t u a l data 
on houses i n Ste. Genevieve, M i s s o u r i (the old e s t 
white settlement west of the M i s s i s s i p p i R i v e r ) . 

Would i t be p o s s i b l e to get a copy of t h i s 
survey? 

Thank you! 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Jame s . Ha r r i s 
Extension Youth Agent 

JAH:kw 
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m R E P L Y REFER T O : 

MMR(RS) 

UNITED STATES 
MENT OF THE INTERIOR 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

MIDWEST REGION 
1709 Jackson Street 
Omaha, Nebraska 68102 

APR 5 1965 

Memorandum 

Hst The Director 

Frotocting Regional Director, Midwest Region 

Subject: Application for Laadmark Status, Ste. GengjcLeateju-ittBSotiri 

We are enclosing herewith application for Registered National 
HlB-toric Landmark status for Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, signed by 
Mayor William J. Scherer. We have retained copy of the eiipllcatlon 
for o\ir files. 

You will note that the site name originally given by Mr. Scherer 
was "S-te. Genevieve Museum"; also, that -the Mayor neglected to in­
dicate whether the city wished "to obtain both the certificate and 
plaque. In a followxip call by Mr. Mattes -to the Mayor on April 2, 
it was established that the correct name for use on the certificate 
and plaque is "Ste. Genevieve," and we have altered the applica­
tion accordingly. Mr. Scherer also indicated that -the city wished 
to obtain both the certificate and plaque; and this office will, 
therefore, order -the plaque at an early date. 

Plans for presentation ceremonies will be made later. 

Actini 

Enclosure^^ 

Copy to: Supt., JBEM 
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9rt8̂ tâ g% Hr. gtovigto ttu. la #aA to 

friin m 
at his 
oaratnalf 

mmmmm m tm fitgitwf tr 

Q)ki^, M-vltito of 
mMmey Straits 

ect 
Beglonsl Director, 
Mr. Littleton 

Midwest 

JWWalker:gb 



July 9, 1965 

H3l̂ -RH 

jyĵ î i'vrf* ' *H 

To: Regional Director, Mldvast Regloa 

Froa: Chief, Dlvlsl<»i of History Studies 

â>4aet: Registered National Historic LaxKlaark Cartifieataa 
for Sites In tto Midwest Region 

WO ara enclosing the Registered National Historic Landaark 
Cartlflcatas for sites In your Ragion: 

Sto. Ganavleve. Missouri 

South Pass, Wyoadng 

Please notify us well in advance of presantatlcm of the certificates 
to -the respective owners, \^tber foraally or InfonBslly. 

Robert M. Utloy 

Enclosuros 2 

cc: 

Mr, Littleton 

JOLlttlaton:i« 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
S 0 1 0 - 1 0 4 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandu 
T O Jeto ®. Llj2tl\eton, WASO DATE: December 7, 1965 

FROM Chief Park Historian, JNEM 

SUBJECT: St. Genevieve Press Release 

We have had a (legitimate) request for the press release announcing 
e l i g i b i l i t y of St. Genevieve for the Registry. I believe i t was dated 
October 9, 1960. We do not have s eopy. If you can spare one, we 
would appreciate i t . (A machine copy would do i f you can't spare an 
original, but we would need copy of the entire news release.) 

Regards, 

Frank B. Sarles, Jr. 



X 10, 19gS 

Jack tfalkar 

Prass Relaasa Announcing Bligibi l l ty of Sta. Ganevlavtte 
Misscmrl, for Landnark Status 

John Is on annual laave« so I'a sending along gigl 

Octabar 9, 19go ftass v r t M g i t ia tlto dhl 

amKMBicing St4. Ctaeviava*s a l ig ib i l i ty . 

• . ' . .'.:-....• • ' " -•.-' 
Walkar 



February 9, 1966 

Memorandvim for Files 

Re: Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 

Historian Merrill J. Mattes (Midwest Region), in the 

Regional monthly report for January, 1966, reported that 

upon inquiry the Mayor of Ste, Genevieve, Missouri, indicated 

no Landmark ceremony was desired at the present time. The 

plaque has been mounted on the Muse^^Ar^^ixf'&ccoid&nce with 

his request, the certificate was mailed to him. 
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OPTIONAL FORM NC. 10 
MAY 1S8Z EDITION 
GSA GEN. REO. NO. 27 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO Horace Sheeley DATE: 

November i S , 196? 

FROM B i l l Dean 

SUBJECT: Ste. Genevieve photographs 

In our phone conversation the o'bher day I mentioned pictures 
of some of the b-uildings i n Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. They 
are unstudied shots and I'm sending them along just to give 
you an idea of what you can expect 'when you have an opportunity 
to v i s i t the toim. However, i f you want to make some other use 
of them, please feel free to-do so, I have the negatives on 
f i l e here. 

/ B i l l Dean 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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iĵ fc tfĉ^ 
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MISSOURI STATE PARK BOARD 
p . O . B O X 176 • 1204 J E F F E R S O N B L D G . 

J E F F E R S O N C I T Y , MISSOURI 65101 

A R E A C O D E 314 T E L E P H O N E 635-9156 

A p r i l 30, 1969 

WARREN E. HEARNES 
GOVERNOR 

JOSEPH JAEGER, JR. 
DIRECTOR 

BOARD 

GERALD B. ROWAN 
CHAIRMAN 

KANSAS CITY 

CARTER V. BLANTON 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

SHELBINA 

CONN C WINFREY 
LEBANON 

CHARLES TYE EVANS 
ST. JOSEPH 

ROBERT M. WOLPERS 
POPLAR BLUFF 

HUBERT E. LAY 
HOUSTON 

Mr. Horace J. Sheely, Jr. 
Chief, Branch of Historical Surveys 
Office of Archeology and Historic Preservation 
801 19th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.G. 20006 

Dear Mr*. Sheely: 

This letter i s to inform you that the Missouri State 
Historical Survey and Planning Office, a division of the 
Missouri State Park Board, has conpleted the National 
Register Inventory Nomination forms for the Louis Bolduc 
house and the Jacques Dubreuil Guibourd house, Ste. 
Genevieve, Misso'uri. These forms and a l l related data 
have been sent to the office of Dr. William J. Murtagh 
for inclusion i n the National Register of Historic Places. 

The Advisory Council to the Missouri S-tate Park Board on 
Historic Sites and Buildings has recommended that these 
sites be considered for National Landmark designation. 

These houses and several others i n Ste. Genevieve, for 
which we are preparing National Register Inventory Nomi­
nation forms, present a special case in regard to the 
pos s i b i l i t y of registration as National Landraarks, I 
would appreciate having note of your opinion. 

Both houses are included within the boundaries of the 
town of Ste. Genevieve, Mssouri, which as a d i s t r i c t , 
significant i n the history of the French Colonial Era 
in the Mississippi Valley, i s a registered National His­
toric Landraark. Therefore, both houses are already en­
ccnpassed wi'thin a National Landmark d i s t r i c t . What 
provisions should be made for l i s t i n g of separa-be sites 
as landmarks wi'thin a landmark d i s t r i c t ? Is a separate 
l i s t i n g necessary at a l l ? 

' Y o u a r e A l w a y s 'We lcome i n M i s s o u r i ' s S c e n i c S t a t e P a r k s 



Mr, Horace J , Sheely, Jr . A p r i l 30, 1969 

Please inform rae i f additional information on "the sites 
i s required or i f I have not in i t ia ted the recommendation 
i n the appropriate manner, I take note of the i-bem en­
t i t l e d "Historic Site Surveys i n National Parks", National 
Register Newsletter, A p r i l , 1969, v o l . I , issue 10, p . 2, 

Sincerely, 

MLSSQORI S' PARK BOARD 

souri 
Officer 

ector 
89-665 

MPH:rmc 

cc: Dr, Williara J . Ifartagh 
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STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

June 25, 1970 

Mr. Horace J. Sheely,Chief 
Branch of Historical Surveys 
801—19th Street N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Sheely: 

We have been advised by the Missouri State Park Board 
that boundaries for the tite. Genevieve Historic District 
are not yet established. 

We are enclosing copies of our Registered Historic 
Landmarks which have been so designated by the Ste. 
Genevieve Landinarks Coimnission and are protected by 
the Landmarks Ordinance which was passed, January 1969 by 
the Board of Aldermen of Ste. Genevieve, Mo, 

We are also enclosing a map of the town on which we 
have marked the various Landmarks and have also enclosed 
with red the areas i n which these Landmarks are situated. 

Ste. Genevieve was originally strung out along the 
river for over a mile and i t seems that when the people 
moved to the new location they continued their habits and 
spread out from what was called the "Lower Point" up to 
"Pointe a Picket" and out on both sides of the Gabouri 
Creeks, There are many very old houses i n each area. 

At present we are working to restore the "Memorial 
Cemetery" and are hoping that we w i l l be able to procure 
matching funds to fi n i s h the job. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely 

(Mrs.) Lucille Basler Secretary 
Foundation for Restoration 
3^ South Third Str. 
Ste . Genevieve, Missour i 63670 

C.G. Miss Martha L , Kuslak 
Hesearch Hi s to r i an 
M i s s o u r i S t a t e P a r k Rnar-d 



July 13, 1970 

Mrs. Lucille Baslar 
Seeretary 
Foundation for jgasfejeggelj^ 
3̂+ South Third Straat 
Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, 6367O 

Bear Mrs. Basler: 

Thank you for your letter of June 25, 1970 enclosing the site 
descriptions of buildings protected by the Ste. Genevieve Landmarks 
Ordinaiwe of I969. By a eopy of this letter we are forwarding this 
material to our Midwest Regional Office to assiat th«a in 
delineating boundaries for the Ste. Genevieve Historic Diatrlct. 
Having the individual atudies of sitea which have been selected 
for local protection will prove moat useful in this endeavor. 

We appreciate your interest in the Sational Hlatorio Landmark 
program. 

Sincerely youra. 

iay £. Appleman 
/ AeUng Chief Hlatorlan 

cc; 
Director. Midwest Region, w/enclosures (site studies) 
T-KiT. Butter field, w/c/in6 ' ^ ^ 
HHS-Mr. Sheely,w/c/ing 

WB4orton:dfd: 7/10/70 ,7. ^ 

/ /P^. -^^^^ - - ^ 
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G O V E R N O R 

JOSEPH JAEGER, JR. 
DIRECTOR 
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e 

CARTER V . BLANTON 
CHAIRMAN 
SHELBINA 

CONN C. WINFREY 
VICE-CHAIRMAN 

L E B A N O N 

CHARLES TYE EVANS 
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POPLAR B L U F F 

HUBERT E. LAY 
HOUSTON 

GERALD B. ROWAN 
KANSAS CITY 

Mr. Horace J , Sheely, J r , 
Chief, Branch of HistoricsQ. Surveys 
Office of Archeology and Historic Preservation 
801 19th Street, N,W, 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Sheely: 

At the June l8 regional meeting of the National Park Service i n 
Omaha, the question arose concerning the boundaries of National 
Historic Lauadmarks historic d i s t r i c t s which have not been designated. 

The question was asked i n regard to the Sainte Genevieve Historic 
D i s t r i c t . The Missouri State Historical Survey and Plaiming Office 
has ini t i a t e d plans to make application for a federad. matching 
grant, ais provided for under P.L, 89-665, to aid i n the restoration 
of the Memorial Cemetery i n Sainte Genevieve. However, this historic 
d i s t r i c t i s without designated boundsLries, and i t i s not cleau: i f 
the cemetery l i e s within the historic d i s t r i c t . 

At your suggestion i n a recent telephone conversation, a member of 
my staff expladned this situation to Dr. William J . Murtagh, Keeper 
of the Nationail Register of Historic Places. Dr. Murtagh suggested 
that I write to you requesting designation of boundairles for the 
Ste. Genevieve Historic D i s t r i c t . 

Ste. Genevieve, studied under the theme of exploration and settlement, 
was one of the earliest historic d i s t r i c t s of the National Park 
Service, National Historic Landmark Prograim, The Memorial Cemetery 
has come to our attention as a site threatened with vandsilism and 
improper caire aind thus in need of protection and preservation. The 
site has int r i n s i c worth i n depicting and relating Ste. Genevieve's 
heritage. The cemetery, i n the original plat of the town, was a 
Spanish land grant to the Ste. Genevieve citizens. Only one-half 
block from the major concentration of historic remains, the cemetery 
msdces a direct physical contribution to the environment of this 
French Colonial settlement. 

You are Alttrays 'Welcome i n Missouri's Scenic State Parks 



Mr. Horace J. Sheely, J r . July 14, 1970 

As previously mentioned, the State H i s t o r i c a l Survey and Planning 
Office would l i k e to make an application to aid i n the preservation 
of t h i s cemetery. Therefore, the need for boundaries to be designated 
for the Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t i s urgent; the deadline for 
these applications has been set for October 15. 

Your prompt attention to this concern would be greatly appreciated. 
Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely yours 

ire c t o r 
.L. 89-665 

JJJ:PAE:rmc 

cc: Dr. William Murtagh 
Mr. Orval L. Henderson, J r . 



H34-HH August 3» 1970 

Mr. Joseph Jaeger, Jr. 
Diraetor, Missouri State Park Board 
P. O. Don 176, 1204 Jefferson Building , 
Jefferson Clt-y, Missouri 65101 i 

Dear Kr. Jaeger: j 

We have received your recent letter requesting that boundaries be I 
delineated for the sainte Genevieve Hlntortc Dletrict. We understand 
that thie definition i» is^rtant because of your desire to make an 
appiioation for a grant under P. L. 89-665 to aid in ttie restcwation ! 
of the Memorial Cemetery in Sainte Oenevleve. i 

Dr. Ernest Connally, as you may know, has directed restoration -Hork 
in .Sainte Generiere and is quite fesdllar with the historic eeotlon 
of tha town. He feels that ha can define tlie appropriate boundaries. 
We will then present thea to tha Mviaory Board on Hatlonal Parks, 
Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monuments for raview at Its f a l l 
Meeting and subsequently to Sacratary of the Interior HlcJcel for his 
approval. 

Dr. Connally ham asked me to t e l l you that he believes that the 
Menorlal C«»et«ry should be included within the historic diatrlct. 
For the purpoaes of your grant application, you may proceed on that 
assua^ttlon. 

If we can be of fur-fcher esslstanoe in this matter, please call on us. 

Sincerely yours. 

itobert M. Utley 
Chief Historian 

cc: 
Director, Midwest Region w/c/Lnc 
T-Mr. Butterfield . 
HR-Dr. Murtagh " l l ' U 1^ 
HHS-Mr- Sheely ^ 

HJSheely:rnc 8-3-70 \^ ^ ̂K-"̂^ 



II34-IBI Aogust S, 1970 

•laa Vara Owmfaas 
lllaslsalppl Ll»e Company 
Braver 31 
Salirte Omieviava, KlBBomri CMTO 

Bear Mlaa Qkenfuss] 

lhaak you vafy auch tor awKtioc mm tha straat aaw aad teacriptlaa 

of Satttt* Oamavlava'a htstwrle aim. theaa vt l l ba mt grmmt haly 

to us im re COM© nri Ing bou»d»rioa fa* the historic dlstriot, 

ftlaearaly fomm. 

Horacs J. Shc-ly, Jr.' 

Director, Ilidwest 
T-Mr. BbSeeT-fleld 
HHS-Mr. Sheely 

HJSheely:kp 8/5/70 

Horace J . Sheely, Jr, 
Chief, Breach of Historical 

fturvers 

BASIC PII^ EETAIK3> IN 

HP - Missouri - Sainte Genevieve 
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August 11, 1970 

r 

Mr. George B. Hartzog, J r . 
Director, National Park Service 
Department of I n t e r i o r 
C Street, between 18th and 19th N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear Mr. artzog: 

Enclosed i s copy of l e t t e r which I have received from 
the Foundation for Restoration of Ste. Genevieve, Inc., located 
i n my Congressional D i s t r i c t . I am sure you w i l l find i t s e l f -
explanatory. 

It appears to me to be a very worthwhile project, and I 
would appreciate i t ' s receiving every consideration consistent with 
your policy. 

Any information you can furnish me regarding the status of 
this application and the p o s s i b i l i t y of i t s approval, w i l l also 
be appreciated. 

Respectfully yours. 

, M, C. 

md 
enc. 

w nci a—) 
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DIRECTORS 
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STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

August 5, 1970 

Mr. B i l l D. Burlison 
2306 Jane Drive 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri 

Dear Mr. Burlisona 

63701 

We have recently ipade application, through the 
Missouri State Park Board, for a grant of $3000.00 from 
thc National Park Service, Department of i n t e r i o r , 
under the National H i s t o r i c Preservation net of 196b. 

This grant would be for restoration of the 
Memorial Cemetery here at Ste. Genevieve. Conditions 
i n the Cemetery were deplorable, due to neglect and 
vandalism. Since the Cemetery i s part of the Ste. 
Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t and appears i n the National 
Register, we had reported these conditions to the 
State Park Board. The Cemetery i s tax supported, but 
the tax money i s not enough to make the necessary 
repairs. Some v;ork has already been done, but lack 
of funds have made i t [.'Impossible to complete the work. 
The tax money which w i l l be atailfeble i n December -will 
be used as our portion of the cost with the grant ^ 
as matching funds. We are also having a fund r a i s i n g 
campaign to swell our portion so we can do the job 
r i g h t . 

Any help you could give' us to assure the Federal 
Grant whuld be greatly appreciated. This i s our f i r s t . 
major restoration project and seeing i t succeed would 
give our entire restoration project a big boost. 

Sincerely, 

A.rcL (A •Jd(Aiî Ay 
s.) Lucille Basler, Secretary 

3^ South Third Str 
Ste. Geneviev 63670 
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^tttUeb ^lctie» ^ertctie 

August 13, 1970 

Mr. George Hartzog, J r . 
Director 
National Park Service C Yv 
I n t e r i o r Building ' 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear George: 

The Foundation for Restoration of Ste. 
Genevieve, Inc. has applied through the 
Missouri State Park Board for a grant of 
$3,000.00 from the National Park Service 
for the restoration of the Memorial Cemetery 
i n Ste. Genevieve. As you know, Ste. Genevieve 
i s one of the most b e a u t i f u l communities i n the 
state of Missouri, i n addition to having some of 
the most h i s t o r i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t structures In 
the area. Many l o c a l c i t i z e n s are Involved i n 
restoring and maintaining the h i s t o r i c character­
i s t i c s of the community. Apparently some l o c a l 
funds are available to restore the cemetery but 
they are not s u f f i c i e n t to do an adequate job. 

I would appreciate a report on the current 
status of t h i s a p p l i c a t i o n and I hope that I t 
can be given favorable consideration by the 
National Park Service. 

Warmest regards, 

Thomas F. EsLgJieton 
United States Senator 

TFE/eb 

c 



AUG 18 1970 

Hon. Bin D. BarXlaoa 
mmmm of Bapraaaatativwi 
Vaahlngton, OJSSo 

Daar Mr. Bttrllaont 

We ara plaaaad to ackoowiadca your inquiry in bahalf of 
Mra. John Baalar» Smermtmxf mt tha faamimtim Um tha Seatoxatlon 
of am. Genevieve, Inc., conceming the reatoratloc of the 
wmmmHr̂  caaatazar at Sta. Oaaaviava, NlMouvi. 

Va appreciate yowr Interast in thia aattar aad will provida yoa 
a rapljr at our aarliast opportuaity. 

ftinoaraly yovm, 

(SGD) GEORGE B. HARTZOG- JR. 

Biraator 

FliP:TCWood:gcm 8/18/70 

CL 791̂ 2 



AUG 2 4 1970 

Ildlia^ tiaites Senate 
nuAitoft«a, D.C. 

Dear Senator Bagletoat 

Wa am pleased to aeknm̂ ledge your lsq«d.ty ia behalf at 
the Foundation for the Restoration of Ste. Genevieve, l i f . , 
concerning the restoratioa of the a«aorial eeiwtaxy at 
St. Genevieve, Missouri. 

Ha appradata 
yea a reply at 

Iataraat ia thia aattar aad v i l l provida 
earliest opportunity. 

Siacaraiy yoara» 

(SGD) GEORGE B. HARTZOG, JR. 

Bivaatev 

FNP: TGWoo d :inal: 8/24 / 70 

CL-8403 



ttinica J . S#iar«l 
Miyar <^ Sta. 6<Nianri«v« 

Baar Miyw SdNHrarl 

'8Hlttktis«»l %mnm̂  <s€ MMtmte Sita« aM Bulldii^ at rwî Nit 
at t^ fmsa0Mkti.mm tm Baat@sr«tlc» tSiM tte Directs of tlie Miasoiari ^ 
Ste-te flMPk Beard m* esapl«t«!! a al»idy of hownSarlaa t&t tmt pm^ .. ^ 
t i ^ ef Sta. Qmrnrtavm tmt tea h«Mm raeofî Laad mm a Satî Nny. 
Slaterie XABteorh. flia S«earatsry of tha Bs^arier haa a^rwad tlM 
raeoH«Mmiatl<8i aada hy ^ Mriaet^ Board lati<»aal Bsr^., Bla-
t^e mi t« , B^Hdihpi, aad mmmmntM fmUlmtx̂  ita :iN^«ir of thia 

Me are plMUMKi, tto«r4etfG»i» to inform ym Wmt hamO^mB aa daacrihM 
ia tm n̂m^mmrm* hava h4H» estahlialted fer tbm Stm. mmnrimm ma« 
•toric IfiMlat. Xtiase ara tha henodariea m^m&dmi %̂  the IlR,tii»tiiit 
tbmgimtm of M.m%mX& Placaa. 

/s/Kohei^ 17 trtl^ 

Itehert M. 0tlay 
mdaf Msterim 

&scX<eNitiraa 

ces 
}fr8. Lucille Bdslasp 
Secretary .^^ 
Fotmdation for laatesration 
34 Soutai Third Street 
Ste. Gex3«vieve, Mssouri 63670 
Director, Midwest Region 
TI 
HHS-Mr. Sheely 
///€. 
FlJP-HJSheely:cv 5/20/71 HP-Missouri-Ste. Genevieve 

BASIC FILE iffilAINED IN HH 
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SEP 18 1370 

y««'_i'a^i«4'fy -m. ^mlt 9M Wmim &»ia«> ^imimmf j 
t m aâ âaaa awwaaa«,Aa» tB« tsa #f -v^wliwa* tii*.*^ 

* ^ 3 ly^iww t.g m€«r4 wttfe *s .afsfare^: ';.-tMa himtmU pmmt^mtm plm, 
£M £ i mmmmmlfs^mm. #f it tim Mrmti^ 9i ttm itmm hiMlmm 
mm m m mffrnm*. m « « » « r t %ku <î mmm i« fcr, Ji^^pi r«»^» ^it.» 
•1 • ^ f i j i g t W^m»n.i -.^mm wm^ immi^ fmt itHm tms. m, um ^mimmm 

I 
1 

^mm»l fmm. -i •itmrm, f>t.«ttmHm ^im h* mmmmmd^ mmjm^ 

i
p^agrfts, t.0 Mm^ '-m mm mmlml^, c^4«» #f f«»l^y w&ie^ ««f l«l«». 

• • 1^11 ?j« -fif imtmmm. m4 mm tm mm* Mmslm-. mmmmimm wmm immm^t 

wii • * ••*^'*** f^if ^ •-mmi thm i^m^'^tm F. ''»$,imtmo 
f f l i ! ? '^^i^ :tmmn •mmm, is mrpm-^ m hU i^nief r:ms.mmim ^1** ««»rlat. 

••'mmi'^mm* 9 *« 

€-t««:««»lf y#«t»» . I A 

jfVl 
m i l l (Sga) Thomas F. Flynn ^ | ( ^ 

\( ^ S imi lar reply sent to: 
Ol /̂  I Hon. Thomas F . Eagleton 

I '•' United States Senate^^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Washington, D.C. ( ^ ^ - ^ ^ 



MISSOURI STATE PARK BOARD 

p. O. BOX 17S e 1204 J E F F E R S O N E L D O . 

J E F F E R S O N CITY, MISSOURI S8101 

ARBA C O D E 114 T E L E P H O N E aSB^aiBS 

February 22, 1971 

WARREN E. HEARNES 
aoVCNNON 

BOARD 

Mrs. Lucille Basler 
Chairman Cemetery Committee 
City of Ste. Genevieve 
34 South Third Street 
Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 63670 

IOSEraiAEGER,liL. 
DIBBCTOB 

Dear Mrs. Basler: 
CARTER V. BLANTON 

CHAIRMAN 
SHELBINA 

CONN C. WINFREY 
VICE<;HAIRMAN 

LEBANON 

CHARLES TYE EVANS 
ST; JOSEPH 

ROBERT M. WOLPERS 
POPLAR BLUPF 

HUBERT E. LAY 
HOUSTON 

GBRALDB. ROWAN 
KANSAS cmr 

In your letters dated February 9 and February 18 you requested  
information concerning the status of federal funds for Ste.. 

You also questioned thS"manner 
andled by the State Historical f̂sn6yj,fiyfi's,flaiwna1 gemet 

rn which this matter haŝ Been Survey and Planning Office. 

An application for a possible Grants-in-Aid project during 
Fiscal Year 1971 for the Ste. Genevieve Memorial Cemetery, in 
the amount of $3,000, was presented to the Advisory Council on 
Historic Sites and Buildings at their September 12 meeting in 
the Tiger Hotel, Columbia, Missouri. The Advisory Council 
recommended the application not be approved for several reasons. 
Foremost among these reasons was the fact that the Federal 
Grants-in-Aid Manual (edition of January 1969) excludes, with 
but few exceptions, cemeteries from nomination to the Register. 
(Chapter 2, paragraph 2.3, Criteria Consideration, page 7/68): 
"Ordinarily cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historical 
figures, properties owned by religious institutions or used for 
"religious purposes, structures that have been moved from their 
original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties 
primarily commemorative in nature, and properties that have 
achieved significance within the past fifty years shall not be 
considered eligible for the National Register. Jlowê ver,.jyiich 
lirpgerties wil] qualify il.they iŵe -integral parts of distrfct^ 
that dOeel̂^̂^̂^ " Normal reasoning would indicate 
that if a site is not eligible for nomination to the register, 
then neither does it qualify for a grant. The Council also be­
lieves the cemetery does not contain graves sufficient_l.y„old to 
warrant the cemetery's..cpji£idgrati,9n., The earliest buriaTdale" 
recorded appears TioHbâ ^̂  been in "the early 19th Century. Also, 
the cemetery contains the remains of no persons siflalficantj on 
a state-wide basis, in Mi ssouri j Mi; tory.. the Advisory council 

I ; • .i 

7ou are ABwaye Wele<inie ia MIsaoaril's Seeaie State Parks 

i I •>!!,! 



Mrs. Lucille Basler 
February 22, 1971 
Page 2 

was reluctant to enter upon a cemetery program in Ste. Genevieve 
for surely other communities will desire such a program in pre­
ference to preserving historic sites and buildings which currently 
are in more need of assistance. 

Even with these recommendations, the State Historical Survey and 
Planning Office did not rule out the possibility of federal 
assistance for the Ste. Genevieve Memorial Cemetery. At first, 
the idea was entertained that i t might be possible to consider 
Memorial Cemetery as a part of the Ste. Genevieve Historic District 
as designated by the Registered National Historic Landmarks (bronze 
plaque) of the National Park Service. This proved to be rather 
difficult. To follow this plan of action the Ste. Genevieve 
Historical District must first be accurately delineated on a city 
map indicating whether the cemetery is or is not within the area 
designated as a Registered National Historic Landmark. Although 
this delineation has not been accurately determined several indivi­
duals have indicated they would establish the boundaries. Such a 
delineation of the designated area must be approved at the National 
Park Service level and, of course, by the State Historic Survey 
and Planning Office. Because of the burden of work and other 
matters that require continual attention, this designation has not 
been encouraged. 

Missouri requested, on October 15, 1970, approximately $400,000 
federal Grants-in-Aid for planning, development and acquisition. 
Less than $65,000 has been given tentative approval, and of this 
amount, approximately one-half is earmarked for a specific National 
Register entry facing a threat of being completely destroyed i f 
funds are not made available. The other 50% of the less than 
$65,000 is earmarked for projects requiring continued survey and 
planning or preservation of structures threatened by vandals. 

For the above reasons it was decided the Ste. Genevieve Memorial 
Cemetery should not be considered during Fiscal Year 1971. This 
decision has been reached only after exhausting all known possibili­
ties. The project is not closed. If the several problems can be 
resolved, there remains a possibility of consideration at a future 
date. 

I I : ' I . : ' I : ' •!.,>> 
1 i : • ' ' I ; ' ' ; ' • I • I i • : • ' 



Mrs. Lucille Basler 
February 22, 1971 
Page 3 

I hope this letter answers your inquiry. 

Sincerely, 

MISSOURÎ ATE PARK BOARD 

JJJ:OLH:mvs 

cc: Mr. H. D. "Matt" Matheney 
Mr. Orval L. Henderson, Jr. 
Mr. Robert G. Haake 
Mr. Hadley Irwin 
Mr. Kenneth Otke 
Survey Office 



E X E C U T I V E D I R E C T O R : 

J O H N C . H A N N E G A N 

P R E S I D E N T : 

D R . G . O . L A N N I N G 

1ST V I C E P R E S I D E N T : 

M R S . N O R B E R T D O N Z E 

2 N D V I C E P R E S I D E N T : 

G L E N N O N S E X A U E R 

S E C R E T A R Y : 

M R S . J O H N B A S L E R 

T R E A S U R E R : 

J O H N K O E T T I N G 

D I R E C T O R S : 

W I L L I A M S C H E R E R 

H E R B E R T A . G I E S L E R 

N O R B E R T D O N Z E 

H A R O L D U D I N G 

W A R R E N H A R G U S 

E . P. H U C K 

M R S . H . B A L L I N G E R 

M R S . G . O . L A N N I N G 

M R S . P H I L E Y D M A N N 

R A Y M O N D B . D O N Z E 

G E R A L D F A L L E R T 

J A C K B A S L E R J R . 

Sfie^o^edlon of SPie. ^enmime, ^nc. 
STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

Fnhruaiy 23, X97I 

Joseph Jaager Jr* 
i>ire«ter of Parks 
xisaourl state r«irk ijoard 
120̂  Joffersea Hldg 
Jeffersoa Oity, :iissouTl 65101 

ijmx r.to Jâ gort 

ThanJc 7«u for /fliar proomt aoKvcr to my lottor 
oonoomiac tbo mt^lat uroat for tlio lito. QoaoTiovo 
Kooorlal Cosotor̂ * ciinoo tho advisory Oouaoll 
rooOHMiKloa tho oppUttotioa bo aot o&provod on s«ptott]Mr 
lath, i fai l to soo « ^ vo had to wait uatll Fohruary 
to bo aetiflod aad thoa oaly aftar r^oatod iiiqulrloo* 

I have road tha Critarla ti«isldoratloao you aaatioa 
••*mL thay aX̂ o maatloa that oxeaptloaa are nada n̂ oro 
thero Is a israYO of a hi stori oal flgura or whoro tho 
aaaatary is is^ortant froa it3 age or aaaoolatloa with 
hiatcnrie avaats** 

You atato that tho aar liaa t buri^ ilata rooordaU appoars 
to haTa baaa la tho <£arly 19th Oaatury* Tha authello 
Churoh rocordo fitm that th® a a r l i ^ iioriuX v̂ a ia I787 
aad that \hm* vort mmm thaa 200 iim90» tolaa t̂ aro 
bafora 1800, laeia41^ ôi<a mt tho #ailliai OOttMlMitst 
Ihe ohief of tha Peoriu :adlaas and aaay aore inportant 
pai^la* 

YOU at«kttt t^t tlia oaaatary eoataii.us tae reaalas of 
ao parooa alfolfloaaty m, ^ «tat;«*wiaa a«A»la, la î ŝsoarl 
history* JOha soott uho is î uxiwci aare -̂ n;. tiio jJologate 
to Ooocî asa froii t̂issourl aad prosaatad tha petitioa for 
.;*tatahooa auJ raauJLaad la Ooagraaa fros .dasourl aatil Xo28* 
kiaaator IiOiHa ^. Lian Uia aodol iSeoator from iiissourl is 
buried hare aad tha «>tata Xagialatura erected the st̂ oa ia 
his aeaory* tharo are oaay aara who imtrlteitod te ethe 
iitata of i'iiaaouri lio ia tha Haaerial Gsaatary* 

it ia ^uita aviaaat that ata* Oaaaviava Oouaty la 
to bo forgottoB viiora tha t̂ata Park Board is eeaoaraod, 
axo^t lOiaa thay ara oa tha roealTlac end as Ôam thay 
wara givaa the land for tha tiawa Eaoraatlon area aad tha 
7alla»Be2ior houao* 

4ite. OeaaviaYo nuy ba saall. but It ia tha oldest tom 
ia tha wtata aad that aloaa ahouid qualify it fer 
octaaideratioa* 
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G E R A L D F A L L E R T 
J A C K B A S L E R J R . 

d'ounolcUion fo^ 

dteUo/ta/tion of SPie. ̂ enmime, ^nc. 
STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

February 23, 1971 

(2) 

wo oaa uadorstaod tho latit of fimdsi no ouinot WMlovstoiid 
how aa iJtaUm OwuioiX «f Historio Sites sad ttiimngs 
oaa bo so poorly iafovaod oa tho historio valuo mA 
historio fasts of tho aroa* 

%̂m. OoBovlovo vas dosl^tod aa Blstorit filstrlot 
1̂  tho Ulonal Farti Sorvioo in 1965 oad tho 1949 
isstto of tho laUOMl Mist«r aoiitioas tho jito* 
Ooaoviovo Historio fiistriot* Horo agaia X fail to soo 
^ it has takoa Um 1945 aatU to outliao tho 
sto* Ooaoviovo iilstrlot* tho FouodaUoa has soat 
a oopy of its Uatearks Hocistor, tttgothor 1 ^ it â ^ 
with tho attthaaU«atod bniliiaf • aod sitos mama, to 
tho litional Pork sorvioo to help than ia ooaplotiag 
this job* This was daao about six aoaths ago* 

WhUo wo wait for assistaaaa, v««M» toar up 
tho stooos* r^air aad toar i m * tights «oiuiot 
bo instaUod booauso of laek of fuad«^ do wo do 
wHUo wo wait aad wateh our efforts bo dostroyod* Uhoa 
aad if tho aonoy ooaoa thoro wiU bo aothiag lift to 

'^aarely I 

Oity of i 
3̂  iSiouth 
ato* a«ioii«mt M iMi r i 43470 

ova 

oot Mr* 
Mr* 

Orval L* HmdorsoQ Jr* 
Boraoo J* Shoolyi 
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Al J_2 1971 
Of iiioK^ 

3'oundcdion fo^ 

dteiUo^cdicn of ffle, ^enmime^ ^nc, 
STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

August 9» 197X 

Ghlft£ 
National Park iService 
Washington, D. C. 202i+0 

H3W-HH 

Dear Mr. Utley: 

We apologize for our delay i n acknowledging the 
Boundaries of the Ste, Genevieve historic d i s t r i c t . 

The Foundation Is very pleased with these 
boundaries, as the^ Include a l l of the"known"historic 
buildings. 

I say "Known" buildings as hardj^ a month passes, 
that we do not find another Vertical log building, which 
can be traced to the late 1700's or very early loOO's. 
Mostly covered with siding which hides their identity. 

Restoration i s a long process because of th# financial 
needs, but in the meantime we are trying to preserve these 
buildings for future restoration. 

We are grateful to the Itationail Park Service for 
designating such a large area as the Historic Oistrict. 
Xt makes our work much easier when we can say "this Is 
in the Historic District as set out i n the Natlonai Register" 

Last year we applied, through the State Park Board, for 
matching funds for restoration of the Memorial Cemetery, but 
were turned down. I f you have any suggestions as to how 
we could get some Federal monies for this restoration 
project we would appreciate hearing from you. The houses 
have stood for 200 years and one year more or less won't 
matter, but the Cemetery deteriorates every year that we 
neglect i t . We have done over $2000.00 work on i t to date 
through private donations and City tax money, but miuch needs 
to be done. Desperately we need lighting to deter vandalism, 
but It would cost between ̂ m-00 ahd 3iil800., which we do not 
have. Do you have any suggestions? 

Sincerely, 

fiScretary, Foundation for Restoration 



AUG 2 5 1971 

I lies. l.Bcliis Saalar 
Saexatacy 
Vaaa4atiaa far Haataratiea 

j Sta. Gaaavieva, Inc. 
Sta. Caaaviava, Msaoari 

Saar Mra. laalari 
i 

Mr, Utley raquaatad ua to seaver year letter te him of Aagaat 9  
eaaeaxalag poaalliia fiaaadal aaalstanca fer Sta. Caaaviaf»a. 

The Hatieaal JUataric Praaarvatloa Aet ef 19̂ 6 (80 Stat. fiS), aa 
aaandad, aatbarlsaa aatchiag graata-ta-ald te tba StiAaa aad tba 

i Satlaaal Tnat fer iila ter le Pxaaervatiaa. Craata aaaiat the Stataa 
' aad Matiaaal truat la bistorie praaarvatlcw plaaalsg and tha ac-
' ^alaltlaa aad davalapant af hlstorie {properties. The enclosed 
j 'Fact Shaat" describes the great pzatma polle iea aad procedurea 
I aad sheald aaaist yoa la efforta ia hd^alf af Ste. Cvaevleva. 

Siaearaly yaara* 

! Williaa J. Murtagh 
Xaapar ef tha hatieaal 

Xasiatar 
j 

&aeloaa» 

eei 
Mr. Joaaph Jaeger, Jr., Oirector, Miasouri State Park Board, Poat Offlea 
Baa 176. 120A Jefferaoa Building, Jefferson Clty» Hissouri 65101 w/ey Inc. 

Director, Kidwest Region w/cy inc. 
I-Mr. Winge 
HR-w/cy inc. 
S.Bradford:dyw 8/20/71 BASIC FILE RETAINED IN HR 



U N I T E D S T A T E S 
D E P A R T M E N T O F T H E INTERIOF^ 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Jefferson National Expansion Memorial 

IN REPUY REFER TO: 11 North Fourth Street 
r - St. Louis, Missouri bZ\^m\ 

November ^̂ 4, 1971 

Kemorandura 

To: Director, MLdv.-est Region 

From: Superintendent, JEF7 

Subject: Ste. Genevieve, Mssouri, Natlonel Landmark uxsi/ixwo 

In starting to St. Louis from Kansas City, I had an opportunity to v i s i t 
Sta. Genevieve National Landmark District i n accordance v.ith our biennial 
inspection objectives. 

Ste. Genevieve i s a l i v i n g historical community, not an a r t i f i c i a l l y 
created "tourist attraction". 

Except for a fe.; buildings restored as tour homes and museums, most 
of the l3oh and 19th century structures are s t i l l occupied as homes 
and businesses. These are, for the most part, maintained v.dth pride 
by their ov.ners as l i v i n g entities. Their original charm and appearance 
can be enjoyed from the outside by visitors even v.-hen such buildings 
are not open for tours. 

The daily l i f e of the to',.-n i s similar to i t s historic buildings, i n 
reflecting the varied background of : 00 years of existence. 

The great Indian mounds of the early iniiabitants are s t i l l v i s ible i n 
the "big f i e l d " just south of tov.'n. Tne museum and some of the tour 
homes display artifacts of the prehistoric Indians v.'ho d->.-elt here 
before the coming of the v.'hite man. 

Ste. Genevieve v.̂as founded i n 1735 and v;as the f i r s t apparent v.'hite 
settlement i n "upper Louisiana". It i s called the "liother Oity of the 
V.'est" and i s actually older than the United States. Ste. Genevieve 
-..as under the French flag from 1735 to 1769 and under the Spanish 
flag from 17c9 to 1304, at the time of the Louisiana Purchase. 

'.-.'hile v i s i t i n g Ste. Genevieve, I had the opportunity of talking v.'ith 
Mrs. Lucille Basler, '..'ho i s the Secretary of tiie Foundation for the 
Restoration of Ste. Genevieve. The landmark's d i s t r i c t i s made up of 
77 buildin.jE, etc., v.hich are a l l l i s t e d on the Landmark's Re<jister 
of Ste. Genevieve and included i n the national Landmai'k District. 



The buildings date from 1770 to 1365. Most of the buildings_a_i:e._in 
surprisingly good condition and are v;ell'mailvtained, v.ith the exception 
of the Joseph Thomure house, v.-hich dates back to 1310. This home_ i s 
i n serious conditjLon and i f something is__not done v/ithin the ne.ct year 
or sOt a very fine,.historic structure could be lost J ' " 

The Foundation i s doing some e.;cellent v.'ork, i n accordance \;ith tne 
Master Plan, for restoration of Ste. Genevieve. The plan v.'as paid for 
by the Economic Development Administration, Technical Assistance 
Project, U.S. Department of Commerce. The Master Plan v;as done by 
Hellmuth-Obata-Kassabaum and R. W. Booker % Associates of St. Louis. 
In addition, the Foundation has •..•orked hard and has had a c i t y ordi­
nance passed. The ordinance includes the Local Landmarks and Design 
Gommission, Advisors to the Commission, duties and responsibilities of 
the Commission, procedures for landmark designation, restrictions on 
building permits, plans of certain buildings to be improved, guide­
lines for fountains, bi-idges, etc., and exterior designs of buildings 
to be submitted to the Commission. Tliis ordinance v.-as passed i n 
January, 1969i and Mrs. Basler indicates that the ordinance has 
been of some help i n the maintenance and restoration of the buildings. 

A request for Grant-In-Aid money to help i n the restoration of the 
Ste. Genevieve Cemetery located i n the d i s t r i c t v;as denied by the 
State for the Fiscal Year 19 71. 

Ste. Genevieve v.-as designated a historic d i s t r i c t by the National 
Park Service i n 1965- Mrs. Basler i s v i t a l l y concerned about State 
and Federal assistance i n order to maintain the historic buildings 
according to acceptable standards. She indicated tnat there have 
been cases of vandalism, and cases v;here lights cannot be installed 
because of lack of funds. 

My personal impression of the tov.n of Ste. Genevieve i s that i t 
possesses a l l the qualities that could make a famous Midv.-est 'Historic 
tov.n. I believe vdth help the torn could become another colonial 
V/illierasburg, except Ste. Genevieve v.ould be more authentic. 

Interstate 55, v.'hich just opened, and passes v.lthin a fev,' miles of 
Ste. Genevieve, presents an unlimited opportunity for v i s i t a t i o n 
from large metropolitan areas li]<e St. Lo'ois and Kansas City. 
Ste. Genevieve can be reached from St. Louis i n a matter of approxi­
mately 45 minutes. 



I am attaching a copy of the Ste. Genevieve City Ordinance and a copy 
of the Ste. Genevieve Landraarks Register of homes located v.ithin the 
National Landmarks District. I plan on making a return v i s i t to 
Ste. Genevieve i n several -./eeks, after I make some inquiries regarding 
the s o l i c i t a t i o n of funds to save the Joseph Thomure house. 

/ ' ' ) 

/ ivan D. Parker 

Enclosure 



United States Department of the interior 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Jefferson National Expansion Memorial 

11 North Fourth Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 63102 

March l6, 1973 

Memorandum 

To: Director, Midwest Region 

From: Missouri State Director 

Subject: Inspection of National Historic and Natural Landmarks, 
State of Missouri 

Anheuser-Busch Brewery, 721 Pestalozzi Street, St. Louis. Ovmer: 
Anheuser-Busch 

An inspection of the Anheuser-Busch Brevrery during January, 1973» 
revealed that the ov/ners are continuing to do an outstanding job 
i n maintaining those buildings i n the brev/ery which are on the 
Registry. I talked vdth the Archivist for Anheuser-Busch who i s 
doing a great job woricing on a beer industry museum. Their plans 
are to convert one of their existing buildings into a museum. 
They v / i l l be v/orking very closely wdth the staff here at JEFF In 
this development. 

Eads Bridge, owner: 
February, 1973) 

Terminal Railroad Association, (inspected 

Eads Bridge spans the Mississippi River from St. Louis to East 
St. Louis and i s considered one of the St. Louis area's foremost 
landmarks. The Eads Bridge i s held very close to the hearts of 
our civic leaders and the various history-minded groups. Terminal 
Railroad Association i s having problems with finances. They also 
ovm the Union Station here i n St. Louis which was a fabulous 
building i n i t s heyday. However, Union Station i s now almost to t a l l y 
unoccupied v/ith the exception of the Terminal Railroad Association 
offices, and a small staff i s handling the administration of the 
fev/ existing trains coming through. Kr. VJ. F. Thompson, the 
President of Terminal Railroad Association, v/as not available for 
contact on this v i s i t . In the past he has assured me of their 
interest and concern i n making sure that the Eads Bridge i s main­
tained i n the best possible way. There had been no significant 
changes i n the structure since the last review. 



Goldenrod Showboat, owner: Frank C. Pierson (inspected February, 

The Goldenrod Showboat, located at 400 North VJharf Street, just 
north of the North Leg of the Gateway Arch, continues to be a 
very popular riverfront attraction. This last year has seen 
significant problems because of Mr. Pierson's battle with the 
railroad over obstruction of t r a f f i c on Vfnarf Street which he 
feels has had an adverse impact on his business. A suit against 
the railroad i s pending. The Showboat structure i s sound and 
there has been no significant changes i n i t s appearance. Mr. 
Pierson and I have had several meetings. He i s now considering 
moving the Goldenrod Showboat to Earth City near St. Charles, 
Missouri.' While the movement of the vessel v-zould not adversely 
affect i t s historic registration, my concern i s i t would be ad­
verse to the riverfront to move a historic site from the area. 
Hov/ever, I am not i n a position to deter Mr. Pierson i n this action. 

Graham Cave, ov.Tier: Missouri State Park Board 

Graham Cave v/as visited i n January, 1973» Graham Cave i s located 
i n Montgomery County, one-half mile north of Mineola. There 
has been no change i n i t s appearance since my last v i s i t . 

^̂ Ĵ̂ S'CQ, Genevieve Historic District 

During February, 1973» Ste. Genevieve Historic District was 
visited. Approximately seventy h9uses i n this area are considered 
to be i n the Historic District. The homes are ovmed by various 
private owners i n Ste. Genevieve County. In addition to this 
v i s i t , I visited this area previously about eight months ago and 
talked vdth several ov.'ners and o f f i c i a l s connected with the Ste. 
Genevieve Historic Society. At that time, they were s t i l l quite 
upset vdth the State Park Board for not assisting them with funds 
to restore buildings which have been on the l i s t for restoration 
for qidte some time. Those buildings which have been restored are 
i n excellent condition and well maintained by the local owners. 
The local History Society conducts i t s ovm periodic evaluations to 
insure that standards are maintained at a very high level. The new 
Interstate Highway 55 has almost doubled the vis i t a t i o n to Ste. 
Gene'vleve and should have a positive effect on continued restoration. 



Sanborn Field and Soil Erosion Plots, owners: University of 
Missouri ('visited January, 1973) 

The Sanborn Field and Soil Erosion Plots are located i n Boone 
County on the carapus of the University of Missouri, Columbia, 
Missouri. This area i s a highly revered site due 'to i t s big 
significant role i n the history of medicine. The plots are 
continually i n use on a rotating basis vdth records being main­
tained on the different type of plant grovrth and the varying 
effects of chemicals on the s o i l and plants. There has been 
no change i n the condition of the plots since ray v i s i t last 
year. 

Union Station, owner: Terrainal Railroad Association 

Union Station v/as visited i n February of 1973 • I t i s located at 
1820 Market Street, St. Louis, Missouri. Union Station i s a very 
significant landmark i n St. Louis, ha^vlng been completed i n the 
1880's and i s knovm for i t s iinique architecture. Terminal R a i l ­
road Association President Thompson assured me of their continued 
interest i n maintaining the bidlding. I saw no significant alter­
ations i n the building since my last v i s i t . 

U. S. Custom House and Post Office, St. Louis, Missouri; ovmed by 
General Services Administration 

U. S. Custom House and Post Office Building i n St. Louis, located 
at Sth and Olive Streets v/as 'visited diiring February, 1973• GSA 
maintains the bidlding and continues to do an excellent job. As 
you know, proposals have been underway to have shops and an air 
terminal located inside of the building as approved by recent 
legislation. However, no action has been tsien yet. No sigrdf-
icant changes i n the condition of this building since my last 
v i s i t . 

VJainwright Building 

The Wainv.-right Building v/as visited during February, 1973. It i s 
located at 709 Chestnut Street here i n St. Louis, just up from 
the Old Courthouse. The ovmer does not care i f he sees anybody 
or not. Members of the American Institute of Architecture are 
responsible for the building being on the Registry. I t i s s t i l l 
i n the same condition as last year. 

van D. Parker 



o 
* 

i. 
s ( 

M S O U I 
D E P A R T M E N T OF 

Natural Resources 

CHRISTOPHER S. BOND 
GOVERNOR 

JAMES L. WILSON 
DIRECTOR 

P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 314-751-3332 

January 30, 1975 

Mr. Horace J. Sheely 
National Historic Landmarks 
National Park Service 
Departnient of the Interior 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear Mr. Sheely: 

A preservation crisis is developing in regard to Ste. Genevieve, 
Missouri. Due to the cost of flood control devices, primarily 
in the form of river levies constructed above Ste. Genevieve, 
the old town is experiencing higher flood levels which in turn 
present a threat to historic structures never before in danger. 

Your attention is called to this matter  
cance of Ste. Genevieve as a Registered  
Landmark. At the present time the St.  
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers is seekin  
ing cash value for the historic structu  
vestigation is required in this situati  
from your office as to how monetary val 

because of the signifi-
National Historic 
Louis District of the 
g guidance on estabiish-
res. I believe an in-
on and welcome adyice. 
j^g^ma^^^estab^shed. 

Your timely assistance in this matter is sincerely appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

^^es L. Wilsron 
tri rector, and 
Missouri State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

JLW:mpm 

cc: Ms. Ann Webster Smith 
Mrs. Lucille Basler 
Mr. Andrew Maser, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Division of Parks and Recreation • Division of Environmental Quality • Division of Administrative Services 

Division of Research and Technical Information • Division of Planning and Policy Development 
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a9417-P8 Fi^ruary 25, 1975 

L. Vilaea 
Biraacar, aad Mlaaauri Stata 

Hiataria Fraaarvatloa Officar 
De^rtaaat ef lateral taaoweeaa 
P. 0. Baac 176 
Jeffersaa City, XUaaitfi 65101 

l b . VUaoe: 

Va ragrat wmry »mh ta laara fxaai yaor lattar that Sta. Ceaavicye 
ia eayariaariaB a aairare presereatiaa eriaia. We vould like ta hm 
mf aaalatnwa ia ogr aay that ia paaaibla. Ve are oat peraittad by 
Fadaral ragalationa ta aaka prapwty ̂ ppraiaala aaak as you 

Xha lattaaal Troat far Biatarle Fraaarvatiaa mmf hm whim tm hm mt 
aaalataaea ta faa. It ia faite pMWibla th^ tbtai«h thair liaiam 
aaralea, thejr aay be lAle to suggMt aays 8B4 aana by lAich the 
hiatarle properties could be appraised, as wAl m iadlTiduala 
mm m i ^ ba mtm ta da tiiia aack. Ita sagfaat tint yaa avita ta 
their Field Services Dlvlsioa, latiaaal Tmat for Hlatorle Preser­
vation, 740 Jacksoa Place HW., Vaaklagton, D.C. 20004. 

Aa you pregreaa toaard a aolatiaa af Am fvmimm, if there la may 
aay in vhich you feel that aa a^r ba af othar aaaiataece, plaaaa da 
aat haaitata tm call m ua. 

Siacaraly yaan, 

S3̂ nea 

sllus W, Beiaa 
Oiief, Hlatorleal and 
Architectural Sorvaya Dlviaioa 

FTqP:HJ Sheely:mdw 2/25/75 Rewritten:CW Heine:tndw 2/25/75 
bcc: Regional Director, Midwest Region ) w/c inc. 

Director's Reading File 
DI 
PS-Heine ) HP - M i s s o u r i - S t e . Genevieve 

pS(HSS' ) -Sheelv ) BASIC FILE RETAINED IN PS (HSS) 
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H34 MNK CL 

-;: p m 
Nr. l̂ Kxnas C. Hiii ^ 
Department of the Itoty 5 :» 2 
Mississippi River Oowraissixm and fv'?,*̂  

lower Mississippi Valley Division ^ j'5 
Cfcacps of Bnginsears -
1400 mlnut Street Z3n 
Vicksburg, MississlFpi 39180 

Daar Mr* SlSIî  

Ihxrsuant to your phtsoe call, we are pleased to snclowB a map ^wwing 
tentative boundaries for Ste. (^lev^^ ffijytY^^^'" n4«rt-r-<r4-, a verbal 
descrlpticm of the bcRjndarles, and a list of histcarie structurefi prepsured 
by the Foundation for Restoraticm of Ste. GeiMivieive, 

As alreaay raenticHied, we esqpect tbe final boundaries to be slightly reduced 
frcxn those er>closed to eliminate seme deniolished stractures. Vie vdll, 
our WtoadngtOR Oitiam |o pcovida you \d.th m i%>-dated ms^. 

retmre are at least t̂ anee ways tn ^MiCh ac»t valuatlcm of historic fcuildlngs 
might ^ ^^emLnad. First, v*iat is their preset market value If they 
vfsacm ioM; second, vdiat vrauld it cost to reproduce the bulldinga 

^ exactiylli^|||Hy had be®i built aciginallyj aid thixd, vjhat are the sites' 
^ "highest miA best use" valuatims? Hiere would be a great deal of variance 

betwesen the pr^ent situatlcffji and the future situation aft®: the pEĉ >erties 
weare protected from floods. 

WB suggest ycRi contact the Itetional Itust for Historic Preservatlm, 740 
f Jackson Place NW, W&shlngtcm, D. C. 20006, for help in establishing a 

reasonable basis for the seo îd method of valuation sHjggested above. Also, 
•r* 1 again may we surest that you write the State Historic Preservatim Office 
y for Missouri, Mr. Jamm L. Wilson, Director, !-lisaouB:l State Park Board, Post 
S Office Box 176,: 1204 Jeff^son Building, Jef fiscal City, Mi«ouri 65101. Pfe 
,g feel certain the prctolm would be of interest to him. 

^ H WB oan help you further, pleaie let us know. 

Sincerely yours, 

(SGD) MERRILL D. BEAL 

M e r r i l l D. Beal 

tg Regional DirectcMr 
CO 

Enclosures 





United States Department of the Interior 

Oi KEPLY R£FER TO: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
MIDWEST REGION 

1709 JACKSON STREET 
OMAHA, NEBRASKA 68102 

H34 MWR CL MAY I 1975 

Memorandum 

To: 

Frcm:~-

Subject: 

Associate Director, Professional Services,  
To attention of: ?̂ fi.Qigf-ant Director, Archeoloc^y and  

Historic Preservation 

Regional Director, Midwest Region 

Request by Corps of Engineers for Ste. Genevieve Historic 
District Boundaries 

—< : 

.- - n t 

' a 

•< ro 

We have received a request from the Corps of Engineers for the precise 
boundaries of the Ste. Genevieve Historic District. The Corps wishes to 
accurately assess the effects of i t s flood control project on the land­
mark. 

Wfe forwarded a copy of the approved boundary map sent to \as with Mr. 
Utley's memorandum of May 21, 1971. However, we vmderstand that this 
w i l l be slightly revised to eliminate seme demolished structures. Wbuld 
you please send a copy of yoxor up-dated map, along with any other recent 
material, to Mr. Thonas C. H i l l , Department of the Amy, MississiFpi River 
Commission and lower MississiEpi Valley Division, Corps of Engineers, 1400 
Walnut Street, Vicksburg, Mississippi 39180? 

Mr. H i l l said he would greatly appreciate an early response. 

Regional Director 

cc: 
Mr. Itanas C. H i l l , Mississippi River Cannission and Lower Mississippi Valley 

Division, Corps of Engineers, 1400 Vfelnut Street, Vicksburg, Mississippi 39180 
State Coordinator, Missouri 
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M A P OF 
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CHRISTOPHER S. BOND 
GOVERNOR 

o 
JAMES L. WILSON 

DIRECTOR 

missouri department of natural resources 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 314-751-3332 

April 26, 1976 

Mrs. Jane Sawyer 
217 Oakwood 

Rockford, Illinois 61103 

Dear Mrs. Sawyer: 
I understand that you are one of the heirs of the Bequette-Ribeau property located 
on St. Mary's Road in Ste. Genevieve. Missouri. This property is part of a historic 
district which is recognized as a registered National Historic Landniark—signifying 
that i t is a uniquely important historic place which is important as a survival of 
the French colonial period on this continent. Within the United States today one 
can find groupings of French colonial buildings only at New Orleans and Ste. Gene­
vieve. The Bequette-Ribeau House, constructed ca. 1778 of vertical log posts in 
the ground, is an extremely rare building surviving in our country today. 

It is also my understanding that the house is currently in an estate and the family 
is accepting sealed bids for its acquisition—intending to sell to the highest 
bidder. This process, of course, could result in the loss of the house if a pur­
chaser did not wish to preserve i t . I want to urge you to pursue all possible 
avenues to avoid the loss of this landmark and touchstone with our past. Please 
urge the other joint heirs to select a purchaser for the building who will preserve 
It, 

Enclosed are several informational brochures on the National Historic Landmarks 
program and the National Register of Historic Places program. Please let me know 
if you would Hke to have additional information or discussion of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

James L. Wilson 
Director and 

State Historic Preservation Officer 

JLW:mhm 
Enclosures: As stated 

cc: William J. Murtagh Osmund R. Overby 
Jordan Tannenbaum W.Philip Cotton, Jr. 
Mary Means, Director, Mid-West Office, National Trust 
H. Meade Summers, Chairman, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
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CHRISTOPHER S. BOND 
GOVERNOR 

o 
JAMES L. WUSON 

DIRECTOR 

missouri department of natural resources 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson Cify, Missouri 65101 314-751-4952 

May 27, 1976 

Mr. Benjamin Levy 
Historic Site Survey, National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
1100 L Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20240 

Dear Ben: 

Missouri's Office of Historic Preservation is currently coordinating with the 
Midwest Office of the National Trust for Historic Preservation and the St. Louis 
office of the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers to establish a definitive need for 
flood control within Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. 

Enclosed is some data received from the Midwest Regional Office of the National 
Park Service in June 1973 delineating the boundaries of the historic district. 
Are these the correct and current boundaries of the National Historic Landmark 
area? 

We would appreciate receiving from your office a statement and map describing 
the boundaries of the registered National Historic Landmark. 

Thank you very much for your help in this regard. 

Sincerely, 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

(Mrs.) M. Patricia Holmes 
Research Associate 

Enclsoure: Ste. Genevieve boundary data 

cc: Mary C. Means 
Andy Maser 

Division ef Planning and Policy Davelepmont 

Marvin J. Nodiff, Director 



IN RBPLY REFER TOt 

United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

JUN 10 1976 

Memorandum 

To: Director, Office of Archeology and H i s t o r i c Preservation 

From: Associate Director, Professional Services 

Subject: Proposed Flood Control for St. Genevieve, Missouri 

On June 3, a Mr. Mathieson of the Corps of Engineers i n St. Louis 
telephoned me. He i s working on a proposal to protect St, Genevieve, 
Missouri, from flooding. As you know, St. Genevieve i s a national 
h i s t o r i c landmark. Since Mathieson has to work on a cost-benefit 
basis, he i s trying to establish a monetary measure for h i s t o r i c a l 
values. He has discussed t h i s approach with Mary Means of the 
National Trust's f i e l d o f f i c e i n Chicago and with Pat Holmes of 
the Missouri SHPO's o f f i c e . When the M i s s i s s i p p i Is at flood stage, 
water backs up i n the two creeks i n St. Genevieve. The least 
impact on the town would be to construct a levee as close to the 
r i v e r as possible, with ponding areas for the creeks. However, 
th i s would probably be the most expensive approach, although i t 
would intrude least on the urban texture of St. Genevieve. 

In order to arrive at some monetary value, he asked me the cost 
of the restoration of the Louie Bolduc House. The figures that 
I r e c a l l from the restoration i n 1955-56 were about $125,000. 
Presumably, he i s trying to get other figures to show what similar 
investments amount to. 

Mr. Mathieson wants to c i r c u l a t e h is proposal to the National 
Park Service, the National Trust for H i s t o r i c Preservation, the 
American I n s t i t u t e of Architects and other organizations so that 
when i t i s made public, i t w i l l have as wide acceptance as possible. 
He i s very interested In St. Genevieve and very cooperative. He 
said that he would be sending material to me for our information 
and review. Please be al e r t to receive this and review i t for me 
in my absence. 

Ernest A l l e n Connall 

^ ^ PS. A post card from Mary Means on this subject i s attached. 







Q^&t^'%^A^,'%§r^^ 

- i ^UmJ^ 4^ ' " T ^ A ^ X L A J ^ •fi(td.<\ i f i — J ^ ^ t £ t ^ . t u ~ _ _ 

•-f^<;^4.*^c-rti^>la-v*.'*^.i*» " ^ ^ ^ O K A / y / U ' ^ _ - . 

( U b d o L i ^ U t A ^ y ^ a ^ - d j A ^ ^ l A ^ ^ A e / V ^ J t M ^ ^ * / - < J d / - ^ X L B 7 » y a ^ ^ « ^ " ^ ^ r j - t ^ r * * ; -

A£^>4k^<JLA\^^^i^ Ci^x-^'*-*ui^ dx^^^t^ 4^5^***^]£*t^ p^t<j»^a^k^ _ _ 

^̂ euŝ c 



FILE ^AITH: STE. GEMEVIE^/E I'T.ST M'.IC D'!.STRICT—BDUNnARv INFOMATION 

United States x]/epartment of the Interior 
N A T I O N A L T A R K S E R V I C E 

MlO»<t3T RFG.UN 
1709 JACKSON STRfET 

OMAHA. IttBRASKA 68i02 
IN M P L V msPBR T O : 

H3U17 MWR c s • • 7 

Mrs. M. P a t i ^ i c i a Holmes 
Chief A r c h i t e c t u r a l H i s t o r i a n 
Miasouri State Park Board 
State H i s t o r i c a l Survey and 

Planning O f f i c e 
909 U n i v e r s i t y Avenue 
Suite 215 - Columbia P r o f e s s i o n a l Bldg. 
Columbia, M i s s o u r i 652OI 

Dear Mrs. Holmes: 

This Is i n response to your request f o r information concerning 
the establishment dates f o r N a t i o n a l Park Service areas and 
h i s t o r i c landmarks i n M i s s o u r i . 

The f o l l o w i n g da-.is i ipret^ont o f f i c i e l i^calaratlon of landmark 
status by the Se r e t a r y of the I n t e r i o r . At the same time the 
pr o p e r t i e s were v..>clared landmarks, they _ l s o a u t o m a t i c a l l y 
became part, of -,.''.e ^*at i o n a l R e g i s t e r of H i s t o r i c P l a c e s , or 
were placed cn T .ae R e g i s t e r at the time of i t s c r e a t i o n , 
October 15, ^961 , under Sec. 101 of the H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n 
Act. • 

For"./ Osage - l x / 5 / 6 l 
Wativlns M i l l - II/13/66 
West.^inister Gymnasium - 5/10/68 
Research Cave - T/19/6U 
Patee House - II / 5 / 6 I 
Arrow Rock - 5/23/63 
Sanborn Field and Soli Erosion Plots - T/19/6k 



Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t - IO/9/6O 
Harry S. Truman H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t - 2/20/72 
Graham Cave - I/2O/61 
Eads Bridge - 1/29/6U 
Goldenrod Showboat - 12/24/67 
Anheuser-Busch Brewery - 11/13/66 
Utz S i t e - 7/19/6I+ 
Carrington S i t e - 5/5/61+ 
Wainwright Bldg. - 5/IO/68 
George Caleb Bingham Home - 12/21/65 
Mark Twain Boyhood Home - 12/29/62 

Establishment dates f o r our h i s t o r i c areas i n M i s s o u r i are: 

Wilson's Creek N a t i o n a l B a t t l e f i e l d - 4/22/60 
George' Washington Carver - Tllk/k3 
J e f f e r s o n N a t i o n a l Expansion Memorial - 12/20/35 

These also became part of the Na t i o n a l R e g i s t e r at the time of 
i t s c r e a t i o n i n I966. 

We are pleased to enclose a boundary map and d e s c r i p t i o n f o r the 
Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t . 

If you have any further questions, please let us know. 

Sincerely yours. 

W. Dean 
Assistant Director 
Cooperative Activities 

Enclosure 
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.Tuna 20, 1973 

3111 VJ. Donn 
C.ooiiamr.iva AcI'.iviui^u 
Urilcnu JuiiCes Ucparurfĵ iC 

of tua luttrriov 
Natiotial Park Sarvico 
liiuwoHi; Retiilon 
1709 Jackson Scraec 
OiauUa, ivobraakd GolOZ 

Dear Mr. Doani 

111. rcviuv'iug yur i i l c s C'f MiG»;ou»i'u Jl^filouul uiHtOATlc Laiiuiiarks, \;e liud 
tVviitt ve UiiMd uo ituiY* showing Cha Ilucloual LaiultiArk L-ouiulcriee for the Coun 
of Rtc. CtiuevirjvQ x-fhlch ia a Laiulnurk DifiCrict. If you hav6 a cuip of tho 
\.li:<i. Ga-.itrviUjVti liinCoxic Di.«cv-lcc bouuduvlua, vu uiiultl vary tmch appr«iClaca 
having a copy. 

Ia our pro:jVaia of presenciu,<i; owueris of I l̂acioiial Ucgiacer properties with 
hand»)or:n, framed cerclficates ainnifylnc; iCa enrollmenc, we are iXi ueed of 
inxorioatlon on Che dates on which certain o£ Missouri's National iiistorlc 
L{iTKlmarkd and lilscorlc&l arean lu the Utitloual Park SyoCea bacaiua so 
deolgnaCeu. For Cite iuiL sltcis, albo nci&U tho date aach vas off ic ia l ly 
dsol.ired worthy of Lan>imark aCaCus. Do you hava tbla iuforoiacion readily 
available or should wa wrica to ena various officeu in Waahiagtoa, D. C.7 

a>^i liuu udCca o£ uuclax'uclua or aitury for: 

i'S.T>:lo:ial Ulgtorlc Lat\dmarkfl (datoo of ITuia and ITiiUiP oorollxa&at) 

i'ort Osaga 
Uacklns l-illl . V}'.. 
Westminster Gyoiaaslua 
Raeearch Cava ' 
Patea Kouiia 
Arrow Hock 
Sanbom Field and Soil Erosion Plots 
Sta. GanSvlave HlsCorlc District 
Harry S* Xruaan Uiatoric District 
Graham Cave 
Eads Brldsa 
Goldenrod Showboat 
Anheuser-Susch Brswsry 
Uts Sito ; 
Carrlaston Sita 
Waluu;;iSht Buildina 
George Caleb Binghsm House 
Mark Twftln Boyhood Booa 



Hr. B i l l U. w4«a 
Juaa 20, I S / i 
Pasa 2 

Mlt^-toxical areae In _t:h<̂  Nntional Park System (datas of HR earollmont only) 

Crnci;; . Ktlonal BfU-.tleflaid Park 
Coov̂ si wasliiTiî ton Carver iiatioaal Monument 
Jv.f.f'atnon 2<acj.ciTiai hoipansioa 

Triank yo»i for your b«lp. 

Sincerely, 

STATK niSTOPJICAI. SURTOY THJunvaiC, OTTFtTK 

i(̂ ;rii.) A, i?«f..*icia >Ir»l;i/.3« 
iHuxfti ArcUiCeCCural Ulstorlaa 

C6t hr. Orval L. Keadavsou, Jr. 
Ilaacy B. Brooa 



Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t - IO/9/60 
Harry S. Truman H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t - 2/20/72 
Graham Cave - I/2O/6I 
Eads Bridge - 1/29/64 
Goldenrod Showboat - 12/24/67 
Anheuser-Busch Brewery - 11/13/66 
Utz S i t e - 7/19/64 
Carrington S i t e - 5/5/64 
Wainwright Bldg. - 5/IO/68 
George Caleb Bingham Home - 12/21/65 
Mark Twain Boyhood Home - 12/29/62 

Establishment dates for our historic areas in Missouri are: 

Wilson's Creek N a t i o n a l B a t t l e f i e l d - 4/22/60 
George Washington Carver - 7/14/43 
J e f f e r s o n N a t i o n a l Expansion Memorial - 12/20/35 

These also became part of the N a t i o n a l R e g i s t e r at the time of 
i t s c r e a t i o n i n I966. 

We are pleased to enclose a boundary map and d e s c r i p t i o n f o r the 
Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t . 

If you have any further questions, please let us know. 

Sincerely yours. 

W. Dean 
Assistant Director 
Cooperative Activities '| 

Enclosure 



Associate Director, Professional Services 8/4/76 

Acclng Director, Office of Archeology and Historic Preservation 

Corps of Engineers flood control project. Sc. Genevieve, Mo. 

On June 10 you dlrecCed a memorandum to OAHP calling our atcenclon Co a 
proposal by che Corps of Engineers Co erecC a flood conCrol projecC near 
SC. Genevieve, Mo. You Informed us ChaC a Mr. MaChlson of che Corps of 
Engineers proposed Co clrculaCe a plan for Che flood conCrol projecC Co 
Che Nacional TrusC, Che ̂ erlcan InsCiCuCe of ArchlCecCs, and Che NaClonal 
Park Service for review. For your informadon, we have checked with 
Mr. MaChlson and have leamed ChaC Che proposal will noC be ready for 
someClme yeC, perhaps as much as a year. Our sCaff is alerC Co Che pro­
jecC and will review che proposal when Che maCerlal arrives. 

/Sgd/ Jerry L. Rogers 

Jerry L. Rogers 



UNITED STATES D E P A R T M E N T OF THE INTERIOR 
( N O Y 1966) NAT IONAL P A R K SERVICE 

WASHINGTON O F F I C E 

To. ( W % ^ F O L L O W - U P SLIP 0..e 

(W;ô  uiT ^ ^ - r .'''L'* ^ 
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DEPARTMENT O F T H E ARMY 
ST, LOUIS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

210 NORTH 12TH STREET 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 6310t 

I ncPLv ncrcR TO 

LMSED-BU 26 May 1978 

Mr. D e r r e l l P. Thompson, Regional DirecCor 
Heritage ConservaCion and Recreation Service 
P. 0. Box 25387 
Denver Federal CenCer 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Dear Mr. Thompson: 

The subjecC of this l e t t e r i s the nationally s i g n i f i c a n t h i s t o r i c . 
community of Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. Your assistance i n | M 
undertaking a Federal solution to the continued flooding problem i n jf ' 
this h i s t o r i c conmunity i s requested. Mr. Burback of your s t a f f has 
previously expressed interest i n the Ste. Genevieve s i t u a t i o n . 

ACCached as Inclosure 1 i s a b r i e f description of Ste. Genevieve and 
i t s hisCoric characCer. Attached as Inclosure 2 i s a discussion of 
the Corps a c t i v i t i e s to date and our anticipated future course of 
action. Attached as Inclosure 3 i s a description of the way i n 
which our two agencies may j o i n i n establishing a Federal solution 
to the flood damage problems of the h i s t o r i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t town of 
Ste. Genevieve. 

With Congressional assistance, perhaps our mutual a c t i v i t i e s may 
provide the impetus for further preservation of Ste. Genevieve. 
Should additional study information be desired, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely yours, 

^^CAl>*^ 
3 In c l LEON E. McKINNEY 
As stated Colonel, CE 

D i s t r i c e Engineer 

0> \ ̂ . 



ST. GENEVIEVE 

The comments which follow have been prepared following your request 
of May 30 on the subject of St. Genevieve, Missouri. As an addendum, 
we have enclosed national h i s t o r i c landmark descriptive information 
as well as a map of the location of h i s t o r i c structures i n 
Sc. Genevieve. . . 

I. B r i e f History: 

French Settlements began to appear along the M i s s i s s i p p i and 
tribu t a r y r i v e r s by the end of the seventeenth century. South 
of St. Louis on a f l a t , f e r t i l e , a l l u v i a l p l a i n , French towns 
sprung up on both banks of the r i v e r with communal lands 
sourroundlng the v i l l a g e s . St. Genevieve was f i r s t established 
In 1732 and was l a t e r moved from bottom land to higher ground 
between 1785 and 1790. When western Louisiana passed from French 
to Spanish co n t r o l , St. Genevieve grew to a settlement of 180 
houses (1,163 Inhabitants) by 1800. In 1803, when the Loxiislana 
Territory was purchased by the United States, the Importance of 
Che town declined and St. Louis became the p r i n c i p a l c i t y In the 
area. In addition to the Creole flavor of some of the older 
buildings, there are structures that r e f l e c t the i n f l u x of a 
number of Germans during the mid-nineteenth century but I t Is 
primarily known for I t s eighteenth century ranch houses. Early 
construction techniques, as well as I t s settlement pattem, has 

WV>fi/> pi'ate.tt St. Genevieve-ae one of the finest example^ of an 
eighteenth century French town extant i n the United States and, 
as such, an Irreplaceable resource. 

I I . Federal H i s t o r i c Preservation Interest; 

In 1960, the St. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t was designated by the 
Secretary of the Inter i o r as a natlonai h i s t o r i c landmark because 
of I t s exceptional value and national significance. The desig­
nation has led to considerable private restoration e f f o r t s of 
key structures In the D i s t r i c t . Because of i t s si g n i f i c a n c e , the 
Hi s t o r i c American Buildings Survey (HABS) recorded structures i n 
Che D i s t r i c t In the la t e 1930's. -The HABS drawings are catalogued 
and located In the Library of Congress. 

In recent years, the Corps has kept the Office of Archeology and 
H i s t o r i c Preservation (OAHP) abreast of the fIood^^oblems, 
expeclally the damage reported a f t e r the 1973 flood. Proposed 
solutions and studies which the Corps has been considering have 
also been transmitted to th i s o f f i c e . As a result of the 1973 flood 



which l e f t two Inqjortant h i s t o r i c structures unsalvageable, 
i n 1977 the St. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t was included In the 
Secretary of the Interior!s report to Congress e n t i t l e d 
"National Park Service: Threatened Natural Landmarks and Nationally 
Sig n i f i c a n t H i s t o r i c Places" (House Document 95-264-Part 1), 
wich a "magnitude of threat" of "1," the highest possible under 
Secretary's guidelines. 

We view St. Genevieve as a town which has remained a l i v i n g 
h i s t o r i c community and a s i g n i f i c a n t h i s t o r i c resource and 
therefore of primary Importance to the Service's mandate to 
preserve the environment. Although one can only place an I n t r i n s i c 
value on a community's h i s t o r i c Importance, we firmly believe 
that St. Genevieve's outstanding q u a l i t i e s present an opportunity 
fof the Corps to make a s p e c i f i c exception to I t s standard 
procedures of making I t s judgements s o l e l y on a cost-benefit 
analysis. 

In our view, the evidence Is Indeed overwhelming that the community 
be Che recipient of flood protection by the Corps. To do less 
would l i k e l y result In the loss of t h i s h i s t o r i c resource town as 
part of t h i s Nation's c u l t u r a l patrimony. 

We stand ready to assist the Corps to Insure that an environmentally 
and h i s t o r i c a l l y compatible flood control project Is undertaken. 
We applaud the Corps concern thus far and are most encouraged by 
I t s understanding of the value of St. Genevieve to the American 
people. Working with the State H i s t o r i c Preservation Officer 
(SHPO), O r v i l l e Henderson, HCRS would be pleased to provide 
technical assistance to the Corps and others In the pre-planning 
and post project phases. 

Ic Is our hope that such a project w i l l be forthcoming. 



LocaCion of Ste. Genevieve. Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, i s situated 
i n Che norCheastem portion of Ste. Genevieve County and 
approximately 50 miles south of St. Louis and 60 miles north of Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri. A large segment of the c i t y , including a major 
portion of Che central business d i s t r i c t , i s also located in the 
M i s s i s s i p p i River floodplain. 

SCe. Genevieve's H i s t o r i c Character. Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, i s a 
community of national h i s t o r i c significance due primarily to i t s 
concentration of French colonial period architecture. Accordingly, 
Che Secretary of the Interior has designated the area i n which this 
architecture, represented primarily by houses, i s situated as a 
nacional h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t . This h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t and two of the 
French co l o n i a l houses within i t are also national h i s t o r i c 
landmarks and appear on the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places. 
H i s t o r i c properties which have been designated as national h i s t o r i c 
landmarks are judged to possess significance for a l l Americans and 
Co be worthy of a place on the U. S. Department of the Interior's 
role of landmarks commemorating the nation's past (National Park 
Service, 1970). 

In addition to the French colonial structures, other h i s t o r i c 
features r e f l e c t this community's eff o r t not to outlive i t s past nor 
forget early customs and traditions. These include structures with 
v i s i b l e indications of the construction techniques of the Spanish 
and American colonial and 19th and 20th century German s e t t l e r s who 
migrated to this portion of the M i s s i s s i p p i valley, notable h i s t o r i c 
land use features, l o c a l celebrations (which annually attract tens 
of thousands of v i s i t o r s ) , and the recreation of native dishes. 
With few exceptions, the majority of Ste. Genevieve's h i s t o r i c 
houses are currently used as private residences, some of which are 
occupied by descendants of the town's o r i g i n a l s e t t l e r s , and several 
c i t i z e n s s t i l l converse in their native languages - including 
French. In this way, Ste. Genevieve may be considered as a " l i v i n g 
h i s t o r i c community," and not an a r t i f i c i a l l y created tourist 
a t t r a c t i o n . 

-A-r'tl 



Corps Involvement with Ste. Genevieve. In the Spring of 1973, the 
M i s s i s s i p p i River overflowed i t s banks and Ste. Genevieve, without 
any flood protection, received widespread flooding and sustained 
flood damages in excess of $1.5 m i l l i o n . In addition to flood 
damages to other structures, the 1973 Spring flood inundated several 
" h i s t o r i c " structures, one of 1790 vintage so badly ChaC i t had to 
be razed. Soon thereafter, the Congress directed the Corps to study 
Che flooding problem i n this area and to seek appropriate 
solutions. The Corps' basic role i n this study was to objectively 
assess j u s t i f i c a t i o n for expenditure of taxpayers' dollars for 
potential project construction. Each of the subsequent formulated 
flood control plans was analyzed for i t s flood control benefits. 

There are three categories of flood control benefits. In each 
category, the benefits received from flood protection are compared 
to the lack of flood protection scenario. The three categories of 
benefits are: (1) an assessment of flood damages prevented, (2) 
potential enhanced land uses, and (3) potential for new land uses. 

The t r a d i t i o n a l "non-historic" flood control benefits of 
See. Genevieve were not s u f f i c i e n t to j u s t i f y the expenditure of the 
construction costs of each of the flood control plans formulated. 
Accordingly, the Corps of Engineers i n i t i a t e d a search to 
quantitatively evaluate the apparent additional, but intangible, 
benefits resulting from protecting this h i s t o r i c community. As 
might be expected when one deals with history, the normally 
intangible benefits resulting from protecting something h i s t o r i c are 
very d i f f i c u l t to analyze in terms of quantitative considerations, 
and we attempted to identify evaluation techniques heretofore 
unknown in t r a d i t i o n a l Corps of Engineers evaluation methods. 

Some of the new flood control benefit techniques emphasizing 
protecting a h i s t o r i c setting which were proposed and considered 
were: 

a. Under the category of flood damages prevented, to define 
Che cost of repairing potential h i s t o r i c structure flood damages i n 
a manner which r e f l e c t s the h i s t o r i c property's appropriate 
inclusion on the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places. 

b. Under another category, to identify the potential for 
increased v i s i t a t i o n to the h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t in the "with flood 
control project condition" and, conversely, an attempt to evaluate 
Che impacts upon the i n t e g r i t y of the h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t as a result 
of continued flooding - in essence the "without flood control 
project condition." I t should be noted that for this particular 
flood control benefit category the Corps has had several discussions 



with Mr. Henry Burback of your Denver o f f i c e , and he had expressed a 
willingness to a s s i s t i n the development of v i s i t a t i o n estimates for 
Chis particular benefit method. 

c. Under this category, to i d e n t i f y the potential for new land 
uses created out of currently vacant property; these new uses would 
have to be considered compatible with growth and enhancement of the 
Ste. Genevieve h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t , again i n the "with flood control 
project condition." 

After evaluating these particular benefit categories and discussing 
our plight with such preservation-oriented agencies as the National 
Trust for H i s t o r i c Preservation, we recognized that placing an 
objective tangible value on keeping this community flood free was an 
extremely d i f f i c u l t and unusual task. 

Each of these and other new benefit methodologies was evaluated not 
only i n terms of t r a d i t i o n a l Corps of Engineers regulations, but 
also as to potential acceptance by the President's Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) and, ultimately, by the Congress. In 
this l i g h t , i t was quite apparent that the j u s t i f i c a t i o n for the 
cost of flood protection would rest largely on what are 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y non-monetary values of "preserving h i s t o r y . " Corps of 
Engineers regulations unfortunately are quite clear in this area 
and, i n essence, they direct us to discontinue our normal study 
procedure i f we cannot determine that any plan has t r a d i t i o n a l or 
"non-historical" benefits which exceed construction costs. 

Future Study A c t i v i t i e s . Accordingly, we are now i n the process of 
preparing a report which summarizes our study findings, and r e f l e c t s 
the Corps' judgment of how our report w i l l be received within the 
Congress. While we are assuredly concerned about the protection of 
this uniquely h i s t o r i c town from flooding, the Corps of Engineers 
must i d e n t i f y that i t cannot recommend, i n a t r a d i t i o n a l sense, 
project construction. However, we intend to report to Congress that 
the area should certainly be protected from flooding. 



Request for Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Assistance. Clearly, without permanent flood protection, the future 
of this h i s t o r i c environment i s questionable. On the other hand, 
Che Corps of Engineers i s confidenC Chat, i f given the opportunity 
from Congress, construction of a l o c a l l y acceptable and 
environmentally compatible project not only protects but enhances 
continued h i s t o r i c preservation a c t i v i t i e s . As you might envision, 
Che presence of a flood control project i s but one phase of the 
l o c a l community's goal of comprehensive h i s t o r i c preservation; 
indeed, h i s t o r i c preservation comprises many a c t i v i t e s and, 
l o g i c a l l y , impacts upon an area larger than the h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t . 
Some of these a c t i v i t i e s are noted i n the recently-passed 
Ste. Genevieve preservation ordinance. Without any doubt, the Corps 
of Engineers, the l o c a l community, and each of the h i s t o r i c 
preservation agencies that we have conferred with believe that the 
flooding deterrent must be removed from Ste. Genevieve to at least 
set the stage for further preservation a c t i v i t i e s . 

Mindful of our role to recommend to Congress, where practicable, 
protection of the environment, the Corps i s requesting input from 
agencies which we believe have a similar mandate - especially i n the 
f i e l d of preservation and enhancement of nationally unique h i s t o r i c 
areas. Accordingly, we would l i k e to know what interests your 
agency has i n helping us to protect history. Public and agency 
par t i c i p a t i o n has been, and w i l l continue to be, the key objective 
i n formulating and evaluating meaningful flood control solutions for 
Ste. Genevieve. 

We foresee two major areas of Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service involvement: 

a. To a s s i s t us with the planning of a flood control project 
which is compatible with the plans for the development of the 
h i s t o r i c d i s t r i c t , and 

b. To provide assistance to those agencies and interests to 
implement comprehensive preservation programs i n Ste. Genevieve once 
the flood protection project has been constructed. 

Our research has indicated that the Department of the Int e r i o r has 
several programs which relate to comprehensive h i s t o r i c 
preservation. Perhaps you can evaluate some of your agency programs 
to help us, and other concemed interests, in what you must 
certainly agree i s a project worth considering. 

Should Congress acknowledge the merits of assigning the Corps of 
Engineers the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of project construction, without the 
further necessity of project j u s t i f i c a t i o n (at least in the 
t r a d i t i o n a l sense), i t (Congress) would undoubtedly do so assuming 
ChaC Che i n t e g r i t y of Ste. Genevieve's h i s t o r i c character would be 



enhanced after the flood protection project was constructed. We 
stand ready Co submic our report to Congress; however, we would 
appreciate and indeed look forward to your positive input, which we 
would then like to incorporate into our report. Your timely 
response is requested as we will submit the study findings to 
Congress this fiscal year. 



IN R£PLY REFER TO: 

United States Department of the Interior-
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE ' 

D6427 MWR DCL 

MIDWEST REGION 
1709 JACKSON STREET 

OMAHA, NEBRASKA 68102 

JUN 2 7 1978 

Memorandum 

To: Regional Director, Mid-Continent Region, Heritage Conservation 
and Recreation Service, Denver 

From: Regional Director, Midwest Region 

Subject: Flood Protection, Sainte Genevieve, Missouri 

This is in response to Assistant Regional Director Baldwin's June 15 
memorandum requesting the view of this Office in support of the flood 
protection for Sainte Genevieve, Missouri. We understand that the 
traditional "non-historic" flood control benefits of Sainte Genevieve were 
not sufficient to Justify the expenditure of the construction costs of 
each of the flood control plans formulated. 

Sainte Genevieve is virtually a l l that remains of a considerable French 
community in that section of the United States. Other parts have been 
destroyed by floods or by a change in river course. The Louis Bolduc 
House dates from 1785 and may be one of the oldest in the Mississippi 
Valley. The Jean Baptiste Valle House is from the same time and the 
Green Tree Tavern was built in 1790. Both the Bolduc House and the 
Jacques Dubreuil Gibourd House, built about IBOO, are national historic 
landmarks and are listed in the Historic American Building Survey. The 
Secretary of the Interior's Advisory Board has found that the entire historic 
d i s t r i c t has national significance. The National Park Service has included 
the Sainte Genevieve Historic Distric on the l i s t of sites for study as 
possible additions to the National Park System. 

Though i t would assist in computing cost-benefit ratios, no acceptable 
system has been devised to put price tags on the nation's historic and other 
environmental resources. Nonetheless, a variety of legislation emphasizes 
that these values must be considered. The President's June 6 message 
to Congress on Water Policy says that "Projects should have met national 
economic benefits unless there are environmental benefits which clearly 
more than compensate for any economic def i c i t . " We believe Sainte 
Genevieve is an instance where the environmental benefits - preserving 
a nationally significant historical d i s t r i c t - wi l l outweight the added 
costs necessary to construct flood protection. 



We hope this will be of assistance to you in supporting the Sainte 
Genevieve flood control project. 

Regional Director 
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JUL 17 1978 

Colonel Leon E. McKinney 
D i s t r i c t Engineer, St. Louis D i s t r i c t 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North 12th Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel McKinney: 

This Is In response to your l e t t e r of May 26 requesting our assistance 
i n finding a solution to the continued flooding of the Ste. Genevieve 
National H i s t o r i c Landmark. ~ 

Following receipt of your request we contacted our Office of Archeology 
and H i s t o r i c Preservation In Washington and received the enclosed material 
docimienting the Federal Government's involvement In the nationally 
s i g n i f i c a n t Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t . In addition, please note 
OAHP's statement offering to provide assistance to the Corps and others 
In developing a flood control project which w i l l protect and enhance 
the h i s t o r i c a l values. 

We also contacted the Midwest Regional Office of the National Park 
Service regarding i t s interest In protecting Ste. Genevieve. The 
enclosed reply of June 27 documents the interest of the Park Service, 
not only In the e x i s t i n g designation as a National H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t , 
but also the possible addition of Ste. Genevieve to the National Park 
System. 

As you know, the Secretary of the Interior's November 30, 1977, report 
to the Congress, pursuant to Section 8 of P. L. 91-282, i d e n t i f i e d the 
threat to Ste. Genevieve and recommended that flood protection be 
Implemented without delay. 

It i s obvious that the nationally s i g n i f i c a n t h i s t o r i c values of Ste. 
Genevieve should be protected. Likewise, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y for 
protecting such values from flood damage l o g i c a l l y rests with the 
Corps of Engineers. Our i n a b i l i t y to devise a system for calculating 
a favorable benefit/cost r a t i o by t r a d i t i o n a l methods seems Irrelevant. 



This Is a s i t u a t i o n where the environmental benefits c l e a r l y outweigh 
any purely economic d e f i c i t s . As such, a positive recommendation to 
the Congress i s f u l l y j u s t i f i e d within both the President's water 
policy and the Water Resources Council's p r i n c i p l e s and standards 
for planning. 

In view of the above, we firmly believe that your report should recommend 
that Congress authorize the Corps of Engineers to design and construct 
an environmentally compatible flood control project which w i l l protect 
and enhance the h i s t o r i c values of Ste. Genevieve. This o f f i c e stands 
ready to assist In the planning of such a project and to provide 
assistance to those agencies and Interests Involved i n further preser­
vation programs once flood protection has been assured. 

Please f e e l free to use any of this material In preparing your report. 
Should you desire any additional information or support, do not hesitate 
to ask. 

Sincerely, 

D e r r e l l P. Thompson 
Regional Director 

Enclosures 

cc w/enc & i n c : NPS, Omaha 
/HCRS, WASO 
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ST. GENEVIEVE 

The comments which follow have been prepared following your request 
of May 30 on the subject of St. Genevieve, Missouri. As an addendum, 
we have enclosed national h i s t o r i c landmark descriptive Information 
as w e l l as a map of the location of h i s t o r i c structures In 
Sc. Genevieve. 

I. B r i e f History; 

French Settlements began to appear along the M i s s i s s i p p i and 
tr i b u t a r y r i v e r s by the end of the seventeenth century. South 
of St. Louis on a f l a t , f e r t i l e , a l l u v i a l p l a i n , French towns 
sprung up on both banks of the r i v e r with communal lands 
surrounding the v i l l a g e s . St. Genevieve was f i r s t established 
i n 1732 and was l a t e r moved from bottom land to higher ground 
between 1785 and 1790. When western Louisiana passed from French 
to Spanish c o n t r o l , St. Genevieve grew to a settlement of 180 
houses (1,163 Inhabitants) by 1800. In 1803, when tbe Louisiana 
Te r r i t o r y was purchased by the United States, the Importance of 
the town declined and St. Louis became the p r i n c i p a l c i t y In the 
area. In addition to the Creole flavor of some of the older 
b u i l d i n g s , there are structures that r e f l e c t the i n f l u x of a 

humber of Germans during the mld-nlneteenth century but I t i s 
primarily known for I t s eighteenth century ranch houses. Early 
construction techniques, as well as i t s settlement pattem, have . 
made SC. Genevieve one^of the fin e s t examples of an 
eighteenth century French town extant.in the United States and, 
as such, an Irreplaceable resource. 

I I . Federal H i s t o r i c Preservation Interest; 

In 1960, the St. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t was designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior as a national h i s t o r i c landmark because 
of i t s exceptional value and national s i g n i f i c a n c e . The desig­
nation has led to considerable private restoration e f f o r t s of 
key structures i n the D i s t r i c t . Because of i t s s i g n i f i c a n c e , the 
H i s t o r i c American Buildings Survey (HABS) recorded structures In 
the D i s t r i c t In the la t e 1930's. The HABS drawings are catalogued 
and located i n the Library of Congress. 

In recent years, the Corps has kept the Office of Archeology and 
H i s t o r i c Preservation (OAHP) abreast of the flood problems 
expeclally the damage reported a f t e r the 1973 flooci. Proposed 
solutions and studies which the Corps has been considering have 
also been transmitted to this o f f i c e . As a resu l t of the 1973 flood 



which l e f t two Important h i s t o r i c structures unsalvageable, 
i n 1977 the St. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t was Included In the 
Secretary of the Int e r i o r ' s report to Congress e n t i t l e d 
"National Park Service: Threatened Natural Landmarks and Nationally 
S i g n i f i c a n t H i s t o r i c Places" (House Document 95-264-Part 1), 
with a "magnitude of threat" of "1," Che highest possible under the 
Secretary's guidelines. 

We view St. Genevieve as a town which has remained a l i v i n g 
h i s t o r i c community and a s i g n i f i c a n t h i s t o r i c resource and 
therefore of primary Importance to the Service's mandate to 
preserve the environment. Although one can only place an I n t r i n s i c 
value on a community's h i s t o r i c importance, we fi r m l y believe 
that St. Genevieve's outstanding q u a l i t i e s present an opportunity 
f o r the Corps to make a s p e c i f i c exception to I t s standard 
procedures of making i t s judgements s o l e l y on a cost.-benefit 
analysis. 

In our view, the evidence i s indeed overwhelming that the community 
be the recipient of flood protection by the Corps. To do less 
would l i k e l y r e s u l t In the 1 oss of t h i s h i s t o r i c resource town as 
part of t h i s Nation's c u l t u r a l patrimony. 

We stand ready to ass i s t the Corps to Insure that an environmentally 
and h i s t o r i c a l l y compatible flood control project Is undertaken. 
We applaud the Corps concern thus far and are most encouraged by 
i t s understanding of the value of S t i Genevieve to the American 
people. V7orklng with the State H i s t o r i c Preservation O f f i c e r 
(SHPO), O r v i l l e Henderson, HCRS would be pleased to provide 
technical assistance to the Corps and others i n the pre-planning 
and post project phases. 

I t Is our hope that such a project w i l l be forthcoming. 



MISSOURI (cont'd) 

Site: Ste.Genevieve Historic D i s t r i c t 

County: Ste. Genevieve ' ' 

NPS Region: Midwe.st 

Ownership: Foundation for Restoration of St, Genevieve Historic 
District 

Significance: Old French river to\-m which has retained much of i t s 
1735 atmosphere. 

Magnitude of Threat: 1 

Description of Threat: Threatened by floods; two historic houses were 
lost in 1973 due to flood. Protection against 
flooding needs to be accelerated or entire area 
w i l l be lost, 

Site: 

County: 

Louis Bolduc House 

Ste. Genevieve 

NPS Region: ^Midwest 

Ownership: Colonial Dames of America 

Significance: House exhibits French-Canadian and Caribbean influences. 

Magnitude of Threat: 2 

Description of Threat: While the house i s well maintained, damage from 
floods i s inevitable. Flood protection plans 
should be implemented without delay. 
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Surviving French Colonial Houses in Ste, Genevieve, Mo, 
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u Site Already Classified and Inportantly Related  
to this Theae* 

Ste. Genevieve Historic District, Missouri 

Location: Ste. Genevieve County, on Merchant and Main Streetf, 
and Old St. Marys Road, Ste. Genevieve. 

Ownership: Various 

Statement of Significance 

Ste. <3encvieve, with its eight existing 18th century 
dwellings, is the finest surviving architectural example of a 
French Colonial village in the United States. 

History 

The date of thc first French settlements in the vicinity 
of Ste. Genevieve cannot be determined. The earliest known 

• J grants of land were aade in; 1752, when 27 inhabitants owned abouc 
i three miles of Mississippi River frontage. The original site of 

settlenent, probably in the period 1735-40, was in the river 
bott(»i on the west bank of the Mississippi about three niles below 
the present town. Floods, notably one in 1785, caused repeated 
daaage, and the town was moved gradually between 1785 and 1796 
to the present site on high ground. By the latter year, only a 
few huts of traders remained at the old site. In 1772 the town 
had about 70 houses, one church, and a population of 691. In 
1795, at its new location, the inhabitants nuiabered 839. Ste. 

Genevieve-the principal seat of government in the region for 
aany years after western Louisiana jjassed froa French to Spanish 
control in 1762-thrived under Spainish administration, and by 
1800 i t had 180 houses and 1,163 inhabitants. In 1803, the 
Louisiana Territory passed to the United States and Ste. Genevieve 
then declined as St. Louis gradually grew in importance. 

Condition 

The eight surviving 18th century structures that Illustrate 
the architecture of the French Colonial period are as follows: 

C • S i t e c l a s s i f i e d under Theme V , French Explorat ion And 
Settleaent* 



. '.0 
1, Bolduc House; Located at 123 South Main Street, this 
1̂  one-and-a-half story frane house was probably erected 

about 1785 by Louis Bolduc, properous lead miner, mer­
chant, and planter. Constructed of f>oteaux-sur-sole 
(posts on thc s i l l ) , with bouzillage (clay and grass) 
wall f i l l i n g , this restored house is one of the finest 
and least changed examples cf French Colonial archi­
tecture in.the United States:. The house is open to 
visitors. 

^ 2 a Jean Baptiste Valle House; Located at the northwest 
corner of Main and Market Streets, this one-and-a-half 
story frane dwelling was probably erected about 1785 
by Jean Baptiste Valle, the last commftndant of the 
Ste. Genevieve District. The basic construction is 
similar to that of the neighboring Bolduc House, but 
the Valle House underwent considerably more modifica­
tion in the nid-19th century. The house is a private 
residence. 

3. Vital St. Gemae de Beauvais House: Located at 20 

O South Main Street, this franie, clapboarded, one-story 
^ _ house was probably built about 1786. The ̂ ^oldest half 

of the dwelling is an exanple of poteaux-en-terre 
(}>osts in the earth) construction, and the remainder 
is built with p>osts on the s i l l , resting on a stone 
foimdation. A massive stone chimney originally divided 
the interior into two equal parts. The present rear 
wing is modern and the original hipped roof and exterior 
have also been considerably altered. The house is not 
open to visitors. 

4. Parfait Dufour House; Located on the south side of Mer­
chant Street between Third and Fourth Streets, this one-
story fraine house was erected soaetime between 1769 
and 1800. The dwelling is of upright log construction 
and the exterior is covered with clapboard siding. The 
house is not open to visitors* 

5. jGuibourd-Valle House; Located on the northwest corner 
of Fourth and Mercl.aint Streets, this one-and-a-half 
story frame house was probably built about 1800. The 
dwelling is of poteaux-sur-sole construction, and has 
front and rear galleries. The exterior is clapboarded. 

O 
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The structure i s of p a r t i c u l a r interest to a r c h i t e c t u r a l 
h i s t o r i a n s because the rear walls contained two pairs 
of nine-lighted casement windaws, the only known o r i g ­
i n a l examples of French Colonial fenestration surviv­
ing i n the upper M i s s i s s i p p i Valley. The o r i g i n a l 
hipped roof has been considerably altered. The house 
i s used as a private residence and i s not open to v i s i t o r s . 

> 6. Janis'Ziegler House or The C-recn Tree Tavern: Located 
at 244 Old St. Marys Road, the structure was probably 
b u i l t sometime between 1800 and 1804. The one-story 
frane structure measures 75 by 45 feet and i s a tran­
s i t i o n a l building of poteaux-sur-sole construction that 
if: combined with o r i g i n a l Anglo American roof trusses. 
The building i s open to v i s i t o r s . 

St. Gemae-Amoureaux House: Located on the west side of St. 
Marys Road, 1/3 mile south of South Gabouri Street, t h i s 
one-and-a-half frame structure was b u i l t about 1785, 
Of poteaux-en-terre construction, i t o r i g i n a l l y had a 
steep pitched hipped roof that was covered with thatch. 
The o r i g i n a l roof was altered, and front and rear g a l l e r i e s , 
together with clapboard s i d i n g , were added i n the early 
19th century. The structure i s open to v i s i t o r s . 

8* Bc-quette-Ribault House; Located on the west side of 
St* Marys Road, 1/2 n i l e south of South Gabouri Street, 
t h i s one-and-a-half story frame famhouse was b u i l t on 
t h i s s i t e about 1775. Of poteaux-en-terre construc­
t i o n , the dwelling o r i g i n a l l y had a hipped roof and 
g a l l e r i e s on a l l four sides. The end g a l l e r i e s have 
been removed and the roof remodeled. The house i s 
not open to v i s i t o r s * 

O 

In addition to the above, there are also three 
aore houses of poteaux-sur-sole construction i n Ste. . 
Genevieve. The three buildings, a l l greatly altered 
and not op>en to v i s i t o r s , are as follows: 

(1) Francois Valle II House, 167 South Gabouri 
Street, b u i l t about 1786; 

(2) Gabriel Boyer House, 140 South Seventh Street, 
erected about 1800; 

(3) LaLumendiere House, 801 South Gabouri Street, 
constructed i n the early 1800's. 
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Also we are very concerned as to the status of \̂  . 
our Ste.' Genevieve Historic D i s t r i c t . V.̂e certainly 
do not want i t to be removed from the National Hegister. 

We . are''working hard. on preservation'and restoration \ 
here i n Ste." Genevieve'̂ âuad' at'present oiir main project " 
"iV.'resto>'atidn' of ̂th^.4^d••'Ste..^ C^nevi^ve Academy' (I8O8) •. .:; 
V.'e have already applied "'^'or^^'cfur^ederal Grant for this 
and received one gr a n t ' I l ^ o v a l - f r o m the Nationai Eegister 

i-s Ŝz 'T*.- "^i. -" --. Ch"airman'"Landmarks Commission ̂  
v----̂ -. x.>̂ __:._ , • 3V S. Third StT.A'j^X'ri-^--'r-r'^ : A 

_••'•' A. -w .. 'r " Steir Genevieve',." Mo.. 6367O . 
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September 11, 1979 
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CO 

Mr. Horace Sheely 
Acting Chief 
Historic Sites Survey 
Office of Archeology & Historic Preservation 
Heritage Conservation & Recreation Service 
440 G Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20243 
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Dear Mr. Sheely: 

I would like to bring to your attention the results of a recent investi­
gation conducted by personnel from the Corps of Engineers, St. Louis 
District relating to the Ste. Genevieve National Landmark in Missouri. It 
was determined during this investigation that portions of the original site 
of Ste. Genevieve s t i l l exist in a relatively undisturbed archaeological 
context. As the importance of this site in Missouri history cannot be 
overstated, I would like to request that the original site of Ste. Genevieve 
be included within the boundaries of the present Ste. Genevieve Landmark 
on a non-contiguous basis. 

Enclosed please find supportive documentation for this request including 
the recent report prepared by the Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District. 

Your prompt consideration of the request would be greatly appreciated. 

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael Weichman of our 
staff at 314/751-4096. 

«2 Sincerely, 

% DEPAR'TMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

X 

O 
CQ 

d 

Fred A. Lafser 
Director and State Historic 
Preservation Officer 

FAL:MW:jk 

Enclosures: as stated 

cc: Col. Leon McKinney 

Joseph P. Teasdale Governor 
Fred A. Lafser Director 
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OCT 1 1979 

Director and State Historic 
Preservation Officer 

^!issoari Departmmt of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 

JoffwsoA City, MUsouri 65102 

Dear Sir. tmtmm 
Thank you for your letter of Septanber 11, 1979, regarding possible 
expansion of the boundaries of the Ste. Genevieve National Historic 
Landsark District to include a noncontiguous nnit containing pmrtiOMt 
#f the original Ste. Genevieve townsite identified by recent / 
archaeological investigations. 

not be able to give an immediate formal response 
.to your request. We have tsnporarily suspended action on designations 
yoodiag publication of revised procedures for the Landmarks Program 
IMrfl iiiointBent of a new Landmarks Advisory Board. We are making 
erery effort to insure that the resulting delay will not be a 
prolcmged mm. 

It has been oitr practice to rece»end exi»nslon of lan̂ bmrfc boundaries 
enjĝ j&en the proposed addition contributes directly to the national 

:ance of the designated property and reflects the same degre* 
rity. After a brief review of the material accompanying . 

tter, the staff of the Historic Sites Survey agreed that the 
#riginal site of Ste. Genevieve shows definite potential for enhancing 

iifpificance of the existing landmark district as one of the finest 
of an 18th Century French town extant in the United States. 

However, we believe that an advisory board would hesitate to act on 
the basis of the data now available. 

We note that the July 1979 report on the townsite is identified as • 
preliminary assessment and that, although artifact concwitration* 
indicate a lengthy ISth Centuiry occupation, the area has not yet 
yielded specific information <m settlement pattems or construction 
techniques. Further, while the report discusses a site covering some 
38 acres, the area nominated for addition to the landmark ceasi«ts 
of approximately 360 acres. It appears that more extensive 
archaeological Investigation is necessary, both to determine thc full 
value of the site and to establish a firm justification for the 
S60-acre boundary. You might wish to pursue National Register listing 
for the area to insure its protection in the interim. 



wm appreciate your continuing intere»t tA the National Historic 
tandmarks Program. Should you have any questions regarding our 
eomments. please contact our staff u^eologl i t , Jmnry D* F«lx«lMUi4» 
•t 202-343-6404. 

ijmimpikf, 

fui Hora69 J. Sheely, Jr., 

Horace J. Sheely 
Acting Chief, Hlfteft« H tM 
Survey Divlsiwi 

bcc: Director's Reading File 
MCRO, Regional Director, HCRS-Denver, Colorado) w/c of inc. 
HSS-Reading File ) 

FHR:J Fairehild:? Matherly:C McKithan:mc:9/26/79:343-6404 

BASIC FILE RETAINED IN HSS 

HP - Missouri - Ste. Genevieve National 
Historic Landmark District 
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Honorable Thomas F. Eagleton 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Eagleton: 

OCT I 9 1979 

I t has recently come to my attention that you are concerned about the 
fact that the Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t and the Louis Bolduc 
House are not included m Tl^^^^yea? T579 Section 8 Report to 
Congress. I want to take this opportunity to assure you that the 
decision does not r e f l e c t a reassessment of the national significance 
of these unique resources nor does i t indicate a lessening of the 
Department of the Interior's concern for their protection. 

Pursuant to the General Authorities Act of 1976, the Section 8 Report 
i s transmitted to Congress on an annual basis. In part, i t comprises 
a l i s t i n g of areas of national significance which are l i s t e d i n the 
National Register of H i s t o r i c Places and exhibit known or anticipated 
damage or threat to the i n t e g r i t y of their resources. As you know, the 
Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t and the Louis Bolduc House were 
previously l i s t e d i n the f i s c a l year 1977 and 1978 reports, due to the 
threat of possible flooding. C r i t e r i a for inclusion of a property i n 
the Section 8 Report were developed and implemented during the prepara­
tion of the f i s c a l year 1979 report, i n order that the report be an 
accurate and meaningful l i s t i n g of properties of national significance 
which were immediately threatened or substantially damaged. In fact, 
only 72 or 5%. of approximately 1575 national h i s t o r i c landmarks were 
determined to be damaged or threatened. A copy of these c r i t e r i a i s 
enclosed f o r your information. 

Careful professiorlal review of the status of the Ste. Genevieve 
His t o r i c D i s t r i c t and the Louis Bolduc House indicated that the nature 
of the threat of flooding did not dictate inclusion of these properties 
in the f i s c a l year 1979 report. We recognize and are concerned about 
the threat of flooding, and have been working with the Army Corps of 
Engineers for some years on t h i s project; however, flooding did not 
constitute an immediate threat to the resource during f i s c a l year 
1978. This evaluation was discussed with and concurred i n by 
Mr. Orval Henderson J r . of the State H i s t o r i c Preservation Officer's 
s t a f f . 
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t!i* cw« ^vmpmttism wHl ^ iml«k^4'^i«t « Xli»<t af natioital ^$iiseeirle 
l4a«£S»rli'S ^tzh 9111 '>tar«f£tliT "smltrntUG. hmcmnam sf lea^ 
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Îmmmm let ae- %«EW. 

Slaserely, 

PS T. OELJPnRTF 
Oirla tjserral ©elaporta 

mi ISa* Caralya A^fer^ 
Hr. arval Uealeraoa Jr 
iimimovf Cmmell ea Mscorle ?TO««nHitl<m 

%e«j CL ?Ha-CI, ?BE-I^»pfelii llO-Scftdiai; Flla 
S€0-S!mil ^42a-£^laf 25n-?oer 14s5-5it»c& 
3^-3egicraal director 33S-SEai«rt 2CSS eo®eback Saw 
7X1 l&SIC S'tLS m 711 

HAKS!SL:aa«:lo/It/79:343-7231 
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Tha HonoriMii Neil 
Secretary of Transportation 
4Q| Seventh Street, S.W. 
«iington, D.C. 20590 

Dear Mr. Goldschmidt: 

L! 
Enclosed please find a copy of a 

our local press reflectins^u^unsuccessHi 
offiwBl in Ste. Genevieve to obtain tf 

article froa 
on the part 

A)' 

news 
effort 

of some of our local 
standard hlghwgj^^rn on the Interstate Highway passing near 
our coinmunity w K c t i n g itf^^Mst^jliail ftigitilicance. 

I note several statutm provisions that tV^Mt mm 
^^que»|i«a may lie in your fur l s^t ion . For instane«, Tlt l t 

23 Section 131 (f) indicmt you may, in consultation 
with the States, provide vitkAs M rights*«i#fNlf Wf the 
l^rinary system for areas i » tlgns, i i»plmfi tnd de-
iŵ ms giving specific l l f • iBCt iM In the interest i f the 
traveling p u m « may b« wmmtimi and maintal^^^ 

\ 

fll T i t l« U toctlM 47tf It It imi^mM ttet • 
Federal agency head having direct Wf IndirectJ>wrt.i<liction 
over a federally assi«tf(4 iHi4«rt^ag in my mmt9 shall takt 
into account the efiMM 4̂  mm mitrtaking m W district, 
site, building, structura, m « i | «« t that i» E luded in, m 
^ ^ ^ l e for, inclusion in the National Riiflstir of Hift«flev__ 
M U M and shall provide opportunity to ^ Ad^ltOTf eomell 

,7on Historic ProMtVi^on to comment oa niutortsklag. 

/ Further, Title 16 toctlon 4?©j Indicates that the 
Advisory Councyi m WM«rlc Preservat^, of li^Cll f m OTO 
to INO 0 aember, has as one of its purposes to encourage j ^ l l c 

and participation in historic preservation. 

As I understand It, the Ste. SenoiPlovo ilstorieol district, 
Menting the oldest community in Missewrit through Its 

IMMlognition by the National Register is considorod to be o 
wiique and valuable asset to our Nation's historic resources. 
Ve are pleased to play host to thousands of tourists each year 
iHtt It Is laposslble %o opiimate how many thousand more might 
have the opportunity to visit wlio sli^ly drivo hy. 

'i't 
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Im ar mmmmf rovtiv of MiMUî te stotatos X ted ao 
tr^ailo tetlai mi^ M^tottilal tta«ffoiloa roaalai « l ^ tte 
8tal^ la tiMi iM dotlolOM, It Is î r̂ofaost ttet 
fmx dofav^Mit inquire teto tte tateat f a n d dotor* 
î tetlote a^er Federal ijaatlte aoacoralig the sigtifloaaao 

rpm/i-im̂ wiimmim ai ite* iatevlava, syacificaiiy the oajN̂ r̂ aoat 
f ite Iteterî  iM ikm mtps of laflaoors. Tkls te^ag 

te«i M ^ m p l i ^ M t t iilll^^'liMI request^Mlt Î Mlt Staff SOOk 

- ̂  m:' 
request 

to mn tteao f^i^i^s ^ ^ atMtlaa of tko iflsaaiHrl itato 
gtmmf wmi Tfteafoftatlai Coteiltsion and stroot ikmt It 

te la tte î ikilo*s latermt for them to rooeaslMr 
tkoir teolsl^ la tkls aat tor* 

/A=:s Ttettk. ym̂  for yoar em^rotioa. 

Slaeoroly, 

ft-

mtak 
Terry R. Rottlor 

! Maâ aklo €ocli Aadros,̂ '̂  
taarotary of latarlor 
Wmmimt- Thomas f.. teglot^ 
Mr. €terios tefd, 
Mroctor of Ittssoarl MY. of Toarlsa 

mm' 

I 
-'- •• '^-i V^l I 
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No Signs On Interstate 
r 
in: 

I in 

madê up^ 
|cted by 
inevieve 

liAady 

There will be no extra 
signs on 1-55, directing 
people to Ste. Genevieve as 
a historic town, according 
to the Missouri Highway 
and Transportation Com­
mission. 

In a letter to Norbert B. 
Donze, local preserva­
tionist, Robert N . Hunter 
chief engineer for the 
H ighway Commiss ion 
stated. "The commission 
decided not to grant a 
request for addi t ional 
signing on 1-55, identi­
fying Ste. Genevieve as a 
historic area," . 
; "We feel weaze entitled to 

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n on the 
interstate as a national 
site," said Donze. "Many 
people drive along the . 
interstate and never know 
we exist". ! 

Donze, along with other 
representatives from Ste; 
•Genevieve met with the 
Missouri Highway Com­
mission several weeks ago. 
to discuss the erection ofthe -
signs on 1-55. 

Deserve Signs 
In an editorial in the S t . 

Lottis Globe Democrat, May 
7, it was stated^'The town's 
boosters want more, 
arguing thafc. t h « r city is 
more historicaUy important 
than the Chacdiili Memor­
ial in FultOtt or the Truman 
Library in Independence, 
two sites that are noted on 
special state highway signs 
oa Interstate 70. 

State highway officials, 
acting on what; they call 
p r i n c i p l e , see th ings 
differently. "They do have a 
veiyJbtetttillifr^^y^bdi^t 
what potiiUifwbuid""-
stop?" said Robert Hunter, 

-chief engiaeerfor the-atate-
highvyay depar tment . 
"There is historical interest 
in St. Joseph and Hannibal 
also," Hunter said. "But we 
can't have signs every-

The editorial'continued: 
No one is s^ldng Hunter to 
put up signa everywhere, 
only in a ^ e w carefully 
eeiectsd l ^ c e s that "are 
deserving of them. For that 
matter, what would be 

• wrong with signs noting St. 
Joseph antl Hannibal, as 
well as Ste. Genevieve as 
historical sites. Can't state 
officials see that it would be 
in the states interest to 

Summeir 
Youth Funds 
Appl ied For 

promote these towns. 
Hunter did agree to his 

department working with 
the Missour i Tourism 
Commission to put up a 
"tasteful" sign just off the 
interstate right-of-way. 
There is a catch though - the 

sign would be erected at the 
towns expense. 

In a final comment the 
Globe Democrat editorial 
stated: Instead of fretting 
about the vague point at 
which the state might stop 
putting up signs, Hunter 

would do well to think more 
clearly about a starting 
IMJint for signs to proclaim 
sites of historical signi­
f icance . A n excellent 
beginning could be made at 
Ste. Genevieve - "at state 
expense." 

i 

Lion's break ground for new Mlnl-Park. John Bergwt, past president; John OfMaut 
• oarks and ..Ken Sadler, pr—idawt. - r . ^j,f,i&jaaii..A 

Break Ground 
For New "Mini-Park'* 

Ground was broken 
Friday for the new l ions 
Club Park, a rest area in the 
downtown historic district. 

Construction is expected 
to begir. immediately and it 
is hoped that the park will 
be ready by mid or late 
summer. 

The park area is now the 
site of the historical marker 
moved firom Highway 61 by 
the state. 

The lighted "Mini-park" 
w i l l hold ar pav i l l ion , 
concrete benches, and 
picnic tables. Lion Club 
President, Ken Sadler, said 

the parks main usage will 
probably be by people who 
are touring or just walking 
around in the downtown 
area.' 

The park will be located 
between Merdiant and 
Market streets 
the Bank of Ste. Genevieve. 

$350,000 Available 
To Countv Farmers 

M 
Is I f 

State Treasurer James I. 
Spainhower announced 
today deposits in Ste, 
Genevieve County totaling 
$350,000 under the Agri­
cul tural Time Deposit. 

the current growing season. 
Banks qualify to receive 

t ime depos i t s under 
Spainhowe^s pirogram by • 
compljnng with guidelines 
requiring>.ae certain . per-

very c r i t i c a l t ime in 
Missouri and throughout 
the nation. If we do not 
come to the aid of the. Mis­
souri fanner, the reduction ' 
in crop productivity will 
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Vmt Director, Office of Environmental Project Review 

froat Associate Director, Planning aod Deveiopaent 

a m i m t : Sainte Genevieve FlooA> Control (ER-84/502) 

We received your anmnmcement of a pid>lic meeting on tbe Corps of Engineera 
Flood Control Feasibility Study for Sainte Genevieve, Missoiari, with great 
Interest, since the Sainte Genevieve Historic District i a a Mati<mal HlstiOie 
Landaark. We noted with regret your determination that the various laropoaale 
In the f e a s i b i l i t y atudy are econcmically tmjustifled under the Corps' ecoucHsic 
jus t i f i c a t i o n c r i t e r i a , and that the Corps of :&3glne£xs should take no action 
in this matter. 

We hope tbat i n thle case the Corps w i l l consider applying standards different 
from the traditional cost-benefit analysis techniques, in the interest of 

1 protecting the nationally significant cultural resources of Sainte Genevle^. 
' We appreciate the fact that the Corps has i a the paat tried to arrive at a 

systea for quantifying the historical value of Sainte Genevieve and has foxmd 
thia a d i f f i c u l t task. He believe, however, that the failure to devise such a 
s y s t ^ should not preclude further consideration of Corps involvment in flood 
protection for the town. According to your f e a s i b i l i t y atudy, the Board of 
Engineers foe Kivers and Barbers in 1980 found: 

that while projects of this nature saay not be j u s t i f i e d on tbe 
basis of traditional econcmic benefit-coat c r i t e r i a , there are 
certain non-econtmic benefits associated with {nreservation or 
enhancement of resources that aiay f u l l y j u s t i f y some projects. 

We feel t m t tbe national significance of the resoinrces at Sainte Genevieve 
wrrmte special conaideration. Since the 1960s Sainte Genevieve bas been 
recognized by the Secretary of the I n t a i o r as a National liistoric Landmark, a 
status which i s awarded only to propertiea that possess exceptional significance, 
as illustrations of our national heritage, tat the people of tbe United States 
aa a «riu>le» 

Your f e a s l M ^ ^ etody includes a description of the Federal intereat in 
preaervation in Sainte Genevieve, prepared by the Office of Archeology and 
Historic Preservation. Since that was written in 1978, research by a team of 
University of Missouri scholars has brought to light new inforieation about 
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LOWER MISSISSIPPI V A L L E Y DIVISION. C O R P S O F ENGINEERS 

p. o. BOX ao 

V I C K S a U R Q . MISSISSIPPI 39160 

B C P L V T O 

. T T E N T I O N O F i 

Executive Office 

October 15, 1984 

NOTICE OF ISSUANCE OF REPORT 
ON 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 

A report on the f e a s i b i l i t y of flood damage reduction and related 
improvements for h i s t o r i c Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, has been made by the 
D i s t r i c t Engineer of the St. Louis D i s t r i c t and the Division Engineer of 
the Lower Mississippi Valley Division. The study and report was 
authorized by a resolucion adopted on 17 June 1948 by the Conmittee on 
Public Works of che United Statee Hou.se of Representatives. A draft 
report vas sent to the public in M.irch 1984 -and a f i n a l public meeting vas 
held by the D i s t r i c t .^ng-nfff on Ik A p r i l 1984 ir. Ste. Cenfev leve. 

Ste. Genevieve is a unique hi.storic town that v;j.'5 <'o:iri.ri'--'l during the 
French Colonial period va the 17C0's. i t \% 1.):̂ : - : on *-he L.5S iss ippi 
River about 55 miies south of St. Louis and had a • -'.'3 ;.oouiati.on of about 
4,700. A major part of the section of to'vn near r. - r.oo'i plain lias been 
designated a Registered V.ai:iorial Historic L-and-aark .ad i t i-st^d. on the 
National Register >;f H-.storic Places. 

The 20.S square mile study aiea mcluies the entl-e 
Genevieve, the Mississippi River flood pi i i.n lying eas* 
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includes a 650 c.f.s. pump station, channel widening on North and South 
Gabouri Creeks, six bridge replacements, one bridge removal, two bridge 
modifications, two small levees along tbe tributaries, and recreation 
features provided on flood control project lands. The total first cost of 
Plan 1 at October 1982 price levels is $31,500,000. The City of Ste. 
Genevieve and Levee District #3 of Ste. Genevieve County provided a letter 
of intent to be the non-Federal co-sponsors for this plan. 

The D i s t r i c t Engineer believes that h i s t o r i c preservation in Ste. 
Genevieve i s in the Federal interest, and that substantial flood 
protection similar to Plan 1 in the report would be a necessary part of 
any general effort to protect and enhance the h i s t o r i c resource in the 
community. However, the report recommends that no Federal action by the 
Corps of Engineers is warranted due to the lack of economic j u s t i f i c a t i o n 
for any alternatives formulated for flood damage reduction using current 
National Economic Development c r i t e r i a . State, l o c a l , national, and 
international interests have expressed the opinion that flood protection 
should be provide:" because of the unique h i s t o r i c value of Ste. 
Genevieve. Of spi.Oj.al note are letters free, the Consulat General de 
France, the C-ricfc o; th» Socretary of the In t e r i o r , the Advisory Council 
on Historic PieJt^r'..^ t ..:n, ̂ nd the Natioaal Trust for Historic 
PreservatI'^r . 

I have .-I'-.-v.-.i V i t i : grant interest tht O i s c i i c t Engineer's findings, 
public view.'i, and -..iv;-; •'̂ t other agencies, and I am sa t i s f i e d that the 
recoiT.neii'J j t ^oi! •; •? .---̂ port: is ba5-cd on current policy regarding National 
Eccnowi-- :--i"-t m t e r i d , I i;uvs ai^o revi--^-d the laws concerning 
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Information furnished by mail is considered just as carefully by the 
Board and bears the same weight as tbat fumished at public hearings; 
therefore, hearings will be held only when found to be in the public 
interest. Requests for a hearing should be fully supported by reasons why 
the new material cannot be submitted just as effectively by mail as at a 
hearing. 

Copies of information received by mail will not be furnished to other 
parties. However, such information will be regarded as public information 
(unless the correspondent requests otherwise), and may be inspected and 
notations made therefrom by other interested parties, in the office of the 
Board. 

The Board w i l l not take f i n a l action on the report u n t i l after 
expiration of this notice, or any extension thereof that may be granted, 
and f u l l consideration of a l l information submitted in response thereto. 
Should the Board contemplate action materially different from the 
recommendations of the Division Engineer, appropriate notice to that 
effect w i l l be furnished to local interests d i r e c t l y concerned, inv i t i n g 
their views and comments prior to f i n a l action. 

Further information may be obtained lirom the D i s t r i c t Engineer, U.S. 
Army Engineer D i s t r i c t , St. Louis, 210 Tucker Boulevard North, St. Louis, 
Missouri 63101. laLfcieated parties, including the media, may make any 
notes they desire on the contents of the renort; however, copies of the 
report w i l l act be loaned for use outsids of the o f f i c e . Interested 
parties may purchase copies cf the report at the .'st of reproduction, 
which is $13.29. "our request for copies of the report should be 
addressed to tha above mentioned D i s t r i c t Engineer, and the checks or 
money orders in paytnent therefor should be made payable to the Treasurer 
of the United States. 

You ars requested to ̂ iva the foregoing information to any p,°rscns 
V.no'.vT. hv •'.'O-i t - (•• i r.!" ̂  .c c t d '̂ v. t'.f̂  r̂oo"''''- . 

Map !:<rj.^adier 'ien-'-
'.•-Vii ion Eng ic. C-F 
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US Army Coips 
of Engineers 
Board of Engineers 
for Rivers and Harbors 
Kingman Building, 
Fort Belvoir Va 22060 

Public Notice 
Public Notice No. Date: 

1 9 N n v f » m h p T - I P S A 
Application No. File No 

In Reply Refer to; 

B E R H - P L N 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
(Expires 17 Deceraber 1984) 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Summary. The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
(BERHH an independent review agency of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Is reviewing the report on Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. 
The report of the Lower Mississippi Valley Division Engineer and 
the St. Louis District Engineer concerns the feasibility of 
Improvements for flood damage reduction. 

Opportunity to respond. The Lower Mississippi Valley 
Division Engineer Issued a public notice on 15 October 1984 
stating that the report was being referred for review to the 
BERH. The Division Engineer's public notice advised that written 
comments pertaining to the report should be directed to the Board 
by 16 November 1984. 

Extension of time. A request for extension of the 
16 Noveraber 1984 expiration date has been received. Accordingly, 
this is to advise that this date'has been extended, and comments 
will now be received until 17 December 1984. Address a l l com­
munications to: 

Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
Kingman Building 
Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060-5576 

The Board will complete Its review after consideration of 
Information received as a result of this notice. 

Notification of others. Please bring the foregoing to the 
attention of persons known by you to be Interested In this matter 
and who may not have received a copy of this notice. 

FOR THE BOARD: 

.JlOHN W. DEVENS 
>lonel, Corps of Engineers 

Resident Member 
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United States Department of the Intenof -
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

^ f̂cTX**^ MIDWEST REGIOH 
1709 JACKSOH STREET 

IM urLY urtK TO: 
OHAHA. NEBRASKA 68102 

06̂ 27 MWR OCL 
JUN 2 7 1978 

Memorandum 

To: Regional Director, Mid-Continent Region, Heritage Conservation 
and Recreation Service, Denver 

.From: Regional Director, Midwest Region 

Subject: Flood Protection, Sainte Genevieve, Missouri 

This Is In response to Assistant Regional Director Baldwin's June 15 
memorandum requesting the view of this Office in support of the flood 
protection for Sainte Genevieve, Missouri. We understand that the 
traditional "non-historic" flood control benefits of Sainte Genevieve were 
not sufficient to justify the expenditure of the construction costs of 
each of the flood control plans formulated. 

Sainte Genevieve is virtually all that remains of a considerable French 
community in that section of the United States. Other parts have been 
destroyed by floods or by a change in river course. The Loiis Bolduc 
House dates from 1785 and may be one of the oldest in the Mississippi 
Valley. The Jean Baptiste Valle House is from the same time and the 
Green Tree Tavern was built in 1790. Both the Bolduc House and the 
Jacques Dubreuil Gibourd House, built about 1800, are national historic 
landmarks and are listed in the Historic American Building Survey. The 
Secretary of the Interior's Advisory Board has found that the entire historic 
district has nationai significance. The National Park Service has included 
the Sainte Genevieve Historic Distric on the list of sites for study as 
possible additions to the National Park System. 

Though it would assist in computing cost-benefit ratios, no acceptable 
system has been devised to put price tags on the nation's historic and other 
environmental resources. Nonetheless, a variety of legislation emphasizes 
that these values must be considered. The President's June 6 message 
to Congress on Water Policy says that "Projects should have met national 
economic benefits unless there are environmental benefits which clearly 
more than compensate for any economic deficit." We believe Sainte 
Genevieve is an instance where the environmental benefits - preserving 
a nationally significant historical district - will outweight the added 
costs necessary to construct flood protection. 

19 



We hope this will be of assistance to you In supporting the Sainte 4% 
Genevieve flood control project. 

Regional Oirector 

20 



5 \PA^' 

United States Department of the Interior 

HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 O 

IN REPLY REFER TO, ^Axi 13 1379 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Colonel Leon McKinney 
District Engineer, St. Louis District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North 12th Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel McKinney: 

The Mid-Continent Regional Office, Denver, has previously responded to 
your proposed flood protection project for the Sainte Genevieve Historic 
District in Missouri. That resume supports your recommendation that the 
traditional methods for economic benefit evaluation be waived in favor of 
environmental enhancement. This conclusion is based upon the national 
significance of Sainte Genevieve and the environmental quality of the 

^ site, which overshadows any national enconomic development analysis. 

I 
\ I wish to lend my full support to this approach and commend you for 
4 recognizing this unique situation. The Heritage Conservation and 

Recreation Service endorses the recommendation that Congress authorize 
the -Corps of Engineers to design and construct an environmentally com­
patible flood control project that will protect and enhance the historic 
values of Sainte Genevieve. We stand ready to assist in the planning 
and implementation of such a project. 
These nationally significant cultural properties deserve this type of 

' consideration and the Nation will be enriched by protecting and̂  
this area. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Therral Delaporte 
Director 
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C I T Y O F S T E . G E N E V I E V E - ^ 
165 S. FOURTII STRKRT STE. GKM'A'IKVK. MiS.^^OliRI 63670 

TELEPHONE (314) 883-5400 OR (314) 883-2760 ^ ^ 

June 6, 1983 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
D i s t r i c t Engineer 
St. Louis D i s t r i c t , Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Blvd., North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

The City of Ste. Genevieve and Levee D i s t r i c t #3 of Ste. Genevieve 
County and other Interested parties have met with the Corps of Engineers 
on many occasions over the past few months and years with the hope of 
getting federal protection from the t e r r i b l e floods that have beset this 
h i s t o r i c community. 

At a meeting on May 31, 1983, the Corps of Engineers described 
three plans that provide pi'otectlon from M i s s i s s i p p i River flooding, 
reduce flooding on North and South Gabouri Creeks, and provide some 
recreation features. The City and Levee D i s t r i c t #3 endorse Plan 1 as 
presented at this meeting, and hereby express our intent to participate 
as the non-federal co-sponsor of this plan. 

The Corps of Engineers has explained both the Items of non-federal 
cooperation required i n the past: such as lands, easements, u t i l i t y 
relocations, and bridge replacements; operation and maintenance; and 
long term replacement of equipment: and the increased non-federal cost 
sharing desired by the present national administration. I t i s our 
intent to f u l f i l l the requirements for non-federal cooperation that 
are determined to be necessary to implement Plan 1. 

It may be of interest that during the recent Ste. Genevieve plan­
ning e f f o r t , we reconsidered the plan endorsed by the City and Levee 
D i s t r i c t #3 on January 15, 1980. We now consider Plan 1, as presented 
at the May 31, 1983 meeting, a better plan from both the community and 
the h i s t o r i c a l standpoints. 

the major floods that Ste. Genevieve has suffered i n December 1982, 
and A p r i l and May 1983, have made i t even more apparent to us, and we 
hope to you and other government o f f i c i a l s , that we need to proceed with 
construction of this project as soon as possible. If a project had been sfl!!^ 
i n place for the l a s t ten years, mi l l i o n s of dollars i n damages, a great 
deal of suffering, and damages to irreplaceable h i s t o r i c buildings would 
have been avoided. Ste. Genevieve i s a community with nationally and 
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internationally Important hiatorical treasures. We cannot allow these 
treasures to continue to be flooded, or worse, to be destroyed by higher 
floods that are certainly a possibility. Please complete the Ste. Gene­
vieve study as quickly aa possible. 

Sincerely, 

Ervin M. Waller 
Mayer, City of 

Vemon J. ̂auman 
President, Levee District //3 
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Ste. Genevieve \ yY^i^ 
^ ""^'^f^Jj 

Chamber Of Commerce su. g^.u^,, ^i^uu dle^ 
July 7, 1983 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
Diatrlct Engineer 
St. Louis Diatrlct, Corps of Engineera 
210 Tucker Blvd., North 
St. Louis, Miasouri 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

A3 you are aware, Ste. Genevieve is a cotnmunity with nationally 
and internationally important historical treasures. The community con­
tains aome of the most inportant original Creole homes on the North 
American continent. 

The devastating floods which continue to ravage Ste. Genevieve 
threaten those historic structures. The downtown area of Ste. Gene­
vieve has been desigiated a National Historic District by the U.S. 
Congress. 

We cannot allow these treasures to continue to be flooded, or 
worse, to bo destroyed by higher floods that are certainly a oossibi-
l i t y . 

The City of Ste. Genevieve desperately needs protfection from 
these floods. The Chamber of Commerce has endorsed the flood protect­
ion plan developed by the Corps of Engineers to protect our historic 
town. 

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that the (Chamber of 
Commerce wants very much for this plan to be approved at the Corps' 
Regional Offico in Vicksburg. 

Please pasa this lotter along to your superiors. 

We appreciate the hard work and dedication of the St. Louis Of­
fice of the Corps of Engineers and you in particular for the concern 
you have shown for Ste. Genevieve. 

CorMally, 

(3i<^ 
Larry Vogt, President 
Chambe>-̂ f Commerce 

LV: rm 

xsxsx^in^ DL g^ait ^ ^ ^ ^ <PCannjzg 9ot DL Duturs 
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CENTER FJR FRENCH COLONIAL STUDIES 
Cenin pour Pitudt du pays dts Illinois 

R.R. 1 • Box la ^ / P - , 
Prairie du Rocher, Illinois 61877 

April 10, 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
Dept. of the Army 
St. Louia Diat. Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Blvd. 
St. Louia MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech, 

The Center for French Colonial Studlea waa founded to coordinate 
research on the French presence in the Middle Mlaaiaalppi valley. 
Of cours, Ste. Genevieve is very Important in this context. 

hot only la the organization interested in the cultural aspect, but also 
how this contributes to the present economic and social life of the 
community. The French heritage of_Ste. Genevieve is not merely an 
historical event, but a continuing economic resource and benefit 
through tourism. Economic development of the Ste. Genevieve area and 
the adjoining southern Illinois area is linked with the cultural 
heritage. Ths type of economic benefit Is difficult to analyse for 
cost benefit ratios, but definitely should be given strong consideration 
in your study. 

Protection from flood damage to historic structurea would contribute 
to the economic stability of the entire area. We recommed that these 
economic factors be emphasized. As suggested on page 55 of the draft 
report, flooding contributes to the lack of economic development in 
the area. 

Sincerely, 

Ma^aret' K, Brown 
Pyfeaident 
A 

Margaret K. Brown Winstanley Briggs J. W. Gontcrman.jr. 
Prtsidtnt Viet Prtsidmt Sientary-Tnasmr 

6i8-i84-330S 311-664-4366 3»4-535-3397 
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ommefce 
Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 63670 

April 2̂ .̂, 198I4. 

Mevbers of Congress 
United States Capitol 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Membera: 

What price flood protection? 

Some things are priceless. When they are lost, like an extinet 
animal, they are removed from the annals of mankind. 

Suoh are the prieelesa atxnicturea of Ste. Genevieve, an historic 
river town that is home- to' aopB.|(!>,̂,a authentic French Creole 
homes on the Nortfr Jtaiert^ 

>;"' ̂ ,̂ ,uise':"?!̂ '"i:,;. ... ' " . • • " ' ' 

Whether thm pricarris l3.V̂ m̂̂ ^ million ~ it is a 
amall price to- p<iy when...we, (fconalder the aLte rna tlve: the loss for­
ever of theae centu^^es'-old rellos of our nation's past. 

Eaoh year, tbousftndsi- ojr tourists and historians visit Ste. Gene­
vieve to walk back into an-earlier time, to stand inside the museum 
houses of French trader* and merchants, to touch a living history 
outside the textbpokar>- v 

The plan t h a t ^ ^ y o u - o f Engineera in St. Louis have so 
thoroughly proposed: isv. of eourae^, expensive. But expense must be 
Judiciously measured}_fgainst the painful, loss of those irreplacable 
structures, —-'A' ' 

The proud people of Ste. (jenevievsk̂  Ij^lore our elected represen­
tatives in Washington — elected offfcia"J» wĥ ^ feel the power 
and gloiry of liivljag hiatory inu':th« h»llS-:Ji£::aicc|i nation's capitol ~ 
to fund thia ItopiOrtant floodvprot<»'etlon 'pro3<^e« tor a town vital to 
the country's (xohjioiance/ >̂ „:-rHi'*̂ '"—^ sA::~AÂ  / 

\ \ — T - i A T / / 

We are the atawaiMlB oitj.lxlsit<^ i t , cherish i t , 
protect i t and, one dayjr̂ haxid ltv:ovM;r:̂ ^ handa of 
our children. '"x '•••-^''•'--'''-'-^S-'AA^ y' 

X— 'I••>'— -y^ 

—•̂  •*tC.-"r~'3,V:rjt:3̂  y 
Right now, the protecfrlon 'of: QUr'hisliorio town, from tho mighty 

ravages of the Mississippi's consistent floods, is in your handa. 
We plaoe our faith in you to do what is r i ^ t . 

Stmoeroly, 

RalphvV. Morris, President 
Ste. Genevieve 
Chamber of Commerce 

?3ditor and Publisher 
bte. Genevieve Herald 
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U.S. Departinent of Housing and Urban Devetopment 

St Louis Offica. Region Vll 
210 North Tucker Boulevard 
St Louis, Missouri 63101 

April 27, 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
U.S. Army Engineer District 
210 North Tucker Blvd. North 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

SUBJECT: Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Ste, Genevieve, Missouri 
Flood Control Study (March 1984) 

One of the earliest examples of the uses of history along the 
Mississippi River is recorded by the French settlers who founded the 
village of Ste. Genevieve. Duririg their first 50 years of frontier 
existence they endured territorial hardships as well as minor river 
floods. However, in 1785 the Mississippi River cut loose and severely 
inundated their growing community. With the profundity obtained from 
residing in a pristine environment the French evaluated the river 
disaster. In trading with the Indians they were told of the river 
waters that reached from bluff to bluff and when farming the Common 
Big Field they uncovered remnants of materials deposited from previous 
floods. These early settlers heard and read the history of the 
Mississippi River and they disassembled their homes and relocated 
to higher lands. 

Today, almost 200 years later, Ste. Genevieve is once again 
confronted with the challenges of inundation. However, these recent 
recurring floods are generally the outgrowth of various manmade causes. 
Prescribed protective.construction works upstream and downstream from 
the community as well as improper land use management have jointly 
resulted in increasing flood heights and flood damages to this 
unobstructed open area. It is even questionable whether protective 
works would be adequate. The history of flood control indicates that 
regardless of technical provisions made, some day, some way, the flood 
control system will fail. Regretfully, the danger of flood works 
failure is always present. 

Recognizing these conditions it is recommended that the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers continue with their skillful evaluations for 
preserving the environmental unity and historic character of Ste. 
Genevieve. Perhaps a greater interchange on structural relocation 
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should be valuated. With increasing flooding in the Ste, Genevieve 
area site retention might not be in the best interest for the 
deteriorating historic structures. Relocation might be the practical 
alternative which could provide the optimum refuge for the existing 

i historic resources. Naturally in relocation every attempt should be 
made to retain and reinforce the uniqueness of the project area. In 
the intervening time the importance of community pre-flood planning, 
emergency preparedness, ar.d temporary flood control measures cannot 
be overstated. 

In the grand rush down the main road we sometimes lose sight of 
proper alternatives. The economics of mass production have overwhelmed 
the variety and frugality that arise from concerned actions. As 
repeatedly emphasized throughout your documented feasibility report, 
we must continue to preserve the best models from the past. We may 
need them again. It is with this understanding of our national historic 
needs that the relocation alternative has been offered. 

Sincerely, 

Walter L, Eschbach 
Environmental Officer 
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1024 East McCarly 
Post Oftics Box 895 

Jefterson City. Missouri 65102 

314/635-6877 
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Chairman of tbe Board 

Robert Miller 
Moberly 

President 
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Vice President 
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Secretary 

Ralph Bryant 
Jefferson City 

Treasurer 

DIRECTORS 

A. L. Brady 
Columbia 

Carolyn Bond 
Jefferson City 

Carl H. Chapman 
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Mary Clary 
Spnngfield 

W. Philip Cotton. Jr. 
St. LOUIS 

Jane F. Flynn 
Kansas City 

Nelson J . Glasgow 
Kirksville 

Mary Patricia Holmes 
Boonville 

Barbara Ida 
SL Joseph 

Fred Lafser 
Jefferson City 

Erie Uonbergar 
Clayton 

Randolph Manesa 
Doniphan 

Phyllis Maria 
St Louis 

Thomas J . Marshall 
Moberly 

Annette Morgan 
Kansas City 

Franklin W. Myers 
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Charles Rader 
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Kansas City 

Virginis Stith 
St. LOUIS 
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EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT 

Patrick H. Steele. Sr. 
Hermann 

May 3, 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Blvd. 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

Missouri Heritage Trust and the Missouri Arts Council were the 
co-sponsors of the 1982-1983 architectural survey of Ste, 
Genevieve, Missouri. Our survey team inventoried over 1,000 
buildings and found that over 400 of these buildings met Lhe 
criteria for inclusion in the National Register of Historic 
Places. 

The major portion of this significant collection is within the 
1966 National Historic Landmark District. A significant portion 
of this district falls within the flood areas as delineated on 
Plate 3 of the March 1984 Draft Feasibility Report. 

The significance of this District is national, even international 
in scale. No one can question that something must be done to 
protect and preserve this area for the benefit of present and 
future generations of Missourians and Americans. 

A standard cost-benefit analysis is simply inadequate to deal with 
the need to protect a unique cultural resource such as this 
Ste. Genevieve Landmark District. An environmentally compatible 
flood control project is essential for the preservation and 
enhancement of the irreplacable cultural resources in Ste. 
Genevieve. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick H. Steele, Sr. 
Director of Preservation Services 

cc: Dr. Osmund Overby 
Midwest Office of National Trust for Historic 
Preservation: Cheryl Ingram 

Bernard Schram 
City of Ste. Genevieve 29 
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Foundation for Restoration 
P.O. Box 88 
ste. Genevieve, MO 63670 

May 8. 1984 
Col. Gary Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Blvd. 
St. Louis, Mo/ 63101 

Dear Col. Beecht 

On behalf of the Foundation for Restoration, I wish to commend 
your office for its outstanding Flood Control study with its 
emphasis on the historic significance of Ste. Genevievoe 

We feel that this splendid report places in proper perspective 
the importance of historic preservation as an Intrinsic heritage 
unrelated to commercial value. The fact that your District 
undertook the research leading to such a conclusion displays 
a sensitivity and appreciation of our vanishing physical 
environment that is praise worthy. 

It hardly needs saying that all of us who cherish our pioneer 
town urgently support appropriate flood control for Ste. 
Genevieve as a national historic landmark. 

Anything we can do in the interest of furthering this project 
we shall do willingly. 

Meanwhile, we wish once more to express our profound gratitude 
to you and your associates for your understanding and sympathetic 
approach to our problems. 

Sineer€»ly'yours, /, A 

'Bernard K. Skihram, 
Fresident 
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1024 East McCarty 
Post Office Box 895 

Jefferson City. Missouri ^5102 
314/635-6877 m 

tsaf MISSOURI 
HERITAGE TRUST 

9 May 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Blvd. 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

As a citizen of this state, I am expressing my concern about the flood 
control program at Ste. Genevieve. 

I believe it imperative to protect the built environment so threatened 
by flooding. Ste Genevieve has such a unique place in the cultural 
heritage of our nation and our state that I urge you to consider 
changes in the existing cost-benefit criteria so that the levee project 
may be undertaken. I do not believe that a dollar amount can be applied 
to the benefits of preserving a portion of our heritage as singular as 
Ste. Genevieve. 

Sincerely, 

Helen Barnett 
Dir. Adm. Services 
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? UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ^ 

%»o'i=''' REGION Vll 
324 EAST ELEVENTH STREET 

KANSAS CITY. (MISSOURI - 64106 UHI - b41Ub 

May 10, 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech, DSA 
District Engineer 
D.S. Army Engineer District, St. Louis 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

Flood Control Study for Ste. Genevieve,  
ste. Genevieve County, Missouri 

My ataff has completed their review of the feasibility report and 
draft Environmental Impact Statement for the project Identified above. 
We have rated this project and draft statement LO-2, respectively. 
This rating means we have no significant objection to the project, how­
ever, the final EIS document should provide more specific information 
relative to the following comments. 

Levee Placement 

I Although the first iteration measures Included levee locations 
close to the comnunlty (Measures 1 thru 4), each of these measures 
afforded only partial protection and were thus rejected for further 
consideration In the plan formulation process. It Is unclear why con­
sideration was not given to a combination of these measures. It would 
seem that a single levee on or adjacent to and paralleling the railroad 
would afford sufficient levels of protection. This option would leave 
most of the floodplain outside of the levee, with a resulting reduction 
In flood height and floodplain development Impacts. 

Aquatic Resources 

We noted that discussion of the environmental setting of the 
project area concluded that North Gabouri, South Gabouri and Valle 
Spring Branch Creeks are not seriously polluted and are fairly typical 
of small streams draining agricultural areas (pages F-IO and EIS-25). 
The report also noted that although the lower reach of South Gabouri 
Creek received occasional discharge of mining wastes, this discharge 
". . . Is detrimental to the creek but Is not considered a serious 
problen." 
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However, discussions of the environmental impact of the various 
alternative plans In the draft EIS conclude that impacts on the aquatic 
resources would be minimal due to the already degraded nature of the 

:̂ ;2.8tream (pg. EIS-36). We do not believe this logic, which occurs at 
various locations in the report, is consistent with the description 
noted earlier. Neither do we believe the assessment of impacts should 
be baaed on these currently existing conditions, but should be based on 
the attainable beneficial uses of the waters. Data presented in Section 
1.2.2 of Appendix F clearly show that a significant aquatic comnunity 
exists and could be maintained within this segment of the creek. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this draft 
document. Pleaae send us three copies of- the final EIS when It is 
completed. If you need futher information about our comments, you may 
contact Lynn Krlng of my staff. He may be reached at 816-374-5593 or 
FTS 758-5593. 

Sincerely yours, 

Charies H. Hajyinlan 
Chief, Environmental Review Branch 
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St. Louis District's Response to 
United Stated Environmental Protection Agency 

Letter Dated May 10, 1984 

i l l Measures 1 through 4 flank North and South Gabouri Creeks and 
independently protect the north, center, or south parts of the 

* community. They are presented individually, but can be considered in 
various combinations. A levee alignment adjacent to the railroad 
would require gravity drains and pumps to handle flows from North and 
South Gabouri Creeks. This alignment is considered to be infeasible 
because significant ponding areas would not be available and enormous 
pump stations would be needed to handle flows frora North and South 
Gabouri Creeks when the Mississippi River is high. Plans 1, 2 and 3 
ut i l i z e very large ponding areas, 

#2 The report has been revised to comply with comments received. 
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C I T Y O F S T E . G E N E V I E V E 
165 S. FOURTH STREET STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

TELEPHONE (314) 88.3-5400 OR (314) 883-2760 

May 10, 1984 

Dave Rahubka 
St. Louis D i s t r i c t 
Corps of Engineers 
210 North 12th St. 
St. Louis, KO 63101 

Dear Dave: 

On behalf of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, I am writ i n g this l e t t e r 
regarding the Corps' Flood Control Study For Histo r i c Ste. Genevieve. 
The Co^ps i s to be commended for the e f f o r t put forth i n completing the 
comprehensive study. 

It i s obvious that the Corps has an excellent understanding of the present 
and potential future flooding problems that Ste. Genevieve i s experiencing. 
However, i t i s disappointing to learn that no action to a l l e v i a t e flooding 
can be recommended by the Corps of Engineers through the normal program 
based upon the econoraic c r i t e r i a . Despite t h i s recommendation the Study 
points out that due to the value of h i s t o r i c structures i n the community, 
there should be a Federal interest i n providing flood protection. 

Naturally, the City's position i s that a flood protection project i s 
j u s t i f i e d for the community for two basic reasons. F i r s t , thc unique 
h i s t o r i c structures i n the community are of l o c a l , regional and national 
h i s t o r i c a l significance. Of course, a normal econoraic analysis does not 
take into consideration the importance of preserving these buildings. The 
lo c a l feeling i s that any analysis that does not take the h i s t o r i c nature 
of the community into account i s incomplete. 

It seems inconsistent that s t r i c t Federal regulations'require environmental 
assessments prior to many construction projects to insure that h i s t o r i c 
archeological s i t e s are preserved, while at the same time no assistance can 
be provided i n preserving valuable h i s t o r i c structures that are intact. 
If Federal policy disregards economic analysi.'' when protecting the endangered 
" s n a i l darter", i t seems reasonable to expect that preserving s i g n i f i c a n t 
histor i c - structures should at least merit consideration. 
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The second reason to ju s t i f y Federal participation in providing flood protection 
are the number of levees that have been constructed along the Mississippi River 
by the Corps. These levees have had an impact on the amount of water that 
Ste, Genevieve receives during periods of flooding. The City's position is 
that because this construction has had a negative effect on Ste. Genevieve, the 
Corps may have a legal obligation in providing flood protection. 

Relating to the proposed levee design, i t Is understood that the plan was to 
protect against a "500 - year flood", therefore requiring a sophisticated 
pumping system, recreational areas and other " f r i l l s " . Since this "urban 

jjl̂  I design" drove the cost above the $30 million level, i t is recommended that 
an alternative that would provide lesser protection be studied, thus making 
the project more feasible. 

There la a great deal of frustration in the community over the i n f l e x i b i l i t y of 
the Corps' flood protection program. The sophisticated design and the level of 
protection have caused the project cost to be so high that i t i s not economically 
feaslbile. 

Local sentiment would be for assistance in providing protection against the thirty 
to f i f t y - year flood, rather than to be faced with the " a l l or nothing at a l l " 
Federal guidelines we are faced with. The community has taken several steps 
to minimize flood damage in the last year. The raising of Fourth Street and 
the construction of the Third Street-Levee w i l l provide a great deal of 
protection against the level of flooding we have received recently. These 
efforts have been successful because several segments of the community worked 
together for their completion. 

We plan to continue these efforts. It would be beneficial i f the Corps 
would be directed to provide a flexible, r e a l i s t i c and justifiable plan for 
flood protection. There must be alternative approaches to a $30 million 
levee system that cannot be recommended for funding. The historic value of 
Ste. Genevieve should be worth further investigation of possible flood protection 
a c t i v i t i e s . 

Sincerely, 

P h i l l i p S. Vawter 
City Administrator 
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St. Louis District's Response to 
City of Ste. Genevieve 

Letter Dated May 10, 1984 

#1 Lesser protection was studied. Several alternative levee alignments 
designed to protect to the 30-year flood plus 3 feet of freeboard and 
the 100-year flood plus 3 feet of freeboard are presented in the 
report. None of these plans were economically justified. These 
smaller levees as well as as the 500-year flood levees were designed 
using standard Corps of Engineers design criteria that require a 
substantial levee cross section, permanent pump stations, seepage 
wells, berms, concrete closure structures at roads and railroads, and 
other features where appropriate. 
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ste. Genevieve Coanty 
LEVEE DISTRICT NUMBER 3 
Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 63670 

Department of the Artjr 
8t. Louis Diatriot, Corps of Snglneera 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, maaourl 63101 

May 10, 1984 

Re: Flood Control Feaaibility Study for Ste. Genevieve 

Since its founding shortly after the devastating 
flood of 1973» Ste. Gtoevleve County Levee District 
Number 3 baa been working to aecmre flood protection • 
for the hlstcrio city of Ste. Genevieve. 

After these many years, the recent feaaibility report, 
prepared by the Oiorpa of Baglneera conoludea "that no 
Federal action by the aorpa of Engineera la warranted 
when examined under our economic Juatiflcation criteria". 

The hard work, the countleaa meetings, the atudl ea, 
the plana have only reaulted In a negative recommendation. 

The thorough. In-depth atudy concludea the benefits 
which viould result from the aelected levee plan fa l l far 
short of the conatruction coata. The membera of'this 
Levee Diatrlct cannot refute this faot. 

However, on behalf of the Lervee District, I aak 
the Gocrpa of Engineera and the United Statea Congreaa to 
conaider again the priceless atructures which may be 
loat forever if the devaatating floods continue to race 
unchecked through the hlatorle city. 

How can funding bo denied when the study Itself 
contains atatementa auch aa: "flooding of the historical 
buildings in Ste. Genevieve la a matter of local, state, 
National, and International concern". Further, the 
atudy concludes, "Historic preservation In Ste. (Fenevleve 
is in the Federal Interest". 

Qa. Behalf of Levee Diatrlct Number 3, the people of 
Ste. Gianevleve, and all who treasure tho priceless heritage 
that Is Ste. Genevieve's alone, I appeal for Federal funda 
to finance the much needed flood protection for this 
historic city. 

I further ask that this statement be mode a part 
of the official record of public comment. 

Art Schwent, 
3g Secretary 
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Colonel Gary Beech 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
St. Louis District 
210 N. Tucker Blvd./ North 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

I - am writing to support many of the recommendations 
included in Section 5 of the recently released Sie-
Geneviei/a- flood, control fe a s i b i l i t y atudy. As I understand 
from the public .neeting/ and the report i t s e l f / the 
historical value of the resources represented in Ste. 
Genevieve by the unique architecture was not given a dollar 
value in assessing the benefit-^to-cost (b/c) ratio within 
the confines of the study. 

I concur with your observations that "historical 
preservation in Ste. Genevieve is in the Federal interest 
and substantial flood protection has been found to be a 
necessary part of any general effort to protect and enhance 
the historical resource in the community." 

It is my hope that the Board of Rivers and Harbors / 
when reviewing your recommendations/ will present to 
Congress a report giving opportunity for participation by 
other federal and non-federal agencies in a flood control 
protection plan for this community. The economic 
justification cr i t e r i a used by the Corps of Engineers which 
did not include a dollar value on the French Colonial and 
other historical resources should be re-evaluated i f at a l l 
possible to include those dollar values; and the subsequent 
benefits .to the community at large by the enhanced economic 
environment for the flood-prone area. 
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Colonel Gary Beech 
May 11/ 1984 
Page Two 

I would like to commend the Corps on the detailed 
analyses given to the historical aspect/ but would certainly 
like to see options left open for participation by other 
federal agencies and a criteria being established which 
would allow for a dollar value on the items beforementioned. 
It is my opinion that i f this were done/ the possibility of 
a better b/c ratio could be projected/ and a more 
presentable package for the Congress to act upon would be in 
place. 

Thanking you for this opportunity to have input on this 
most important project/ I am 

Sincerely/ 

B i l l Emerson 
Member of Congress 

BE/lp 
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May 16, 1984 

Urban Studies Branch 
Planning Division 

Honorable B i l l Emerson 
House of Representatives 
418 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Emerson: 

Thank you for your letter of May 11, 1984 commenting on our 
draft Ste. Genevieve report. 

You are correct in your understanding that unique architectural 
and historic values were not accounted for in our economic 
benefit/cost analysis. We have coordinated extensively with 
historic interests and found no general agreement on a suitable 
technique for determining the dollar value of protecting historic 
buildings from flooding. 

In the draft Ste. Genevieve report we have attempted to 
thoroughly and professionally, but separately, address economic and 
historic concerns as they relate to flood protection. We have 
presented the economics of various flood protection plans from the 
National Economic Developraent standpoint. We have also examined the 
National Historic Landmark District at length and described the 
unique benefits of protecting this resource from flooding. It is 
our hope that this information w i l l give other Federal and 
non-Federal agencies an opportunity to provide flood protection for 
Ste. Genevieve. 

Our fi n a l report, which w i l l be forwarded to our Division 
o f f i c " in Jtme, w i l l include your letter and others so that they may 
be taken into consideration during the review process and by the 
Congress. Thank you again for your continuing interest and your 
support of our effort. 

Sincerely, 

Gary D. Beech 
Colonel, Corps bf Engineers 
District Engineer 

Copy Furnished: 

Home address 
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Colonel Gary D. Beech 
Corps of Engineers 
District Engineer 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech; 

The Ste. Genevieve, Misaouri, Feasibility Report—Flood Control 
Study, has been received and reviewed by state agencies having 
responsibilities within the area. 

The historical and recreational value of Ste. Genevieve can be 
significantly protected from flood damage only by structural 
techniques. Nonstructural flood damage reduction measures, 
although beneficial i n some locations, obviously would not 
offer proper protection for the f i r s t settlement on the west 
bank of the Mississippi River. 

/ The need for levee protection is more easily understood when 
consideration i s given to increased flooding effects caused by 
downstream and across the river levees which offer 50-year 
flood height level protection compared to the existing 10-year 
protection for Ste. Genevieve. Levee protection would be 
advantageous but no commitment of state funding is implied with 
this expression of need for the levee. 

Although located totally within Missouri, Ste. Genevieve has 
national and also international significance which indicates 
those benefits normally conaidered as "local" would indeed be 
intemational. Thia propoaal has aome unique conditions and 
therefore i t may require apecial funding considerations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OP NATURAL RESOURCES 

/-Fred Lafser 
Director 

FAL:cme 

Christopher S. Bond Governor 
Fred A. Lafser Director 43 



St. Louis D i s t r i c t ' s Response to 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources 

Letter Dated May 11, 1984 

Ul The town of Ste. Genevieve does not have "existing lO-year 
protection," The town has a few small levees that protect parts of 
the community, but unprotected areas are subject to flood damages 
from the 5-year Mississippi River flood and the 2-year floods on 
North and South Gabouri Creeks. Confusion may have arisen because 
Section 2.3,19 of the report states that an agricultural area between 
Ste. Genevieve and Kaskaskia Island i s protected by a levee that i s 
overtopped by approximately a 10-year Mississippi River flood. This 
agricultural levee does not provide protection for the town of Ste, 
Genevieve. See PLATE 2 of the MAIN REPORT. 
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UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-COLUMBIA 

May n , 1984 

College of Arts and Science 

\ 

Department of Art History and Archaeology 
109 Pickara Hall 

Columoia. Missouri 65211 
Telephone (314) 882-6711 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers 
210 .Tucker Blvd., North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

I am writing to comment on the Corps of Engineers' Flood Control Feasibility 
Study for Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, dated March 1984. I have discussed 
these conments with my colleagues in the Ste. Genevieve research project here 
at the University which is referred to in several places in your study. I 
should first of all commend your staff for their very thorough examination of 
the historic and cultural aspects of Ste. Genevieve, and their sensititivy to 
the preservation of these resources. 

The Feasibility Study rightly calls attention to the historic ambience of Ste. 
Genevieve, and to its cultural importance. In large part, this ambience is due 
to the town plan that was laid out in the 1780s, which is one of the most important 
elements of the French heritage of Ste. Genevieve. Buildings later than the 
French period are important not only in their own right as representative of 
later periods in the town's history, but also because they preserve the form of 
that original town plan, and therefore contribute to the historic French ambience 
of the conmunity. With this in mind, our architectural survey of Ste. Genevieve, 
will recommend the preservation of many nwre buildings than were previously 
identified. As the Corps' study reports, as of February 1983 we had expanded the 

^ / l i s t to 154 historic buildings of which 87 were subject to flooding. Now, as" our 
study nears completion, i t is clear that we will recommend well over 400 buildings 
for preservation, of which more than 230 are subject to flooding. 

The discussion of the attrition of historic buildings and of preservation 
opportunities in the Feasibility Study is excellent. I saw first hand the heroic 
make-shift efforts of people in Ste. Genevieve in the face of the floods of the 
past two years. Clearly flood- protection would be an important spur to private 
investment in historic preservation and lead to the enhancement of the cultural 
resources of the community. 
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Colonel Gary D. Beech 
May 11 , 1984 . 
Page 2 

Our Ste. Genevieve project has made us very aware of the significance of the 
archaeological sites, both historic and prehistoric, lying tg the east and 
south of Ste. Genevieve. The Feasibility Study also takes note of these. 
While we agree that Plan 1 best satisfies the objectives of the flood control 
study, it does not seem to offer protection to most of the archaeological area. 
We would urge that further attention be given to mitigation and protection for 
these sites. 

Osmund Overby 
Professor of Art History 

00:jc 
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St. Louis District's Response to 
University of Missouri - Columbia 

Letter Dated May 11, 1984 

111 The Feasibility Report was revised and i t notes the current findings 
of the University of Missouri project, i.e., over 400 buildings 
recommended for preservation, of which more than 230 are subject to 
flooding. However, since our study was essentially complete when the 
figures were received frora the University, these data were not 
analyzed in detail. The report shows maps and detailed flood 
information on the interim figures provided by the University, i.e., 
154 historic buildings of which 87 are subject to flooding. Any 
future consideration of flood protection for Ste. Genevieve should be 
made with the realization that.larger numbers of historic buildings 
are subject to flooding. 
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C O N S U L A T G E N E R A L D E F R A N C E 

A C H I C A G O 

May 12, 1984. 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

Mr. Gllles de la Bellelssue who 
has left for Paris for a new assignment a 
few days ago had visited the beautiful town 
of Ste. Genevieve last November. 

I was never In Ste. Genevieve myself, 
but Mr. de la Bellelssue mentioned to me several 
times that he was very much impressed by its 
scenic beauty and by the authenticity of the 
homes built there during the early French 
settlement. I also know that he had marveled 
at the fantastic restoration work that had 
been done. 

Without any doubt, Mr. de la Bellelssue 
would have endorsed any initiative and effort 
aimed at preserving a l l remants ̂ f the French 
presence in the Mlddlewest. 

Slncer 

PIERRE BERNIAHD 
ACTING CONSUL GENERAL 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Boulevard 
St. Louis, Mo. 63101 
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Chrittophar S. Bond 
Governor 

John A. Pelztr 
Commissioner 

State of Missouri 
OFFICE OF .\DMINISTRATION 

Post Office Box 809 
Jefferson City 

65102 

May 14, 1984 

Parry M, McGinnis, Director 
Division of Budget and Planning 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
D i s t r i c t Engineer 
Department of the Army 
St. Louis D i s t r i c t 
Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, M i s s o u r i 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

Subject: 84040021 - Ste. Genevieve, MO F e a s i b i l i t y Report 
Flood C o n t r o l Study f o r H i s t o r i c 

Ste. Genevieve - 80061 

The M i s s o u r i Federal Assistance Clearinghouse, i n cooperation 
with c t a t e and l o c a l agencies i n t e r e s t e d or p o s s i b l y a f f e c t e d , 
has completed the review on the above p r o j e c t a p p l i c a t i o n . 

None of the agencies involved i n the review had comments or 
recommendations to o f f e r at t h i s time. This concludes the 
Clearinghouse's review. 

A copy of t h i s l e t t e r Is to be attached to the a p p l i c a t i o n 
as evidence of compliance with the State Clearinghouse 
requirements. 

S i n c e r e l y , 

^-^^^s^^/^c^i-^^cc^' 
L o i s Pohl, Coordinator 
M i s s o u r i Clearinghouse 

LP: cm 

cc: Southeast M i s s o u r i Regional Planning Commission 
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LANDMARKS 
ASSOOAnON OF SILOUB INC 

721 Olive Street 
Room 1113 
St Louis, Missouri 631 f̂ ''-
(314) 421-6474 

May 14, 1984 

Gary D. Beech, Colonel, CE' 
District Engineer 
St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

OARD OF DIRECTORS 

!rs. Leslie Davison 
resident 

•chard L Bliss 
'Sf Wee President 

snnis G Coleman 
•icond Vice President 

alph E. Wafer 
3Cretary 

red H Perabo 
roasurer 

onald H. Bergmann 
Wardwell Buckner 

i'3 Lowell B. Denny II 
erhardi Kramer 
rs Donald Malvem 
rs. William E. Maritz 

'rs. Frederick W Martin 
arl D. Pettit III 
•saries A. Shaw 
JIS H Waninger 

OUNSELORS 

obert G. Ducker 
IS John S. Lionberger 
'S Robert O. Little 
3mund Overby 
ernon W Piper 
3ymona F Pisney 
:rs. Gladney Ross 
jsan Schmidt 
i2ve Sorkin 
atrick H. Steele. Sr. 
;. Meade Summers, 

XECUTIVEDIRECOP 

arolyn Hewes Toft 

I am pleased to be given the opportunity to comment on the 
Draft Flood Control Study for Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. It 
appears to be an excellent report and I congratulate the Corps 
for this effort. I would urge, however, that every opportunity 
to find funds for the work so essential to the protection of 
this valuable resource be fully explored. Economic justifica­
tion criteria must be weighed in light of the continued erosion 
which will result from no action. Federal involvement is not 
only warranted, i t is imperative. 

Sincerely, 

Carolyn H. Toft 

CHT:mr 
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Campbell Design Group 
Architects Engineers Planners 
Formerly Campbell &. Wieland 

May 14, 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Boulevard 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

RE: Flood Control Study 
Corps of Engineers 
City of Ste. Genevieve 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

In recent communication with Mr. P h i l l i p S. Vawter, City Administrator 
for the City of Ste. Genevieve, Missouri we learned that the Corps 
had recently completed a flood control study for Ste. Genevieve; further 
we were informed that the proposed levee cannot be recommended under 
the current cost-benefit criterion. 

In.view of the flood control protection pro.jects that have been completed, 
are now in progress, or are now being planned, the need to protect 
the unique historic d i s t r i c t in Ste. Genevieve from flooding of the 
Mississippi River i s exacerbated. 

Please include the correspondence with your fi n a l report for the 
Ste. Genevieve study as an indication of our concern that the unique, 
historic structures in Ste. Genevieve be made safe from the periodic 
flooding of the Mississippi River by whatever means that might be 
appropriate and .justified. 

Very truly yours, 

CAMPBELL DESIGN GROUP 

Principal 

JDM/c.jl 

CC: Mr. Philii-p S. Vawter 

1316 Convention Plaza St. Louis, Missouri 63103 314/231 -4747 
Horseheads, NY Kansas City, MO Alton, IL Wellsboro, PA Darmstadt, FRG 
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ME or STE. GEHETIEVE A^. 
STE. GENEVIEVE. MISSOURI 63670 

May 15, 1984 

Colonel Gary Beech 
St. Louis District Engineer 
U. S. Corps of Engineers 
210 North Tucker Blvd. 
St. Louis, m. 63101 

Dear Colonel. Beech: 

Having a sustaining interest in the ocnnercial, residential and industrial 
properties of this oannunity and area, I want you to know that I very much 
si^jport the proposed $31 million flood protection project for the ccninun-
it ^ of Ste. Genevieve. I recognize the support and effort you and the 
Corps have given this project and feel that you should be catnended for 
all the energy and effort exhibited on our behalf. 

It seems that practux:ally every year 1±e lower levels of St£. Genevieve 
are eaqosed to a flood or, equally asobad, the threat of a flood viiich 
threatens the ccmmerce, residents and numerous points of interest of this 
historic cit:y. The proposed flood protection project voiLd add significant 
value to the currently ui^rotected historical residences and historical 
treasures exposed to the horrible destructu.ve wallers. Additionally, 
not only would the tax base of this camuniliy be significantly enhanced 
by the proposed flood protection, but visitors to our historical homes 
and prestigous restaurants would no longer have to questJxan the access­
ibility of our streets during t:he popular tourist season of the year. 
It has ccme to my at1:ention that numerous interested touristzs suspect 
the historical area of our canruixity to be inaccessible months after 
tlie flooding recedes. 

Please keep up your good work and I st̂ jport your valiant effortis to 
cone to the rescue of our ccmnunlty. 

RespectftJ^ 

ilaiold J. Udifra,, 
Executu.ve Vibe President 

SeAi/mg 9*̂ 6 Community Since 1902 
54 PHONE: 314-883-3501 



Advisory .i' 
Coimcil On y:'^' 
Historic ' On 
Preservation 

The Old Post OfBce Building 
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW, #800 
Washington. DC 20004 

MAY 1 6 198-1 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
CE 
D i s t r i c t Engineer 
St'. Louis D i s t r i c t , Corps of Engineers 
Department of the Army 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

Thank you for your notice of March 23, 1984, of a public meeting and a copy 
of the Draft Flood Control F e a s i b i l i t y Study (Study) for H i s t o r i c Sainte 
Genevieve, Missouri. We have reviewed che Study and your determination 
that no Federal action by the Corps of Engineers is warranted under the 
Corps' economic j u s t i f i c a t i o n c r i t e r i a . We do not agree with this 
conclusion. 

The Study reflects your awareness of the significance of the Sainte 
Genevieve National H i s t o r i c Landmark D i s t r i c t , the Louis Bolduc House, and 
the Common F i e l d Archeological Site as well as of the danger posed to these 
properties by flooding along the M i s s i s s i p p i River and North and South 
Gabouri Creeks. The Study also i d e n t i f i e s numerous " h i s t o r i c preservation 
opportunities" and other benefits that would result from carefully designed 
flood control measures, including increased property values, new 
development on formerly flood-prone land, commmunity s p i r i t , and tourism. 

Indeed, the Study presents a convincing argument i n favor of preserving the 
h i s t o r i c resources for use by current and future generations. Having done 
so, however, the Study then simply cites implementation costs that exceed 
the assigned dollar value of the benefits as the basis for a decision to 
take no action. Given the importance of H i s t o r i c Sainte Genevieve, the 
Council questions the appropriateness of such . s t r i c t adherence to economic 
c r i t e r i a to j u s t i f y inaction. I f cost/benefit analysis must be sole basis 
for the Corps' decision, i t i s only log i c a l to i n s i s t that the economic 
values and benefits of-the resources be f a i r l y established for comparison 
wich the costs of their protection. The Study f a i l s Co do Chis, 
acknowledging ChaC ". . .no sacisfactory method of this kind exists . . 
(Vol ume Two, page E—38). 
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The Corps' decision to use only economic criteria to judge the 
appropriateness of action demands that suitably comprehensive and 
sophisticaCed methodology be used to assign vilues to benefits. At a 
minimum, such analysis should reflect such factors as the added value to 
the tax base arising from protection, the number of jobs generated, the 
annual income related to increased tourism, the amount of money already 
invested in the rehabilitation of properties and the extent to which this 
rate of investment would increase if flooding were controlled. 

On pages A-64 and E-40 of Volume Two of the Study, the Corps determines 
that taking, no action to prevent flooding at Historic Sainte Genevieve 
would constitute neglect of the National Register properties resulting in 
their deterioration or destruction, a criterion of adverse effect cited in 
the Council's regulations (36 CFR Part 800). At the same time, according 
to Table 12 (Volume One, page 9) of the Study, the Corps identifies three 
flood control plans that would protect most of the historic buildings, have 
no adverse effect on the visual and aesthetic character of the historic 
properties, enhance opportunities for rehabilitation and restoration of 
historic buildings, and be only moderately likely to affect archeological 
sites. It is our belief that more serious consideration should be given to 
implementing such plans to alleviate the adverse effects associated with 
flooding. 

As stated in the National Historic Preservation Act, it is the policy of 
the Federal government to provide leadership in preserving, restoring, and 
maintaining the historic and cultural environment of the Nation. With the 
hope that you will reconsider your decision that the subjecC protective 
measures are unwarranted, the Council stands ready to assist the Corps in 
its development of plans to proCecC historic resources from flooding. 

Thomas F. King 
* Director, Office of Cultural 

Resource Preservation 
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TERRY R, ROTTLER 
A T T O R N E Y & C O U N S E L O R A T L A W 

296 Markat Street 
P. O. Box 307 

Telepnor.e Sainte Genevieve, MlHour l 63670 
(314) 883-3793 

May 17, 1984 

Mr. Dave Rahubka 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
St. Louis District 
210 N. 12th Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Re: Ste. Genevieve Levee Proposal 

Dear Sir : 

I am a life-long resident of the City of Ste. Genevieve, Missouri and 
I now practice law in an office on the courthouse square in Ste. 
Genevieve. The City of Ste. Genevieve i s , of course, the County Seat of 
Ste. Genevieve County and the center of a l l business, industry, commerce, 
and government i n that community. As one who has invested quite a b i t of 

, . my past and hope to invest much of my future, both personal and 
professional, in that community I feel I have a vested interest i n the 
continuation of Ste. Genevieve as a viable c i t y . 

In the past few years we have experienced a number of serious, 
devastating floods which have caused significant damage to many key 
portions of our town. Most notable have been floods i n 1973, 1979 and of 
course, the most recent occurrences of December, 1982 and April, 1983. 
Those parts of town that have been reached have been seriously harmed. 
Ihe areas i n question have become somewhat of a depressed area. Many of 
those homes and buildings that were seriously damaged have not been f u l l y 
repaired. One asstimes the owners rmjst feel they have no assurance that 
further damage w i l l not be incurred later on down the l i n e . We are 
naturally quite concerned when we see the grades being shot for an 
estimate of what the 100 year flood would do to our comrmanity. 

As indicated before, my office i s right on the square and I 
apparently would have flood water on my doorstep. My office i s not a 
historic building. Ori the contrary, in i t s former l i f e i t was a 1940s 
vintage gas station. However, our community i s blessed with a large 
number of historically significant buildings. Buildings which are the 
real thing; an orginal, not a reproduction. In this day and age our 
country seeks to deal with and manage the forces of change. I have been on 
this earth for 32 years and certainly during that brief period constant, 
tuimjltuous change has been the rule rather than the exception in American 
l i f e . When has i t ever been more important to recognize and appreciate, 
understand arxi enjoy our past and our history? Probably never. Ste. 
Genevieve i s a li v i n g community which has in i t s midst a legacy from our 
forefathers. A legacy t±at"cannot really be reproduced and i s only now 
ber;inning to be properly studied and evaluated. It defies logic, i t 

57 



defies reason, to assert that that legacy has no value. Che of the 
primary reasons man i s on this earth i s to lay the groundwork and prepare 
a path for the future generations. I believe we have an obligation to our 
future generations to preserve that very path, that groundwork which was 
prepared by our predecessors. 

Certainly during your study of our project someone has brought up 
the matter of the levee at Kaskaskia and i t s potential effect of increased 
flooding in Ste. Geneveive. I need not dwell on that technical factor. 
However, the village of Kaskaskia i s not the original. The original 
village of Kaskaskia, the subject of the history books, the s i te of the 
French settlement, one of the westernmost Anerican colonial victories i n 
the Revolutionary War, l i e s beneath the Mississippi River. Perhaps the 
only remnants of that legacy i s the now famous b e l l enshrined i n the 
present village of Kaskaskia. It boggles, the mirxl to think of the 
treasures that were lost and could now be available i f that original 
village could have somehow been protected and saved from the river. 

I urge the Corps to reconsider i t s recent report recommending against 
the implementatd.on of the Ste. Genevieve Levee Project and further urge 
your agency and i t s personnel to do a l l possible to, on the contrary, 
recommend said project for prompt and expedited funding by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

TOR:nk 
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

JP-

ER 84/502 1 8 1984 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer, St. Louis District 
U.S. Army Cca-ps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Deer Colonel Beech: 

The Departinent of the Interior has reviewed the draft Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, Feasi­
bility Report, Flood Control Study for Historic Ste. Genevieve, which includes the draft 
environmental impact statement. We find that the document adequately addresses the 
significance of the historic resources in the study area and offers sound structural and 
non-structural methods to resolve further destruction of these resources by future 
Mississippi River flooding events. However, we note with some regret that application of 
the traditional Corps of Engineers (COE) cost-benefit analysis technique has resulted in a 
determination that none of the proposed methods would be economically justified. This 
determination has prompted you to recommend that no further action should be taken by 
the COE in this matter. 

As you are well aware, we feel that the national significance of the resources at Ste. 
Genevieve warrant special consideration. Since the 1960's, Ste. Genevieve has been recog­
nized as a National Historic Landmark, a status of which is awarded by the Secretary of 
the Interior only to properties that possess exceptional historic qualities as illustrations of 
this country's heritage. We appreciate the fact that the COE has attempted to arrive at a 
system for quantifying the historic value of Ste. Genevieve, but has found the task to be 
difficult. Nevertheless, we implore you to further consider applying techniques different 
from the traditional cost-benefit analysis. We further implore you to reconsider your 
recommendatiOT of no further action, recognizing that "...there are certain non-economic . 
benefits associated with presa-vation or enhancement of resources that may fully justify 
some projects" (COE Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, July 1980). We whole­
heartedly believe that flood protection for Ste. Genevieve is one of those projects. 

Sincerely, 

'yBruce Blanchard, Director 
Environmental Project Review 
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STE. GENEVIEVE COUNTY COURT 
HOURS ADRIAN J . Eh .ER, PRESIDING JUDGE 

3:30 A.M. - 12:00 NOON CARI W. ZERWIG. ASSOCIATE JUDGE 1ST DISTRICT 
MONDAYS « FRIDAYS ROMAN C. ROTH. ASSOCIATE JUDGE 2ND OISTRICT 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI 63670 

May 2h, I98U 
Colonel Gary D. Beech 
District Engineer 
St. Louis Liatrict, Corps of Engineers •> 
210 North Tucker Blvd. 
St. Lotiis, MlBBouri 631OI 

Bear Colonel Beech, 

Aa you are aware, Ste. Genevieve is a comsunity with nationally and 
intemationally inrportant historic structures. The devaatating floods 
which continue to ravage Ste. Genevieve threaten theae historic treasures. 
Two historic homes were lost in the flood of 1973. The City of Ste. Genevieve 
desperately needs protection from flooding. 

One can only place an intrinsic value on a commonity's historic impor­
tance. We firmly believe that Ste. (>enevieve's outstanding qualities present 
an opportunity for the Corps to make a specific exception to its standard 
procedures of making its judgements solely on a cost-benefit analysis. We 
further believe that your report should recommend that Congress authorize 
the Corps of Engineers to construct an environmentally compatible flood 
control project which will protect and enhance the hiatoric values of Ste. 
Genevieve. 

We appreciate the hard work and dedication of the St. Lovils Office of 
the Corps of Engineers and you in particular for the concem you have shown 
for Ste. Genevieve. 

Sincerely, 

Ste. Grenavieve County Court 

Adrian J . Ehlyr, Presiding Judge 

Carl W. Zerwig,^^8ociate^udge 

Roman C. Roth, Associate Judge 

Michael E. Bauman, Clerk of Court 
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Alliance Rancaisc-Maison Francaise dc Chicago 

P R E S I D E N T H O N O R A I R E 
.Monsieur Gill«s de I. Belleiuue 

C H A I R M A N H O N O R A I R E 
Mrs Robert D Slu.r.. Jr 

D I R E C T E U R G E N E R A L 
Monfieur Rial de Mtlof u« 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 
Mr WillUm F. d< FriM 

Mr Thomu C. Sheffield. Jr. 

Mr Henn de Vofti i 

M n . Willi im Wood Princt 

Mr David R Hamilton 

.Mr Juliu, Lewis 

30th May 1984 

Mr. Lion M. Dcspre, 
Mr. Rial de Mi lof ue 

B O A R D O F D I R E C T O R S 
Mr. Michel von Aufichnaiter 
Mr. Fraitcis I. Blair 
Mr. Patrick G. Brennan 
Mr r Kimball Brooker 
Mrs. Roben A. Brown 
Mra. William G. Brown 
Mr William F. de PriM 
.Mr. Lion M. Desprii 
Mr. Thomas F Frey 
.Miu Harriet Guhs 
Mr. David R Hamilton 
Mrs. Robert F. Hanson 
Mr R Sl.niey johnson 
Mr Julius Lewis 
Mrs. .Norman McClave III 
Mr Rial de Milofue 
.Mr Phillip L. Miller 
.Mrs John K Motz. Jr. 
Mr Patrick Or|ueil 
.Mr. Vernon J. Pellouchoud 
Mrs. Andri Saltoun 
Mr Thomat C Sheffield Jr. 
.Mrs. Edward Byron Smith 
Mrs Alfred E. Stern Jr. 
Mr James McClure Stuart 
Mr Paul H Viihny 
Mr. Henri de Vogtii 
Mr David Maswell Weil 
Mrs. William Wood-Prince 
Mr John A Zenko 

H O N O R A R Y D I R E C T O R S 
Monsieur ChariM Vaa OveritrMtMi 

Monsieur Robert H. Gayiwr 

. ^. . . . ^, 
Monsieur Pierre Jcan-FClli 

.Monsieur Jean Holzer 
CmmdCMfMaSmm 
Monsieur Jean Birard 
OtUjia. 1^.*. 

O F n C E A D M I N I S T R A T O R 
Miss Liiulsay McGuire 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
D i s t r i c t Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Boulevard North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Sir : 

I wish to express my fervent support for the 
construction of a levee to protect the town of 
Ste. Genevieve from flooding. 

Ste. Genevieve is a treasure of America's 
past. With i t s houses, buildings, and streets of 
the 18th century, i t preserves a priceless page 
of American history. There are very few of those 
pages l e f t and nona In the Midwest that can r i v a l 
Ste. Genevieve. Historians have long recognized 
i t s importance. Now the public is discovering i t 
and coming more and more numerous each year to^ 
v i s i t this s i t e , which is a shrine of Its heritage. 

A r t i c l e s have appeared in Chicago newspapers. 
We have given lectures, presented exhibits, arranged 
tours. The importance and the value of Ste. Gene­
vieve are being recognized with enthusiasm. Even 
foreign tourists and dignitaries are now asking to 
v i s i t there. After a long sleep that miraculously 
preserved Its character, Ste. Genevieve Is emerging. 
In time It w i l l take Its place as one of the treas­
ured sites of the American patrimony. It is an ac^ 
of piety to the past and the future, i t is a duty 
to preserve the history enshrined in i t s streets. 

For us representing France, Ste. Genevieve is 
truly significant. It stands as a testimony of the 
part played by France Ln building this country. It 
is a r e l i c of the alliance between our two nations, 
the oldest alliance of the United States, one of 
the most revered of France. 

(continued) 
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Alliance Erancaise-Maison Rancaise de Chicago 

> 

Colonel Gary D. Beech 
30th May 1984 
Page 2 0m 

I discovered Ste. Genevieve three years ago 
with d e l i g h t and with deep emotion. Few places 
can evoke the c o l o n i a l , part of the United States 
with such immediacy. Few places can speak so 
s t i r r i n g l y of the everyday l i v e s of the people 
who b u i l t t h i s country.out of t h e i r work, t h e i r 
b e l i e f s , and t h e i r hope for a human future. 

I ardd, therefore, my voice to those that 
have spoken i n behalf of Ste. Genevieve. You 
and the Army Corps of Engineers w i l l be gaining 
the esteem and the g r a t i t u d e of many people with 
t h i s p r o j e c t . 

jaf S i n c e r e l y yours, 

I 

R. de Melogue 
Dlree tor 
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National Trust for Historic Preservation 
MII>WES r RHCIO.VAL OFFICK -107 SOUTH DEARBORN STREET, SUITE 710 CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60(>US (.112) 3SJ-il4l9 

May 30, 1984 

Mr. Dave Rahubka 
Department of the Army 
St. Louis D i s t r i c t Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Blvd., North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Mr. Rahubka 

I am writing to oppose the recommendation of the Flood Control Study for 
Historic Ste. CenevieYe-80061, prepared by the Department of the Army, St. 
Louis D i s t r i c t Corps of Engineers. The National Trust for Historic 
Preservation fosters the preservation of the nation's diverse architectural 
and cultural heritage for a l l Americans. The Trust serves the nation by 
advocating the ethic of stewardship, strengthening l o c a l , state and national 
preservation efforts, influencing public policy and shaping the values and 
methods of preservation. The Midwest Regional Office of the National Trust 
has provided f i e l d and advisory services to the City of Ste. Genevieve, the 

» Ste. Genevieve Landmarks Commission, the Ste. Genevieve County Court and the 
Foundation for Restoration for over eight years. 

During that time Ste. Genevieve's appreciation of i t s historic resources and 
commitment to their preservation has reaulted i n a self confident community, 
with a unique identity. I t has taken positive steps to ensure that changes to 
i t s b u i l t environment are carefully evaluated and enhance i t s h i s t o r i c 
character. The community bas documented over 450 buildings worthy of 
preservation, nominated structures to the National Register of Historic 
Places, developed a preservation plan, enacted a lo c a l ordinance to review 
proposed alterations to i t s h i s t o r i c environment, and created a nonprofit 
organization to encourage the preservation of the town. Additionally, the 
community has achieved National Historic Landmark status, a di s t i n c t i o n 
conferred on those h i s t o r i c resoiurcea that have transcendent value to the 
nation as a whole and whose integrity i s not compromised. In s\im, they have 
amply demonstrated the lo c a l i n i t i a t i v e and commi tment to preservation i n both 
the public and private sector that Congress has encouraged and recognized aa 
essential to ensuring that our national heritage i s not lo s t . 

We appreciate the Corps' recognition of Ste. Genevieve's important h i s t o r i c 
resources and search for altemative methods of flood protection that would 
preserve them. Ve also imderstand the regulatory-constraints the Corp faced 
i n considering the intangible aspects of preservation wliich do not lend 
themselves to quantification and l i e outside the scope of the standard cost 
benefit analysis required i n evaluating Corps projects. We believe this 
method of analysis i s deficient and cannot accurately reflect the true value 
of hist o r i c resources nor the public benefits that accrue through the i r 
preservation. Therefore, we oppose the recommendation that no federal action 
be taken to protect Ste. Genevieve from further flooding. The cost benefit 

Headquarters Off ice: 178 i Masucbusc i i s Avenue, N.W., Wtsh ing lon . D . C 20036 <2V2) 67)-4000 
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analysis of the Corps relies on the assumption that the replacement of 
historic mid eightenth century buildings with non-historic structures erected 
i n the twentieth century cin create the same value. The assumption i s m k 
incorrect. 

i- In the National Historic Preaervation Act of 1966 and later i n the 1980 
Amendments to the Act, Congress affirmed the necessity and appropriateness of 
the ^'ederal govemment taking an agressive role i n accelerating historic 
preservation programs and giving "maximum encouragement to agencies and 
individuals undertaking preservation by private means" 16 U.S.C. 470-470t 
Ti t l e I, Sect. 101, Sect. 1B(7). The Corps recommendation does not give the 
"maximum encouragement" Congress called for because the baais for 
decisionmaking has no means of considering those very imquantifiabie aspects 
of the town that Ste. Genevieve seeks to preserve. 

Ste. Genevieve i s a fragile historic community with opportunities for future 
private investment and economic development through tourism. Owners of 
historic income producing properties i n Ste. Genevieve, l i s t e d i n the National 
Register of Historic Places are eli g i b l e for a 25% investment tax credit when 
substantial rehabilitation i s undertaken, through the Economic Recovery Tax 
Act of 1981. Private investment w i l l be discouraged however i f a resolution 
cannot be found to solve Ste. Genevieve's chronic flooding problems. 

^ Ste. Genevieve's commitment to preservation i s demonstrated, now i t i s time 
» for the federal government to demonstrate i t s commitment by giving the maximum 

encouragement i t can by considering other beneficial aspects of the project 
that just those that can be quantified. 

The National Trust recognizes Ste. Genevieve's commitment to historic 
preservation and would li k e to participate i n further deliberations on this 
project and would appreciate being informed of the progress of your review. 

Sincerely, 

Tim Turner 
Regional Director 

cc: P h i l l i p Vawter, City Administrator 
Bernard Schram, President, Foundation for Restoration 
Patrick Steele, National Trust Advisor 
William Bruning, National Trust Advisor 
Joan Dillon, National Trust Trustee ' A A 
Senator Thomas Eagleton 
Senator Joha Danforth 
Representative B i l l Emerson 
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U.NIVERSITfe LAVAL 
CITE UNIVERSITAIRE 
QUEBEC P O CANADA 

G i K 7P4 

Colonel Gary Beech, 

District Engineer, 

Army Corps of Engineers, 

210 Tucker Blvd North, 

St. Louis, Missouri, 

U.S.A., 63 101 

Quebec, le 30 mai 1984 

Colonel, 

J'ai 6t4 inform^ des demarches entreprises par certains 
de vos concitoyens k I'effet de construire une digue pour 
prot^ger le patrimoine historique de Ste-G'*nevifeve, 

Missouri. J'aimerais me joindre k. eux pour yous signaler 
tout l'2i-oropos de cette proposition qui vise k prot^ger 
I'un des beaux heritages de notre pass^. 

S*-o-G-nevifeve 6tait, en effet, autrefois, I'une des 

grandes 6tapes sur la route des voyageurs qui venaient du 

Canada pour se rendre k la N'^uvelle-Orl^ans. S~n rtile 
historique, de mSme que sa valeur actuelle de patrimoine 

aussi bien national qu'international, rendent n^cessaire ce 

projet. 

Confiant dans les suites que vous donnerez k cette 
proposition, je vous remercie de votre attention et vous 

prie d'agr^er, Colonel, 1'expression de mes sentiments les 

plus distingu^s. 

^-^rge Courville, Ph.D. 

Professeur au D^partement 

de Gtfoqraphie 
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TRANSLATION 

UNIVERSITE LAVAL 

Cite Universitaire 
Quebec, P.Q. Canada 

G1K7P4 

Quebec, 30 May 1984 

Colonel Gary Beech 
District Engineer 
Army Corps of Engineers 
210 Tucker Blvd., North 
St. Louis, MO 
U.S.A. 

Colonel, 

V I have been informed about steps undertaken by certain of your 
''•'*• fellow citizens to effect the construction of a levee to protect 

f the historic patrimony of Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. I would like 
* to join them in pointing out to you the great usefulness of this 

proposal which aims at protecting one of the beautiful (fine) herit­
ages of our past. 

In effect, Ste. Genevieve was in former times one of the major 
stops on the route of the voyagers who came from Canada on their way 
to New Orleans. Its historic role, its real value, not only as a 
national but also as an international heirloom (heritage) make this 
project a necessity. 

Trusting that you will follow through with this proposal, I 
thank you for your attention and please. Colonel, accept my very 
best regards. 

Serge Courville, Ph.D 
Professor, Department of Geography 
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BIU. EMERSON OPFICU. 
M E M B E R O F C O N G R E S S S U I T E 4 IS 

B T H D I S T R I C T . M I S S O U R I C A N N O N B U I L D I N O 

W A S H I N O T O N . D . C . a O B I B 
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A t S R I C U L T U R E 

H O U S E C O M M I T T E E O N 
I N T E R I O R A N D I N S U L A R A F F A I R S 

(Lon̂ xm of iHntteb States; 
ôu£ie of ISitpvtsitntatititsi 
aaasititngton, 20515 

THE FEDERAL BUILDINO 
S3B BROADWAV 

C A P E GIRARDEAU. MISSOURI 61701 
ai4/SSBK>IOI 

•14 FINE 

P. o. BOX a s s 

. , . 1 « « « ROLLA, MISSOURI 68401 

December 14, 1984 si4/364-a48B 

Honorable William Clark 
Secretary of the In t e r i o r 
6151 Department of the I n t e r i o r 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear 

I/km wx/Lting to you with regards to the Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 
Flood C<i)Titrol Project, which has been proposed by the Corps of 
Engineers, i^ong other things, t h i s project would provide protection 
for eighteenth century French Creole architecture i n that c i t y . 

When the Corps of Engineers prepared the study on th i s project 
i t did not take into consideration the value of the h i s t o r i c property 
that would be protected, and because of that t h i s project does not 
have what i s generally considered to be an acceptable cost to benefit 
r a t i o . However, the project enjoys widespread support and has been 
endorsed i n the past by the Department of the I n t e r i o r , I have 
enclosed a copy of that endorsement, along with others, for your 
perusal. 

I would be most appreciative i f yOu would write to the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors expressing your support for t h i s 
project. I want to cut expenditures and bring budget d e f i c i t s under 
control as much as anyone, and I am a strong supporter of the President's 
e f f o r t s to do that, but I do not want to do i t at the expense of the 
c u l t u r a l heritage of the United States. I hope that you can agree 
with me and lend your support to t h i s v i t a l project. 

Thank you very much for your consideration of th i s r e q u ^ t . Please 
c a l l upon me i f I can provide you with any further i n f o ^ ^ t i c ^ . 

^ -, S^' ^ r-, S m e r e l y , ^ 

:•> o 
' V •• ^ 

B I L L EMERSON ^ 
Member o f C o n g r e s s 

B E / s s . . -13 
E n c l o s u r e s 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
O F F I C E O F T H E C H I E F O F E N G I N E E R S 

W A S H I N G T O N . D . C . Z O S M - H i l l * 

R E P L Y TO 
ATTENTION OF: 

Planning D i v i s i o n 

TO INTERESTED PARTIES 

23 July 1985 

Enclosed f o r your i n f o r m a t i o n i s a copy of the 
F i n a l Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) on the 
Ste. Genevieve, M i s s o u r i , p r o j e c t . The FEIS i s being 
f i l e d w i t h the Environmental P r o t e c t i o n Agency pursuant -
to the N a t i o n a l Environmental P o l i c y Act of 1969 (NEPA) 
and r e g u l a t i o n s of the P r e s i d e n t ' s C o u n c i l on E n v i r o n ­
mental Q u a l i t y f o r implementing NEPA (40 CFR Parts 
1500-1508). 

A l s o enclosed are copies of the r e p o r t of the Board 
of Engineers f o r Rivers and Harbors and the proposed 
r e p o r t of the Chief of Engineers. The FEIS addresses the 
a c t i o n proposed by the Chief of Engineers. These docu­
ments are c u r r e n t l y under review by the heads of Federal 
agencies and the Governor of the State of M i s s o u r i . Upon 
r e c e i p t of t h e i r comments, the r e p o r t of the Chief of 
Engineers w i l l be completed and submitted to the 
Secretary of the Army f o r t r a n s m i t t a l to Congress. 

Any questions on the FEIS should be d i r e c t e d to the 
O f f i c e of the C h i e f of Engineers, ATTN: DAEN-CWP, 
Washington, DC 20314-1000. The o f f i c i a l c l o s i n g date i s 
iO days from the date on which the n o t i c e of a v a i l a b i l i t y 
appears i n the F e d e r a l R e g i s t e r . This c l o s i n g date may 
be somewhat l a t e r than 30 days from the date of t h i s 
l e t t e r . 

I 

S i n c e r e l y , 

Paul W. T a y l o r 
C o l o n e l , Corps of EngTneers 
Executive D i r e c t o r , Engineer S t a f f 

Enclosures 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
BOARD OF ENGINEERS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS 

KINGMAN BUILDING 
FORT BELVOIR, VIRGINIA 22060 

R E M - Y T O 
A T T E N T I O N O P : 

16 AP.P -•aflc 
BERH-PLN 

SUBJECT: Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 

Chief of Engineers 
Department of the Army 
Washington, DC 20314-1000 

Summary of Board Action 

The Board finds that improvements for flood control at Ste. 
Genevieve, Missouri, are needed, are justified on the basis of 
economics and historic preservation, and are environmentally 
acceptable. The Board concurs with the reporting officers' plan 
for construction of levees and a pumping plant to protect the 
city from Mississippi River and Gabouri Creeks floods. Estimated 
f i r s t cost for the proposed improvements is $33,580,000. Non-
Federal interests would be required to contribute an appropriate 
share toward the cost of the improvements in accordance with 
cost-sharing and financing arrangements satisfactory to the 
President and the Congress. 

Summary of Report Under Review 

1. Authority. This report is in partial response to a resolu­
tion adopted 17 June 1948 by the Committee on Public Works of the 
United States House of Representatives. The Committee requested 
the Board to review the reports on the Mississippi River between 
Coon Rapids Dam, Minnesota, and the mouth of the Ohio River, with 
a view to determining whether any modifications of the recommen­
dations contained therein are desirable at this time. The 
resolution is quoted in the District Engineer's report. 

2. Description of study area. The study area is Ste. Genevieve, 
Missouri, in the southeastern part of the state. It is on the 
right (west) bank of the Mississippi River about 50 miles south 
of St. Louis. North and South Gabouri Creeks meander through the 
city and drain into the Mississippi River. These creeks effec­
tively divide the city into thirds. Valle Spring Creek is 
located at the southeastern edge of the city within the 
Mississippi River bottomlands. 

3. Economic development. The city of Ste. Genevieve is a major 
coiranercial and service center for the surrounding area. It is 
also the seat of Ste. Genevieve County. Manufacturing, retail 
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trade, professional services, agriculture, and construction are 
the major employment sectors. Tourism resulting from the 
historic nature of the city is an important part of the economy, 
and influences several areas of employment. 

4. Historic resources. The city was established by French 
Colonists in the 18th Century and has been occupied continuously 
since that time. Its architecture has historical significance. 
The city contains one-fourth of a l l French Colonial buildings in 
North America. Its many old residences, its archives and tradi­
tions, and its historical continuity make Ste. Genevieve a living 
memorial to the settlement and development of America. Part of 
the city is a Registered National Historic Landmark, and is 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places. Continuing 
study by the University of Missouri has resulted in discovery of 
raany additional historical buildings which will be recommended 
for inclusion in the National Landmark inventory. It is also 
noteworthy that a substantial effort is being made through 
national, state, and local bodies and private interests to 
restore and preserve the structures and historic character of 
Ste. Genevieve. 

5. Existing improvements. There are no existing U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers projects m the Ste. Genevieve study area. However, 
there are Corps of Engineers levees along the Mississippi River 
within the State of Missouri and across from the study area in 
Illinois. The Corps of Engineers, in consonance with Ste. 
Genevieve officials, has developed an emergency flood-fighting 
plan involving the distribution and placement of sandbags, pumps, 
and other temporary protection measures. 

6. Problems and needs. Water resources problems and needs are 
primarily concerned with flood protection. Mississippi River 
overbank flooding and flash flooding on North and South Gabouri 
Creeks and Valle Spring Creek result in economic damage and 
disruption to the community. In addition, flooding causes 
deterioration of historic structures and inhibits restoration and 
preservation efforts. 

7. Improvements desired. The city and county governments and 
the interested public desire flood protection. Because of the 
national historic significance of Ste. Genevieve's properties, 
iseveral Federal and state agencies have also expressed support 
for an environmentally compatible flood protection plan. 

8. Alternatives considered. The District Engineer studied an 
array of structural and nonstructural measures from which he 
developed four plans that would address the flooding problem 
while not damaging the city's historic resources. 
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9. Plan of improvement. The plan selected by the District 
Engineer as being most practical for flood protection of Ste. 
Genevieve (Plan 1) consists of a system of levees, channel 
improvements, and interior drainage measures. Elements of the 
plan are: 

a. A levee that protects the city from Mississippi River 
floods. 

b. Channel widening on North and South Gabouri Creeks, six 
bridge replacements, one bridge removal and two bridge modifi­
cations, and two small levees that protect areas frora tributary 
flooding. 

c. An interior drainage system that includes ditches, 
gravity drains, and a 650 cubic feet per second pump station. 
The interior drainage systera is designed to handle flows frora 
North and South Gabouri Creeks, and from additional drainage 
areas behind the Mississippi River levee. 

d. Recreation features, such as tra i l s , ball dieunonds, and 
picnic tables, provided on lands that would be purchased for the 
flood protection plan. 

10. Economic evaluation. Based on October 1982 prices, the 
f i r s t cost of the selected plan is $31,500,000, of which 
$29,100,000 would be Federal and $2,400,000 would be non-Federal 
under traditional cost-sharing policies. Using an interest rate 
of 7-7/8 percent, and a lOO-year period for economic analysis, 
annual costs are $3,034,000, including $79,000 for operation, 
raaintenance, and major replacements. Average annual benefits 
resulting frora the selected plan are $506,000, and the benefit-
cost ratio is 0.2. 

11. Project effects. The plan would accomplish a high level of 
protection from Mississippi River floods while providing a 
reasonable level of protection frora ponding due to interior 
drainage behind the levee and frora flooding along North and South 
Gabouri Creeks. The plan would protect the historic resources in 
Ste. Genevieve, but would not adversely affect the historic 
character of the city. The plan would also meet sorae of the 
recreational needs in the area. 

a. Environmental. The plan would have minor ecological 
effects. Negative impacts on stream habitat and open lands would 
be offset by creation of marsh habitat in the borrow areas for 
the major levees. 
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b. Cultural. The project would have major and unique 
cultural resource benefits. It would protect 86 historical 
structures frora Mississippi River floods. It would also reduce 
the susceptibility of 53 historical structures to flooding on 
North and South Gabouri Creeks. With the flood protection system 
in place, historical resources would be enhanced through 
increased restoration of individual historic buildings and 
through improvements to the entire historic setting. 

c. Social. Effects of the plan include increased local 
taxes, major reduction in the personal suffering and community 
losses that accompany flooding and normal flood fight efforts, 
and improved community l i f e resulting from better use of the 
historic resources. 

12. Recommendations of the reporting officers. Although the 
District Engineer finds that provision of flood control is in the 
Federal interest and that Plan 1 best satisfies the objective of 
flood control for Ste. Genevieve, he concludes that no Federal 
action by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is warranted when the 
plan is excunined under National Economic Development (NED) 
criteria. The Division Engineer concurs with the District 
Engineer that there is Federal interest in providing flood 
protection for Ste. Genevieve and that Plan 1 is the best plan to 
provide that protection. However, the Division Engineer con­
cludes that the unique historic value of Ste. Genevieve warrants 
an exception to the NED criteria, and recommends that Plan 1 be 
authorized for implementation subject to certain items of local 
cooperation, and to cost sharing acceptable to the Congress and 
the President. 

Review by the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 

13. General. The scope of the Board's review encompassed the 
overall technical, economic, social, environmental, and policy 
aspects involved in the improvements recommended by the Division 
Engineer. The Board considered the report's conformance with the 
Water Resources Council's Economic and Environmental Principles 
and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources Implementa­
tion Studies and compliance with other applicable administrative 
and legislative policies and guidelines. The Board also con­
sidered the views of interested parties including Federal, State, 
and local agencies. 

14. Response to the Division Engineer's public notice. The 
Division Engineer issued a public notice on 15 October 1984 
stating the recommendations of the reporting officers and 
inviting public comment to the Board. Thirty letters were 
received in response to the public notice. These letters were 
from various Federal, State, and local agencies, organizations. 
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and individuals. They included the Governor of Missouri, U.S. 
Senators and Congressmen, historic preservation agencies and 
organizations, universities, and local governmental bodies. A l l 
of the correspondents stated their belief that Ste. Genevieve is 
a unique and significant historic resource having national impor­
tance. They further stated that flooding from the Mississippi 
River and North and South Gabouri Creeks was threatening the 
integrity of the historic community, and strongly supported the 
plan of flood protection recommended by the Division Engineer. 
No comments in opposition to the Division Engineer's recommenda­
tion were received. 

15. Findings and conclusions. The Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors concurs in general in the views of the reporting 
officers and the recommendation of the Division Engineer. The 
improvements are justified on the basis of economic savings and 
preservation of the unique and significant historic community. 
The proposed plan is engineeringly feasible and environmentally 
acceptable. The Board believes the plan will eliminate damages 
from overbank flooding frora a l l but very large, infrequent floods 
and will make a significant contribution to regional economy and 
social well-being. 

16. In reaching its conclusions, the Board considered other 
aspects in addition to the normal technical and economic elements 
associated with flood control projects. These included the 
significance of Ste. Genevieve as a national historic resource, 
the adverse impact of flooding on that resource, and justifica­
tion for Federal involvement in the flood protection project. 

17. Both the District Engineer's report and the Division ^ 
Engineer's supplemental report provide substantial information 
and testimony to support the national, as well as regional, 
historic significance of Ste. Genevieve. Part of the reason foi 
its being considered unique and significant is that i t has been 
occupied continuously since establishment by French colonists in 
the mid-1700's. One-fourth of North America's French colonial 
buildings are located in Ste. Genevieve. It also contains 
examples of early American architecture from 1805-1830, German 
immigrant buildings of the mid-to-late 1800's, late 19th century 
Victorian houses, and architectural development of houses and 
other buildings from 1900 to the present. Ste. Genevieve 
provides a continuity of history, immigration, and development in 
mid-America, a l l in one location. In recognition of this, the 
U.S. Department of the Interior has designated a large portion of 
Ste. Genevieve as a National Landmark District, and i t was listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places when that register 
was established by the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966. In addition. Federal, State, and local agencies responsi­
ble for overseeing preservation of historic resources have 
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provided statements supporting the National historic importance 
of Ste. Genevieve, and the need for flood control to help insure 
its preservation. Further indication of the historic s i g n i f i ­
cance of Ste. Genevieve is the approximately $6 million in funds 
that are being invested locally in preservation and restoration 
efforts by Federal, State, and local agencies and by private 
interests. 

18. The Board concludes that the City of Ste. Genevieve is a 
significant historic resource having national importance. 
Repeated flooding is having an adverse impact on this historic 
resource which is resulting in its deterioration and is inhibit­
ing restoration and preservation efforts by governmental agencies 
and private groups and individuals. Flood protection will assist 
greatly in the preservation and restoration of structutes as 
examples of historic development for future generations. The 
Board believes that preservation of the historic structures in 
Ste. Genevieve is of sufficient importance in this case to waive 
the requirement of econoraic justification for proposed projects, 
and warrants an exception to the criteria in the Water Resources 
Council's Economic and Environmental Principles and Guidelines 
for Water and Related Land Resources Implementation Studies which 
require maximization of net economic benefits. 

,19. Although i t finds that the proposed improvements for flood 
'^control at Ste. Genevieve are justified on the basis of economic 
and historic preservation benefits, the Board believes that 
special cost sharing is warranted in this case because of the 
special nature of those benefits. Such cost sharing for the 
proposed improvements should be consistent with cost sharing for 
other Federal programs for historic preservation. The Board 
notes that, in the past, historic preservation projects under 
such programs have been apportioned 50 percent Federal and 
50 percent non-Federal. Based on October 1984 price levels, the 
total f i r s t cost of the plan is estimated at $33,580,000, of 
which $16,790,000 would be Federal with 50-50 cost sharing. 
Average annual charges, based on a lOO-year period for economic 
analysis and an 8-3/8 percent interest rate, are estimated at 
$3,473,000. Average annual benefits are estimated at $539,000. 

20. The Administration's policy on water project financing and 
cost sharing is that a l l Federal water development agencies will 
continue to seek out new partnership arrangements with the states 
and other non-Federal interests in the financing and cost sharing 
of the proposed projects. Each such agency will negotiate 
reasonable financing arrangements for every project within its 
respective area of responsibility. In addition, prior commit­
ments to individual states with regard to water development 
within their borders will be considered and shall be a factor in 
negotiations leading up to project construction; and consistency 
in cost sharing for individual project purposes, with attendant 
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equity, will be sought. Project beneficiaries, not necessarily 
governmental entities, should ultimately bear a substantial part 
of the cost of a l l project development. 

21. Recommendations. Accordingly, the Board recommends that 
improvements for flood control in Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, be 
authorized for construction generally in accordance with the plan 
and recommendations of the Division Engineer, with such modifica­
tions thereof as in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers may 
be advisable, and in accordance with cost-sharing and financing 
arrangements satisfactory to the President and the Congress. The 
estimated f i r s t cost for construction is $33,580,000. This 
recommendation is raade with the provision that, prior to project 
implementation, non-Federal interests must agree to comply with 
the following requirements: 

a. Provide a l l lands, easements, rights-of-way, relocations, 
and bridge replacements, including borrow areas and disposal 
areas for excavated material determined suitable by the Chief of 
Engineers and necessary for implementation of the project; 

b. Hold and save the United States free frora damages due to 
construction, operation and raaintenance of the project, excluding 
daraages due to the fault or negligence of the United States or 
its contractors; 

c. Accept t i t l e to project lands and maintain and operate 
a l l flood control, recreational and environmental works, open to 
a l l on an equal basis and in accordance with regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Army; 

d. Provide a cash or in-kind contribution equal to 50 per­
cent of project costs for recreation; 

e. Publicize floodplain information in the area concerned, 
and provide this information to zoning and other regulatory 
agencies for their guidance and leadership in preventing unwise 
future development in the floodplain and in adopting such regula­
tions as may be necessary to insure compatibility between future 
developraent and protection levels provided by the project; 

f. At least annually notify affected interests regarding the 
limitations of the protection afforded by the project; 

g. Prescribe and enforce floodplain raanagement regulations 
for construction of significant structures that may be located in 
the floodplain such as residential and commercial structures, 
bridges, landfills, channel modifications, and other encroach­
ments that might adversely affect the hydrologic/hydraulic 
characteristics and flood-carrying capacities of the selected 
plan; and 



BERH-PLN 
SUBJECT: Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 

h. Take appropriate actions to safeguard c u l t u r a l resources 
i n the area receiving benefits from the selected plan, including 
actions to accomplish the following goals: protect, preserve and 
encourage r e s t o r a t i o n of h i s t o r i c b u i l d i n g s ; protect archaeologi­
c a l s i t e s ; continue a g r i c u l t u r a l use of the M i s s i s s i p p i River 
bottomlands currently used for open space and a g r i c u l t u r a l 
production; and preserve and improve the h i s t o r i c character i n 
the Ste. Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t through control of new 
development to insure i t s c o m p a t i b i l i t y with the h i s t o r i c 
s e t t i n g . 

22. The recommendations contained herein r e f l e c t information 
a v a i l a b l e at t h i s time and current Departmental p o l i c i e s govern­
ing formulation of i n d i v i d u a l p r o j e c t s . They do not r e f l e c t 
program and budgeting p r i o r i t i e s inherent i n the formulation of a 
national c i v i l works construction program nor the perspective of 
higher review l e v e l s w i t h i n the Executive Branch. Consequently, 
the recommendations may be modified before they are transmitted 
to the Congress as proposals for authorization and/or implementa­
t i o n funding. 

FOR THE BOARD: 

DELBRIDGE< 
Major General, 
Chairman 

8 



Julv 85 

Ste. Genevieve, Missouri Flood Control Project 

The proposed report of the chief of Engineers Is under review by the 
Governor of Mieeouri, the heads of Federal agenclcB and interested 
partiee. Comments should be sent to the Chief of Engineers. 

1. Support the Chief of Engineers and the Board of Engi neers recommends-
tione that Plan 1 be constructed. 

2. Agree with the finding ^thls project warrants an exception to the 
requirements for economic justification and maximization of net 
economic benefits. 

3. The project should be approved, authorized and constructed as quickly 
ae possible; hopefully, before the next major flood on the Mississippi 
River. 

4. Disagree with part of the findings and conclusions of the Board 
of Engineers. 50% Federal and 507. non-Federal cost sharing Is 
not appropriate because (1) Ste. Genevieve is a National treasure 
and the project will benefit the nation as a whole, (2) Ste. Genevieve 
is a small town (4,700 residents) that cannot afford a 50% local 
share and (3) the proposed project is for flood protection - it 
is not a grant to restore a historic building. 



U/icje. let. UIS s/<jî 4̂ *u*fî , 
C o l . Gary D. Beech 
Department of the Army V i i 
St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers Q l^l^H 0 
210 Tucker Boulevard, North 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear Colonel Beech: 

We received your announcement of a public meeting on the Corps of Engineers 
Flood Control F e a s i b i l i t y Study for Sainte Genevieve, Missouri, with great 
in t e r e s t , since the Sainte Genevieve H i s t o r i c D i s t r i c t i s a National H i s t o r i c 
Landmark. We noted with regret yoiu: determination that the various proposals 
i n the f e a s i b i l i t y study are economically u n j u s t i f i e d under the Corps' economic 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n c r i t e r i a , and that the Corps of Engineers should take no action 
i n t h i s matter. 

We hope that i n this case the Corps w i l l consider applying standards different 
from the t r a d i t i o n a l cost-benefit analysis techniques, i n the interest of 
protecting the nationally s i g n i f i c a n t c u l t u r a l resources of Sainte Genevieve. 
We appreciate the fact that the Corps has i n the past t r i e d to arrive at a 
system for quantifying the h i s t o r i c a l value of Sainte Genevieve and has found 
this a d i f f i c u l t task. We believe, however, that the f a i l u r e to devise such a 
system should not preclude further consideration of Corps involvement i n flood 
protection for the town. According to your f e a s i b i l i t y study, the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors i n 1980 found: 

that while projects of this nature may not be j u s t i f i e d on the 
basis of t r a d i t i o n a l economic benefit-cost c r i t e r i a , there are 
certain non-economic benefits associated with preservation or 
enhancement of resources that may f u l l y j u s t i f y some projects. 

We f e e l that the national significance of the resources at Sainte Genevieve 
warrants special consideration. Since the 1960s Sainte Genevieve has been 
recognized by the Secretary of the Interior as a National H i s t o r i c Landmark, a 
status which i s awarded only to properties that possess exceptional significance, 
as i l l u s t r a t i o n s of our national heritage, for the people of the United States 
as a whole. 

Your f e a s i b l i t y study includes a description of the Federal interest i n 
preservation i n Sainte Genevieve, prepared by the Office of Archeology and 
His t o r i c Preservation. Since that was written i n 1978, research by a team of 
University of Missouri scholars has brought to l i g h t new information about 



Sainte Genevieve. Among the important findings of the University of Missouri 
team has been that more Sainte Genevieve structiures date from the eighteenth 
century than was known from previous surveys. The team has i d e n t i f i e d several 
v e r t i c a l log structures that had been framed over, and has located examples of 
Norman truss roof framing. To date, the survey team has established that 35 
buildings i n Sainte Genevieve date from before 1803, the date of Sainte 
Genevieve's transfer to the United States by terms of the Louisiana Purchase. 
These findings indicate that Sainte Genevieve has the single largest ensemble 
of 18th-century French Colonial-style buildings i n the United States. 

Because of t h i s , and because Sainte Genevieve i l l u s t r a t e s the melding of French 
traditions from Canada and from the lower M i s s i s s i p p i Valley, we f e e l that the 
town i s of unique importance among surviving French colonial communities i n the 
United States. Many of the buildings i n New Orleans that pre-dated the period 
of U. S. control were lo s t i n two major f i r e s . Kaskaskia has been washed away 
by changes i n the course of the M i s s i s s i p p i . Nothing remains of the structures 
at Arkansas Post because of changes i n the Arkansas River, and New Madrid was 
destroyed by earthquake. Thus Sainte Genevieve has a place of singular impor­
tance among a l l surviving French colonial communities within the confines of 
the United States. 

Further, Sainte Genevieve retains a remarkable degree of h i s t o r i c a l i n t e g r i t y . 
Because St. Louis came to overshadow the town as a commercial center, the town 
has not experienced heavy commercial or i n d u s t r i a l intrusions that would o b l i t ­
erate i t s t r a d i t i o n s . I t s population has remained r e l a t i v e l y small, though the 
town flourished during the period of Spanish control, and major highways i n the 
area have gone around, rather than through, the town. Thus, Sainte Genevieve's 
o r i g i n a l settlement patterns can s t i l l be seen today. The town r e t a i n s , to a 
remarkable degree, an intact town plan and the scale and texture of i t s 18th-
century heritage. It stands today as a l i v i n g h i s t o r i c community, a material 
witness of French Colonial architecture and culture. 

We believe that the legacy of Sainte Genevieve's i n t e g r i t y and unparalleled 
Importance would j u s t i f y an exception to the Corps of Engineers' standard 
procedures for evaluating cost-benefit r a t i o s i n flood control projects. We 
hope that the Corps w i l l take t h i s opportunity to consider protecting, through 
environmentally sound flood control measures, the priceless h i s t o r i c resources 
of Sainte Genevieve. The incorporation of this statement i n your f i n a l report 
would therefore be deeply appreciated. Thank you for the opportunity to offer 
this comment. 

Sincerely, 

Jerry Rogers 
Associate Director 

Cultural Resources 



Mr. Bernard K. Schram * 
Foundation for Restoration of 

Ste. Genevieve, Inc. 
P.O, Box 88 

Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 63670 

Dear Bernie; 

I 
Thank your for the information you provided on the current status 

of Ste. Genevieve, and a copy of the Corps of Engineers' latest 

study on flood control of the Mississippi River adjacent to Ste. 
Genevieve. As you requested, the National Park Service has ::• 

:; ' v . . '•••••!" 
prepared a let te-r concerning the national significance of Ste. 

Genev i eve. ThtT' iie.Lie.t̂ wa»"»etrt--di rect \y"-%m--̂ him"€̂ fpm*'̂ i 

fingineer g—ixx»*-4mt—to-meê .-4he-Cot-̂ m'*̂  Mey \k êadl-tTtC" f UT'~" 

f̂ ifiâ ijfcHvg-iromneTrtrgL. X yt̂ Â.̂  £ 4 > ^ >̂ <CC-̂  

The status of national historic landmarks is monitored on an ? 

ongoing basis by the National Park Service Regional Offices. 4'*/ 

have forwarded copies of the information on Ste. Genevieve which 

you sent to me to Ms. Katherine Cole, of our Rocky Mountain 

Regional Office. Further information on the status of Ste. 

Genevieve should be forwarded to her at the Division of Cultural 

Resources, Rocky Mountain Regional Office, National Park Service, 

655 Parfet Street, P.O. Box 25287, Denver, Colorado. 

Sincerely, f'* 



Ernest A. Connally 

Chief Appeals Officer 

Enclosure 

cc: ^\sHPO^ 

h c c , RMRO-Cole 

Dr. Connally J / > Ot) L "̂ t > ^ U VAl 

History D i v i s i o n , F e l l e r 

FNP: 3TRAVERS:3«f3-9585: 3T disk 2, "Schram" 
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Advisory 
Coimcil On 
Historic 
Preservation 

The Old Post OfBoe Buildmg 
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW, #809 
V\^ngton. DC 20004 

SEP 2 5 1985 

E. R. Heiberg III 
Lieutenant General, DSA 
Chief of Engineers 
Washington, DC 20314 

SEF: Flood Control for Ste. Genevieve, Missouri 

Dear Gen. Heiberg: 

We appreciate receiving copies of the Final Environmental lapact Statement 
(FEIS), of the report of tbe Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, and 
of yoiir proposed report to tbe Secretary of the Amy on tbe referenced 
project. As you know, we have taken a strong interest in tbis project, and 
bave commented several times on tbe desirability of providing flood 
protection to tbe bistoric resources in Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. 

We are %n:iting now to provide some additional observations on the latest 
reports, particularly that of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors. 
Overall, we are pleased to see the Board recoranend that the outstanding 
architectural and historical values of Ste. Genevieve warrant protection 
even though economic measures do not show a quantifiable benefit. However,' 
we are dismayed by the Board's finding, contained in paragraph 19, that 
participation by the Federal government is appropriate only if local 
interests provide 50 percent of the costs of the project, or $16,790,000. 
This proportion is markedly higher tban that normally employed in flood 
control projects, which if applied here, would result in a local 
contribution of $2,400,000. 

We believe that the Board's conclusion on cost sharing essentially 
contradicts its original finding that the project is worthwhile. In 
considering this project, tbe Corps had to include tbe unquantifiabie 
heritage values of Ste. Genevieve in its customary economic assessnent of 
the benefits of the project. After weighing these values, tbe Corps 
concluded tbat the project was beneficial to the public; tbe natiooal 
heritage represented by Ste. Genevieve was valuable enough to tilt tbe 
otberwise poor benefit/cost ratio in favor of the project. But by now 
recommending that a difference cost sharing ratio be used, tbe Board is 
re-imposing a purely economic valuation oo the project. It is as if tbe 
Board were saying that the public values to be served by protecting Ste. 
Genevieve, while real, are not worth an expenditure of Federal funds, 
presumably because they cannot be quantified in dollars and cents. If 
these values are present and are sufficient to make the project beneficial 
to tbe public, we believe tbe Corps has no rationale for a less than noraal 
level of participatioa. 



Tbe Board supports its recofmBendation by citing as precedent the 50Z cost 
sharing required for tbe bistoric preservation grants funded by tbe Land 
and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF). In taking tbis as precedent, the Board 
appears to be reasoning that because tbe project is largely justified by 
the presence of bistoric properties, tbe project is a preservation rather 
than a flood control project. To us it appears tbat this is coiiq>aring 
apples and oranges. The LWCF program and tbe Corps' flood control program 
are entirely different in goals, intentions, and scope as well as in cost 
sharing ratios. For example, LWCF grants usually act as an incentive for 
the rehabilitation of an individual property, which is in private ownership 
and from which the private owner as well as the public will benefit. The 
Corps flood control program is rarely intended to protect a single property 
or a single owner's property; instead it responds to a larger, 
community-wide need that communities have difficulty responding to alone. 
In setting both these programs up, it seems logical to assume that Congress 
was aware of their differences and accordingly provided for different 
funding ratios. 

We recommend that the Corps carefully assess the inpact of requiring a 50Z 
match. Is Ste. Genevieve capable of raising $16 •illion even with the 
incentive of an equal Federal match? It may well be that Ste. Genevieve is 
unable do so, and thus such a requirement will effectively cancel the 
project. We suspect tbat this will be the case; the poor benefit/cost 
ratio of the project probably also indicates that Ste. Genevieve simply -' 
does not have the economic base to provide this amount of match. We hope' 
the Corps will not overlook this aspect of tbe Board's finding. 

We recommend that tbe project be forwarded to tbe Secretary and the 
Congress with the cost sharing formula traditionally used in flood control 
projecte. At the least, we endorse your recommendation that financing 
arrangements be determined by the President and tbe Congress. 

If we can be of any further assistance in tbis matter, please contact 
Michael Quinn at (202) 786-0505. We appreciate your consideration of these 
observations. 

Since 

ihomas F. King 
Director, Office of Cultural 
Resource Preservation 



H3417(424) 

OCT 4 1985 

MeinoranUitfn 

Tet Associate Director, Cultural Resources 

f romj^O^ Chief, Preservation Assistance Division jĝ gnê ) Qary !•. » » • 

Subject: NPi> Comments on the Corps of Eî ineers* Proposed Flood Control Plan 
for Ste. Genevieve, Mis-̂ ouri 

As requestea, PAD iias prepared comments on the latest report prepared by tbe 
Corps concerning tbe proposed flood control plan ior the Ste. Genevieve Nationai 
Historic Lancimark. These contments were prepareo in coordination with the 
eavironineatal review staff of NPS and the Secretary. The comments in thc attached 
niemoranduin will be incorporated into the Secretary's official response to the 
Secretary of the Army. 

ire â ree with aii of ti»e recommendatitxts of tt>e Ciuef of Engineers except fw 
parâ jraph 3 whicn recommends 50/50 Federal and non-Federal cost st̂ rin̂ .̂ We 
reconunend conventiondi flood control cost sharinĵ . 

Please call lean Travers on 343-y5S5 if you have questions. 

#ittacnment 

occ 400-RF (K}1>RF 
430-Keel 
»iS-Fetter. 
4^4-iiASiC FILE KETAiNtD IN 424 

FNP^JTi<AVERSttir:10/02/S5:343-9585 giravers' disk: 2 "Jerry") 



H3417(424) 

lylemorandum 

Toj Director, Office of Envkrwimental Project Review 

From: Associate Director, Pl^min^ and Development, National Park Service 

Subject: Ste. Genevieve Flood Control ER-85/ii27 

This memorandum i™:iudes tiie comments of the Cultural Resources Programs 
concernin^j the proposeo flood control measures for Ste. Genevieve, iViissouri as 
outiined in t i ^ Department of the Army, Chief of En^neers' report, the report of the 
board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, and the feasibility report of tlie District 
Engineer distributed to Federal ag^Kries for review and comment. 

We are pleased that the iioard concurs with the views and recommendations of the 
District Engineer which state that Corps of Engineer flood control improvements are 
justifiable on the i>asis of X\ye l<Mi|,-term preservation of tiie Ste. Genevieve Nationai 
Historic Landmark District. We recommend, itowever, that Congress authorize tlie 
use of traditional flood control cost siiaring fonnulas, rather than the 50 percent 
Feoerai and 50 percent non-Feoeral cost sharing recommended by the Ciiief of 
Engineers in paragrapti 3 of hb report. 

The reason given for this special cost sharing formula, as outlined in paragraph 19 of 
the Doard's report, is that cost siiaring for this project siiouid be consistent with cost 
sharing for other Federai programs for historic preservation. The flood control 
program, as outiined in tiie District Engineer's Feasibility Report, bears no similarity 
to ttie scope or purpose of Federai historic preservation grant programs. The flood 
control program will benefit the entire community of Ste. Genevieve, not just its 
historic buildings. The total cost of tiiis flood control plan is far in excess of the 
cost of the average 50 percent matdiing grant (S33,5i0,000 total first-cost of tiie 
flood control pian as compared to the average non-Federal grant match of $30,000). 
Sharing 50 pecent of the cost for this flood control project would be prohibitive for a 
town the size of Ste. Genevieve. Traditional flood control cost-sharing formulas 
developed by the Corps recognize the fiscal restraints of local c(»nmunities in 
iinpieinenting triese costly programs, we recommend this formula be considered by 
the Congress. 

/ V DAVIO a WHK3,HT 
tx:ci RMLiiO-Cofe Dr. ConnaUy, 1100 L St., Rm. 2113 

430-Keei 4U-Feiler 
4U0-RF UOi-RF 
424-iiASIC FILE RETAINED IN 424 

FNPyTRAVERSmr»i0/02/Ji5:343-95&5(aTravers' disk: 2 "Corps") 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

H34(190) 1 9 NOV 1986 

Honorable B i l l Emerson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Emerson: 

Thank you for your l e t t e r of August 5 to Secretary Hodel concerning the 
proposal for flood control measures that would protect Ste. Genevieve, 
Missouri. I apologize for the delay i n t h i s response. 

We share your concern about the h i s t o r i c resources of Ste. Genevieve 
and also believe that, i n recognition of the significance of those 
resources, the Corps of Engineers should apply standards different 
from the normal c r i t e r i a for cost-benefit analyses i n the case of the 
Ste. Genevieve flood control study. At several points i n the process 
of the Departmental review of the study, we have expressed t h i s opinion. 
Enclosed, for example, i s a l e t t e r of May 18, 1984, for your information. 

We have also enclosed a copy of the Department's recent response to 
Robert K. Dawson, Assistant Secretary of the Army for C i v i l Works. 

Please l e t us know i f we may be of further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

fSgnT P. Daniel Smith 

Assistant Secretary for Fish 
Ĉ»3H» W i l d l i f e and Parks 

Enclosures 

bcc: 6221-MIB-Secy'8 F i l e Copy 6221-MIB-Secy's RF (2) ES w/tp 
3147-MIB-FW Reg. Dir., RMR (2) Kendrick/Cole 
Reg. D i r . , MWR (2) Ketterson 400-RF (^-SAINTE GENEVIEVE (NHL) 
OOl-RF 190-RF 001-Mott 424-J. Travers 190-Pearson) 

FNP:LFeller:343-8167 :CL-86-1286:ES-24703:dl-55:8/26/86: 
Revised:FW:AFitzsimmons:dl-55:11/18/86: 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

H34(190) 1 9 NOV 1986 

Honorable Herb C, Fallert 
Missouri House of Representatives 
Room 201-C 

Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 

Dear Mr. Fallert: 

Thank you for your letter of August 20 to Secretary Hodel concerning the 
proposal for flood control measures that would protect Ste. Genevieve, 
Missouri. I apologize for the delay in this response. 

We share your concern about the historic resources of Ste. Genevieve 
and also believe that, in recognition of the significance of those 
resources, the Corps of Engineers should apply standards different 
from the normal criteria for cost-benefit analyses in the case of the 
Ste, Genevieve flood control study. At several points in the process 
of the Departmental review of the study, we have expressed this opinion. 

For your information I have enclosed a copy of a letter of May 18, 1984, 
the Department to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District 

and a copy of my letter to Robert K. Dawson, Assistant Secretary for Civil 
Works, Department of the Army. 

I have provided the above information to Representative Bill Emerson. 
If I may be of further assistance please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

p. n̂ îpl Smiffi 

ĵiĵ j)|r Assistant Secretary for Fish 
and Wildlife and Parks 

Enclosures 

bcc: 6221-MIB-Secy's File Copy 6221-MIB-Secy's RF (2) ES w/tp 
3147-MIB-FW Reg. Dir., RMR (2) Kendrick/Cole 
Reg. Dir., MWR (2) Ketterson 400-RF (5lft.-SAINTE GENEVIEVE (NHL) 
OOl-RF 190-RF 001-Mott 424-J. Travers 190-Pearson) 

FNP:(draft for Rep. Emerson u8ed):LFeller/Pearson:343-8167: 
CL-86-1374:ES-24969:dl-55:9/16/86: 
Revised: FW: AFitzsimmons :dl-55:11/18/86: 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

19 NOV 1986 
Honorable Robert K. Dawson • ^ ^ • q ' ^ 
Assistant Secretary for Civi l Works 
Department of the Army 
Ihe Pentagon, Roan 2E570 
Washington, DC 20310 

Dear Mr. Dawson; 

I have followed the progress of the Corps of Engineers Flood Control Study for 
Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, with great interest, since the Ste. Genevieve His­
toric District is a National Historic Landraark. I have been informed that, at 
present, the Chief of Engineers has concluded that the various altematives 
in the feasibility study are not economically justifiable under the Corps' 
National Economic Development plan criteria, and that the Corps of Engineers 
should take no action in this matter. I ask that you reconsider that position. 

1 hĉ je that you wil l give serious consideration to the reccxtmendation of the 
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors and the Division Engineer in this 
case. Both concluded that the unique qualities of Ste. Genevieve would justify 
an exception to the standard cost-benefit analysis techniques, in the interest 
of protecting the nationally significant historic resources of the ccraninity. 
We appreciate the fact that the Corps has in the past tried to arrive at a 
system for quantifying the historical values of Ste. Genevieve and has found 
this a difficult task. Hcwever, the failure to devise such a system should not 
preclude further consideration of Corps involvement in protecting the town fron 
flooding. According to the feasibility study, the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors in 1980 found: 

that while projects of this nature raay not be justified on the basis 
of traditional economic benefit-cost criteria, there are certain non-
economic benefits associated with preservation or enhancenient of 
resources that may fully justify some projects. 

At Ste. Genevieve, you are considering a project that warrants exceptional 
measures. Since the 1960s, the Ste. Genevieve historic district has been 
recognized as a National Historic Landmark, a status which is awarded only to 
prc^jerties that possess exceptional significance, in illustrating our national 
heritage, for the people of the United States as a whole. 

The feasibility study includes a description of the Federal interest in 
preservation at Ste. Genevieve prepared by the National Park Service Office of 
Archeology and Historic Preservation. In the years since that was written in 
1978, a team of University of Missouri scholars has uncovered new information 
about Ste. Genevieve. Among the important findings of the team has been that 
more Ste. Genevieve structures date fron the eighteenth century than was known 
from previous surveys. The team has identified several vertical log structures 



that had been framed over, and has located exaraples of Norman truss roof framing. 
The survey teara has established that 35 buildings in Ste. Genevieve date fron 
before 1803. These findings indicate that Ste. Genevieve has the single largest 
ensemble of 18th-century French colonial-style buildings in the U. S. 

Because of this, and because Ste. Genevieve illustrates the melding of French 
traditions frora Canada and from the lower Mississippi Valley, we feel that the 
town is of unique ittpDrtance among surviving French colonial ccrmunities in the 
U. S. Many of the buildings in New Orleans that predated the period of U. S. 
control were lost in two major fires. Kaskaskia has been washed away through 
changes in the course of the Mississippi. Nothing remains of the structures at 
Arkansas Post because of changes in the Arkansas River, and New Madrid was 
destroyed by earthquake. Ste. Genevieve is therefore of great significance 
among a l l surviving French colonial cotimunities within the confines of the U. S. 

Further, Ste. Genevieve retains a ranarkable degree of historical integrity. 
Because St. Louis came to overshadow the town as a ccxtitercial center, the town 
has not experienced heavy comnercial or industrial intrusions that would 
obliterate its traditions. Its population has remained relatively small, 
and major highways in the area have gone around, rather than through, the town. 
Thus, Ste. Genevieve's original settlement pattems can s t i l l be seen today. 
The town retains, to a remarkable degree, an intact town plan and the scale amd 
texture of its 18th-century heritage. It stands today as a living historic 
ccramunity, testifying to the influence of French architecture and culture. 

I believe that the legacy of Ste. Genevieve's historic structures fully merits 
an exception to the Corps of Engineers' standard procedures for evaluating 
cost-benefit ratios in flood control projects. I hope that you w i l l take this 
opportunity to consider protecting, through environmentally sound measures, the 
priceless historic resources of Ste. Genevieve. They are a significant part of 
the heritage of a l l Americans. 

Sincerely, 

TSgn/ P. Daniel Smith" 

Assistant Secretary for 
Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

bcc: Honorable B i l l Emerson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

cc: ES (8) FW (2) 190 Congressional Liaison Regional Director (RMRO)(1200) 
Regional Director (MWRO)(6000) Greg Kendrick (RMRO)(1200) 
Andy Ketterson (MWRD)(6000) Kate Cole (RMRO)(1200) Jean Travers (424)(6321) 
Dr. Emest Connally (424)(2113) 001 Reading File 400 Reading File 
418 SAINTE GENEVIEVE (NHL) 

ŶT|-̂]lo,-.ori-n»-9l-ftfi FELLER DISC NO. 19, It&a. No. 20 



United States Department of the Interior PIBDES! 
r •mini • 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

H34 (RMR-PR) 

NATIONAL P A R K SERVICE 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGIONAL OFFICE 

12795 W. Alameda Parkway 
P.O. Box 25287 

Denver, Colorado 80225-0287 

l£P 2 6 1890 

Memorandum 

To: Chief, Technical Preservation Services, Preservation Assistance 
Division, WASO-424 

From: Chief, Branch of National Preservation Programs, Division of Cultural 
Resources, Rocky Mountain Region 

Subject: National H i s t o r i c Landmarks Condition Assessment Reports 

Enclosed please f i n d f i n a l copies of the report for the Delassus House Condition 
Assessment Report. A floppy disk containing the report i s also enclosed. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Robert Spude of th i s o f f i c e at 
FTS 327-2875. 

Robert L. Spude 

Enclosure 



"RICyARD A. GEPHARDT 
THIRD DISTRICT, MISSOURI 

D E M O C R A T I C L E A D E R 

Congres^s; of tfte Winitth ^taM 
ôusfe of î epresientattbesf 

3i®a£rt)mgton. M€ 20515-2503 

May 5, 1997 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 
1226 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON. DC 20515-2503 

PHONE: 1202) 225-2671 

e-mail: gephardt@hr.house.gov 

DISTRICT O F F I C E S : 

11140 SOUTH T O W N E SQUARE 

R O O M 201 

ST. LOUIS, M O 63123 

PHONE: (314) 894-3400 

998 E. G A N N O N DR. 

P.O. Box 392 
FESTUS, M O 63028 

PHONE: (314) 937-6399 

Ms. Carol Shull 
Chief, National Historic Landmarks Survey 
Keeper of the National Register 
National Park Service 
P.O. Box 37127 
Washington, D.C. 20013-7127 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

I am writing with regard to the Old Louisiana Academy in Ste. Genevieve, Missouri. As you 
may know, there is currently an effort to have the Old Academy declared a National Landmark. 

The Academy is a large limestone structure built on the most prominent hill in the old colonial 
village of Ste. Genevieve. The Academy, constructed in 1808, was the first public school in the 
Louisiana Territory. The Academy's progressive charter called for the education of all children. 
This unprecedented example of free education for the poor and Indian population set a standard 
for the Public School System west of the Mississippi. 

The Academy was willed to the Ste. Genevieve School District in 1940. Later, the State of 
Missouri accepted title to the dilapidated property with the intention of creating a museum. 
Unfortunately, the State could not secure necessary funding for the restoration. 

Through the dedication and commitment of Mr. Tim Conley the school is undergoing a massive 
restoration and preservation project. A National Landmark designation will help to ensure that 
future generations will be able to fully appreciate the school's historic architecture and its 
invaluable contribution to our system of public education. I hope that you give the Old Louisiana 
Academy your full and fair consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Gephardt 
House Democratic Leader 



MAY 23 1997 

H34(2280) 

Honorable Richard A. Gephardt 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. CJephardt: 

Thank you for your recent letter conceming the Old Louisiana Academy in St. Genevieve, Missouri. 

As you know, the St. Genevieve Historic District has been a National Historic Landinark since 1960. The 
documentation on tfae district needs to be updated to incorporate the results of additional research and the 
discovery of archival material both in St. Genevieve and at the Missouri Historical Society in St. Louis and 
to account for changes that have occurred in the district since the time of designation. The Great Plains 
Systems Support Office of the National Park Service is planning to prepare up to date documentation on 
the district. When it is completed we can provide more authoritative information on the district and 
individual buildings in St. Genevieve. In tibe meantime, we recommend tfaat Mr. Tim Conley consult 
Ms. Racfael Weeldey of tfaat office to discuss tfae academy building. Sfae can be reached by telephone at 
(402) 221-3921. We also suggest tfaat fae contact faistorians Susan Flader and Osmund Overby at tfae 
University of Missouri, wfao faave studied St. Genevieve. In addition, tfae Missouri State Historic 
Preservation Officer may be able to provide information. His address and telephone number are: 

Mr. David A. Short 
Director, Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 
(314) 751-4732 

We appreciate your interest in tfae National Historic Landmarks Program. 

Sincerely, 

/s/ Katherine Stevenson 

Katfaerine H. Stevenson 
Associate Director, Cultural Resource 

StBwardsfaip and Partnerships 

cc: Mr. David A. Sfaorr (w/c incoming) 
Director, Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 

bcc: 6050 Rachel Weekley 
0001 2200 Stevenson 2280 Shull/Pitts 
2280 ST. GENEVIEVE HISTORIC DISTRICT (NHL) 
2605 ecu 

FNP:CSfaull/CPitts:mg:5/20/97:F:\NR-NHL\GEPHARDT 



' Author: Rachel Franklin Weekley at NP-MWRO 
Date; 7/9/97 10:55 AM 
Priority: Normal 
CC: Carolyn Pitts at NP-WASO-NRHE 
CC: Patty Henry at NP-WASO-NRHE 
TO: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 
CC: Carol Shull at NP-WASO-NRHE 
CC: Craig Kenkel 
Subject: Re: Old Louisiana Academy Proposed NHL 

Message Contents 

Good Morning, Robie: 

Thank you for apprising me of your involvement in Mr. Conley's 
efforts to obtain individual NHL designation for his Old Academy 
Building, I have attached your original message below for reference. 
I was contacted by Caroline Pitts and Carol Shull several weeks ago 
regarding Mr. Conley's request for assistance, and was not aware that 
you had already spoken with him. I understand that he had appealed to 
Rep. Dick Gephardt's office for assistance and the matter was deferred 
to the GPSO for response and assistance from us "in the field." 
Conley sent a packet of photocopied materials which document the rich 
history of this building and the establishment of this "first" 
educational facility west of the Mississippi. He provided a 1.5 page 
memo which outlines and briefly references original documents, and 
provided photocopies of those documents. He first sent them to the 
Missouri SHPO and they forwarded them to me, per my request. I was 
unaware that you also were involved in the preparation of this 
nomination and don't understand why he didn't send a copy to you. 

I heartily agree that we need to make a preliminary assessment of 
this property's potential national significance before the nomination 
is drafted. Who determines, however, what "adequate recognition" is, 
in terms of its current NHL status as a contributing element within a 
larger district, or as on an individual basis ?? The Ste. Genevieve 
district lacks documented boundaries and suffers from loss of 
integrity because of the 1993 flood and subsequent demolition. In 
recent years, resources within the loosely-defined, 1970 Ste. 
Genevieve boundaries did not receive "adequate recognition" or 
adequate protection. Apparently, some resources were lost or denied 
funding assistance for rehabilitation because their owners could not 
prove definitively that their property lay within the Ste. Genevieve 
boundaries. While this bridges a separate issue, i t pertains because 
Mr. Conley is trying to guarantee that his property will receive 
"adequate recognition" and protection through individual designation. 

Before this process advances too far, I would like to determine 
what my role is in this specific nomination. I monitor 80 NHLs in 3 
states, direct and review HABS/HAER mitigation documentation for those 
states, oversee surplus property transfers, and conduct historical 
research and write book-length studies for park units. My time, as is 
everyone's, is finite, but my workload continually expands. I was 
brought into this process by Carol Shull and Carolyn Pitts. Indeed, I 
did send Mr. Conley a copy of the draft bulletin on the NHL nomination 
process, as i t was the only document I had to offer him. Carol Shull 
indicated that I held the responsibility of helping Mr. Conley prepare 
his nomination and I acted accordingly. Conley also received an 
electronic copy of the NHL nomination form, which Beth Boland 



graciously sent to me. I obtained the NHL theme l i s t from B i l l 
Nelligan, a colleague in the GLSO, who had received i t , earlier this 
year, from Patty Henry. Although you report that these were 
associated with an NHL publication nearly 40 years old, they are 
themes which have been documented and supported with individual 
nominations. While we did not know of their origin, i t seems apparent 
that they are useful as a record of themes that have been documented 
in the past. In fact, we also reference the relatively ancient NHL 
theme studies which were completed in the mid-20th century. Ste. 
Genevieve was designated on the basis of one of these old theme 
studies and I understand that boundary revisions and new nominations 
must at least address the case for national significance which that 
theme study provides. 

We in the Midwest were very pleased to receive an up-dated l i s t of 
themes at the recent NHL workshop in Washington. The regions and 
field offices need this type of information and we need to be able to 
access i t (juickly. We are very grateful that the NHL program has 
broadened its scope and involvement by working to provide a 
preparatory bulletin, a functional and accessible database, and by 
applying the greatly improved 1990 thematic frsunework to new 
nominations and theme studies. 

Thank you, Robie, for letting me know of your involvement in the 
potential nomination of the Old Academy Building. I, in turn, wish to 
better understand the nomination and review process, as administered 
by the Washington NHL program and my role in i t . 

Rachel. 

Reply Separator 
Subject: Old Louisiana Academy Proposed NHL 
Author: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 
Date: 7/8/97 1:36 PM 

Rachel: 

I see that Timothy Conley contacted you about possible 
NHL nomination for the Old Louisiana Academy. I don't know 
whether he mentioned i t , but we had a long telephone 
conversation about this a few months back. At that time I 
encouraged him to draft and send me a paragraph or more that 
would support a claim for individual designation, national 
significance, and high integrity. He was to do this before 
undertaking a complete nomination. I think this is the 
better way to go in case we conclude that the property 
already has adequate recognition as a contributing resource 
within the larger NHL district. If you have received such 
information I would appreciate the opportunity to review i t . 

Your letter indicates that you sent him a copy of the draft 
NHL bulletin. Since that draft was sent out for internal 
review I ask that you not circulate i t until i t is approved 
for broader distribution. Your letter also stated that you 
provided Conley additional information on NHL themes and 
contexts. It took me a while to realize that you were 
referring to themes associated with an NHL publication 
nearly 40 years old. While such information is useful to 
review, the more contemporary 1987 version of the NHL 
thematic outline allows for a more current comparative 
evaluation. Once the kinks are ironed out of the new NHL 
database, and accurate data is entered into i t , a truly 



comparative l i s t of related NHLs w i l l be possible. Even 
s t i l l , we should remember that even an accurate l i s t of NHLs 
associated with a par t i c u l a r NHL theme are not the only 
properties that should be compared to potential NHLs. 
F i n a l l y , the o f f i c i a l NHL themes (which many find less 
useful for comparative evaluation purposes) i s the 1990s 
revised version. 

Please keep me updated. 

Robie 



[4] From: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 7/8/97 11:25AM (2417 bytes: 39 In) 
To: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO 
CC: Carolyn P i t t s , P a t t y Henry 
bcc: Robie Lange 
Subject: Old L o u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 
Draft message 

Message Contents 
Rachel: 

I see that Timothy Conley contacted you about p o s s i b l e 
NHL nomination f o r the Old L o u i s i a n a Academy. I don't know 
whether he mentioned i t , but we had a long telephone 
conversation about t h i s a few months back. At that time I 
encouraged him to d r a f t and send me a paragraph or more 
that would support a c l a i m f o r i n d i v i d u a l d e s i g n a t i o n , 
n a t i o n a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , and high i n t e g r i t y . He was to do 
t h i s before undertaking a complete nomination. I t h i n k t h i s 
i s the b e t t e r way to go i n case we conclude that the 
property already has adequate r e c o g n i t i o n as a c o n t r i b u t i n g 
resource w i t h i n the l a r g e r NHL d i s t r i c t . I f you have 
re c e i v e d such information I would appreciate the oppo r t u n i t y 
to review i t . 

Your l e t t e r i n d i c a t e s that you sent him a copy of the d r a f t 
NHL b u l l e t i n . Since that d r a f t was sent out f o r i n t e r n a l 
review I ask that you not c i r c u l a t e i t u n t i l i t i s approved 
f o r broader d i s t r i b u t i o n . Your l e t t e r a l s o s t a t e d that you 
provided Conley a d d i t i o n a l information on NHL themes and 
contexts. I t took me a while to r e a l i z e that you were 
r e f e r r i n g to themes ass o c i a t e d w i t h an NHL p u b l i c a t i o n 
n e a r l y 4 0 years o l d . While such inform a t i o n i s u s e f u l t o 
review, the more contemporary 1987 v e r s i o n of the NHL 
thematic o u t l i n e allows f o r a more current comparative 
e v a l u a t i o n . Once the kinks are ironed out of the new NHL 
database, and accurate data i s entered i n t o i t , a t r u l y 
comparative l i s t of r e l a t e d NHLs w i l l be p o s s i b l e . Even 
s t i l l , we should remember that even an accurate l i s t of NHLs 
as s o c i a t e d w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r NHL theme are not the only 
p r o p e r t i e s that should be compared to p o t e n t i a l NHLs. 
F i n a l l y , the o f f i c i a l NHL themes (which many f i n d l e s s 
u s e f u l f o r comparative e v a l u a t i o n purposes) i s the 1990s 
r e v i s e d v e r s i o n . 

Please keep me updated. 

Robie 



[6] From: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO 7/9/97 10:55AM (8456 bytes: 1 In) 
To: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 
cc: Carolyn P i t t s at NP-WASO-NRHE, Patty Henry at NP-WASO-NRHE, Carol S h u l l at 
NP-WASO-NRHE, Cr a i g Kenkel 

Subject: Re: Old Louisiana Academy Proposed NHL 
Message Contents 

Good Morning, Robie: 

Thank you f o r a p p r i s i n g me of your involvement i n Mr. Conley's 
e f f o r t s to obta i n i n d i v i d u a l NHL designation f o r h i s Old Academy 
B u i l d i n g , I have attached your o r i g i n a l message below f o r reference. 
I was contacted by C a r o l i n e P i t t s and Carol S h u l l s e v e r a l weeks ago 
regarding Mr. Conley's request f o r as s i s t a n c e , and was not aware that 
you had already spoken w i t h him. I understand that he had appealed to 
Rep. Dick Gephardt's o f f i c e f o r ass i s t a n c e and the matter was def e r r e d 
to the GPSO f o r response and a s s i s t a n c e from us " i n the f i e l d . " 
Conley sent a packet of photocopied m a t e r i a l s which document the r i c h 
h i s t o r y of t h i s b u i l d i n g and the establishment of t h i s " f i r s t " 
e d ucational f a c i l i t y west of the M i s s i s s i p p i . He provided a 1.5 page 
memo which o u t l i n e s and b r i e f l y references o r i g i n a l documents, and 
provided photocopies of those documents. He f i r s t sent them to the 
M i s s o u r i SHPO and they forwarded them to me, per my request. I was 
unaware that you a l s o were i n v o l v e d i n the p r e p a r a t i o n of t h i s 
nomination and don't understand why he didn't send a copy to you. 

I h e a r t i l y agree that we need to make a p r e l i m i n a r y assessment of 
t h i s property's p o t e n t i a l n a t i o n a l s i g n i f i c a n c e before the nomination 
i s d r a f t e d . Who determines, however, what "adequate r e c o g n i t i o n " i s , 
i n terms of i t s current NHL st a t u s as a c o n t r i b u t i n g element w i t h i n a 
l a r g e r d i s t r i c t , or as on an i n d i v i d u a l basis ?? The Ste. Genevieve 
d i s t r i c t l a c k s documented boundaries and s u f f e r s from l o s s of 
i n t e g r i t y because of the 1993 f l o o d and subsequent demolition. In 
recent years, resources w i t h i n the l o o s e l y - d e f i n e d , 1970 Ste. 
Genevieve boundaries d i d not r e c e i v e "adequate r e c o g n i t i o n " or 
adequate p r o t e c t i o n . Apparently, some resources were l o s t or denied 
funding a s s i s t a n c e f o r r e h a b i l i t a t i o n because t h e i r owners could not 
prove d e f i n i t i v e l y that t h e i r property l a y w i t h i n the Ste. Genevieve 
boundaries. While t h i s bridges a separate issue, i t p e r t a i n s because 
Mr. Conley i s t r y i n g to guarantee that h i s property w i l l r e c e i v e 
"adequate r e c o g n i t i o n " and p r o t e c t i o n through i n d i v i d u a l d e s i g n a t i o n . 

Before t h i s process advances too f a r , I would l i k e to determine 
what my r o l e i s i n t h i s s p e c i f i c nomination. I monitor 80 NHLs i n 3 
st a t e s , d i r e c t and review HABS/HAER m i t i g a t i o n documentation f o r those 
s t a t e s , oversee surplus p r o p e r t y t r a n s f e r s , and conduct h i s t o r i c a l 
research and w r i t e book-length s t u d i e s f o r park u n i t s . My time, as i s 
everyone's, i s f i n i t e , but my workload c o n t i n u a l l y expands. I was 
brought i n t o t h i s process by Carol S h u l l and Carolyn P i t t s . Indeed, I 
di d send Mr. Conley a copy of the d r a f t b u l l e t i n on the NHL nomination 
process, as i t was the o n l y document I had to o f f e r him. Carol S h u l l 
i n d i c a t e d that I hel d the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of he l p i n g Mr. Conley prepare 
h i s nomination and I acted a c c o r d i n g l y . Conley a l s o r e c e i v e d an 
e l e c t r o n i c copy of the NHL nomination form, which Beth Boland 
g r a c i o u s l y sent to me. I obtained the NHL theme l i s t from B i l l 
N e l l i g a n , a colleague i n the GLSO, who had received i t , e a r l i e r t h i s 
year, from P a t t y Henry. Although you report that these were 
a s s o c i a t e d w i t h an NHL p u b l i c a t i o n n e a r l y 40 years o l d , they are 
themes which have been documented and supported w i t h i n d i v i d u a l 
nominations. While we d i d not know of t h e i r o r i g i n , i t seems apparent 
that they are u s e f u l as a rec o r d of themes that have been documented 
i n the past. In f a c t , we a l s o reference the r e l a t i v e l y ancient NHL 
theme s t u d i e s which were completed i n the mid-2Oth century. Ste. 



Genevieve was designated on the b a s i s of one of these o l d theme 
stud i e s and I understand that boundary r e v i s i o n s and new nominations 
must at l e a s t address the case f o r n a t i o n a l s i g n i f i c a n c e which that 
theme study p r o v i d e s . 

We i n the Midwest were very pleased to receive an up-dated l i s t of 
themes at the recent NHL workshop i n Washington. The regions and 
f i e l d o f f i c e s need t h i s type of information and we need to be able to 
access i t q u i c k l y . We are very g r a t e f u l that the NHL program has 
broadened i t s scope and involvement by working to provide a 
preparatory b u l l e t i n , a f u n c t i o n a l and a c c e s s i b l e database, and by 
applying the g r e a t l y improved 1990 thematic framework to new 
nominations and theme s t u d i e s . 

Thank you, Robie, f o r l e t t i n g me know of your involvement i n the 
p o t e n t i a l nomination of the Old Academy B u i l d i n g . I, i n tu r n , wish to 
b e t t e r understand the nomination and review process, as administered 
by the Washington NHL program and my r o l e i n i t . 

Rachel. 

Reply Separator 
Subject: Old L o u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 
Author: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 
Date: 7/8/97 1:36 PM 

Rachel; 

I see tha t Timothy Conley contacted you about p o s s i b l e 
NHL nomination f o r the Old Louis i a n a Academy. I don't know 
whether he mentioned i t , but we had a long telephone 
co n v e r s a t i o n about t h i s a few months back. At that time I 
encouraged him to d r a f t and send me a paragraph or more that 
would support a claim f o r i n d i v i d u a l d esignation, n a t i o n a l 
s i g n i f i c a n c e , and high i n t e g r i t y . He was to do t h i s before 
undertaking a complete nomination. I th i n k t h i s i s the 
b e t t e r way to go i n case we conclude that the p r o p e r t y 
already has adequate r e c o g n i t i o n as a c o n t r i b u t i n g resource 
w i t h i n the l a r g e r NHL d i s t r i c t . I f you have r e c e i v e d such 
i n f o r m a t i o n I would appreciate the opportunity to review i t . 

Your l e t t e r i n d i c a t e s that you sent him a copy of the d r a f t 
NHL b u l l e t i n . Since that d r a f t was sent out f o r i n t e r n a l 
review I ask that you not c i r c u l a t e i t u n t i l i t i s approved 
f o r broader d i s t r i b u t i o n . Your l e t t e r a l s o s t a t e d that you 
provided Conley a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n on NHL themes and 
contexts. I t took me a while to r e a l i z e that you were 
r e f e r r i n g to themes as s o c i a t e d w i t h an NHL p u b l i c a t i o n 
n e a r l y 40 years o l d . While such information i s u s e f u l to 
review, the more contemporary 1987 v e r s i o n of the NHL 
thematic o u t l i n e allows f o r a raore current comparative 
e v a l u a t i o n . Once the kinks are ironed out of the new NHL 
database, and accurate data i s entered i n t o i t , a t r u l y 
comparative l i s t of r e l a t e d NHLs w i l l be p o s s i b l e . Even 
s t i l l , we should remember that even an accurate l i s t of NHLs 
as s o c i a t e d w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r NHL theme are not the on l y 
p r o p e r t i e s that should be corapared to p o t e n t i a l NHLs. 
F i n a l l y , the o f f i c i a l NHL themes (which many f i n d l e s s 
u s e f u l f o r comparative e v a l u a t i o n purposes) i s the 1990s 
r e v i s e d v e r s i o n . 

Please keep me updated. 



[10] From: Robie Lange at NP-WASO-NRHE 7/8/97 l:36PM (2431 bytes: 39 In) 
To: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO 
cc: Carolyn P i t t s , Patty Henry 
Subject: Old L o u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 

Message Contents 
Rachel: 

I see that Timothy Conley contacted you about p o s s i b l e 
NHL nomination f o r the Old Louisi a n a Academy. I don't know 
whether he mentioned i t , but we had a long telephone 
conversation about t h i s a few months back. At that time I 
encouraged him to d r a f t and send me a paragraph or more 
that would support a c l a i m f o r i n d i v i d u a l designation, 
n a t i o n a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , and high i n t e g r i t y . He was to do 
t h i s before undertaking a complete nomination. I th i n k t h i s 
i s the b e t t e r way to go i n case we conclude that the 
property already has adequate r e c o g n i t i o n as a c o n t r i b u t i n g 
resource w i t h i n the l a r g e r NHL d i s t r i c t . I f you have 
recei v e d such inform a t i o n I would appreciate the op p o r t m i i t y 
to review i t . 

Your l e t t e r i n d i c a t e s t h a t you sent him a copy of the d r a f t 
NHL b u l l e t i n . Since that d r a f t was sent out f o r i n t e r n a l 
review I ask that you not c i r c u l a t e i t u n t i l i t i s approved 
f o r broader d i s t r i b u t i o n . Your l e t t e r a l s o s t a t e d that you 
provided Conley a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n on NHL themes and 
contexts. I t took me a while to r e a l i z e that you were 
r e f e r r i n g to themes as s o c i a t e d with an NHL p u b l i c a t i o n 
n e a r l y 40 years o l d . While such inform a t i o n i s u s e f u l to 
review, the more contemporary 1987 v e r s i o n of the NHL 
thematic o u t l i n e allows f o r a more current comparative 
e v a l u a t i o n . Once the kinks are ironed out of the new NHL 
database, and accurate data i s entered i n t o i t , a t r u l y 
comparative l i s t of r e l a t e d NHLs w i l l be p o s s i b l e . Even 
s t i l l , we should remember that even an accurate l i s t of NHLs 
asso c i a t e d w i t h a p a r t i c u l a r NHL theme are not the only 
p r o p e r t i e s that should be compared to p o t e n t i a l NHLs. 
F i n a l l y , the o f f i c i a l NHL themes (which many f i n d l e s s 
u s e f u l f o r comparative e v a l u a t i o n purposes) i s the 1990s 
r e v i s e d v e r s i o n . 

Please keep me updated. 

Robie 



[40] From: Carol S h u l l at NP-WASO-NRHE 7/17/97 7:20PM (608 bytes: 5 In) 
To: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO, Robie Lange 
cc: Carolyn P i t t s , P a t t y Henry, C r a i g Kenkel at NP-MWRO 
Subject: Re[2]: Old L o u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 

Message Contents 
I r e a l l y appreciate you p r o v i d i n g advice to Mr. Conley, Rachel. 
I hope you w i l l be the main contact on t h i s i f you you 
can. do you t h i n k we should encourage Mr. conley t o prepare 
an NHL nomination f o r i n d i v i d u a l d e s i gnation of the property 
based on the inf o r m a t i o n you have? 



[10] From: Ca r o l S h u l l 7/18/97 10:55AM (2307 bytes: 1 In) 
To: Robie Lange, Carolyn P i t t s 
St±)ject: Re: Old Lo u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 

Forwarded 
From: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO 7/18/97 8:28AM (2114 bytes: 1 In) 
To: C a r o l S h u l l at NP-WASO-NRHE 
Subject: Re: Old Lo u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 

Message Contents 

Thanks f o r your response, C a r o l . 

I do t h i n k that we should encourage him to pursue i n d i v i d u a l 
d e s i g n a t i o n and I have provided some p r e l i m i n a r y i n f o r m a t i o n to get 
him s t a r t e d . I ' l l be happy to help Mr. Conley w i t h the p r e p a r a t i o n 
of the d r a f t nomination, but of course, I need the a s s i s t a n c e of 
the Washington s t a f f , as w e l l . C a r o l i n e P i t t s i s f a m i l i a r w i t h the 
p r o p e r t i e s i n Ste. Genevieve and the p e r s o n a l i t i e s i n v o l v e d , so she 
k i n d l y agreed to review the d r a f t nomination. Since Carolyn 
p r i m a r i l y focuses on a r c h i t e c t u r e , perhaps another p r o f e s s i o n a l i n 
your o f f i c e would review the h i s t o r y p o r t i o n of the nomination --
Robie, perhaps, i f he would l i k e to stay i n v o l v e d i n t h i s p r o j e c t . 

Even p r e l i m i n a r y review i s f a r i n the f u t u r e , however, because 
Mr. Conley i s j u s t g e t t i n g s t a r t e d . I g r e a t l y appreciate your 
support i n t h i s p r o j e c t and the broader, more i n c l u s i v e p e r s p e c t i v e 
which you have brought to the Washington NHL program. 

Have a good weekend, 

Rachel. 

Reply Separator 
Subject: Re[2]: Old Lo u i s i a n a Academy Proposed NHL 
Author: Carol S h u l l at NP-WASO-NRHE 
Date: 7/17/97 7:20 PM 

I r e a l l y appreciate you p r o v i d i n g advice to Mr. Conley, Rachel. 
I hope you w i l l be the main contact on t h i s i f you you 
can. do you t h i n k we should encourage Mr. conley to prepare 
an NHL nomination f o r i n d i v i d u a l d e s i g n a t i o n of the property 
based on the inf o r m a t i o n you have? 



UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-COLUMBIA 

College of Arts and Science 

Department of Art History and Archaeology 
109 Pickard Hall 

Columbia, Missouri 65211 
Telephone (573) 882-0176 

Fax (573) 884-4039 

July 21, 1997 

Carolyn Pitts 
Architectural Historian, History Division 
National Park Service 
18th and C Streets, NW 
Washington, DC 20240 

Dear Carolyn: 

It was nice to see you last Thursday, and to put a few more bits and pieces of the 
puzzle of the Ste. Genevieve National Historic Landmarks nomination in place. If I 
ever knew that the Bolduc House had Landmark status as a separate site, I had 
forgotten it I noted from our conversation that the original Landmark nomination for 
the Ste. Genevieve district was approved October 9, 1960, and that the separate 
nomination for the Bolduc House was approved April 15, 1970. I also noted that the 
October 1960 group of approvals was just the second group of nominations to be 
considered, the very first group under the Landmarks program having been approved 
only a few months before that 

Enclosed are copies of the material Greg Kendrick sent Charles Peterson in 1993, 
which include the boundary description and map of the Ste. Genevieve district A 
handwritten note on the nomination indicates that the boundary description was 
prepared by Emest Connally in 1970. I'm glad to be able to add this missing detail to 
your files in Washington! 

With all best wishes, 

Sincerely yours, 

Osmund Overby 

copies: Susan Flader 
Rachel Weekley 

an equal oppoitunHy Institution 



IN REPLY REFER T a 

H32 (RMR-PR) 

United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGIONAL OFFICE 
12795 W. ALAMEDA PARKWAY 

P.O. BOX 25287 
DENVER. COLORADO 80225-0287 

JUL . - 1993 

Charles E. Peterson, FAIA 
Society H i l l 
332 Spruce St. 

Philadelphia, Pennsylveuiia 19106 

Dear Mr. Peterson: 

Terry Norris has requested that we forward to you a copy of the official 

statement of significance and boundary for Sainte Genevieve National Historic 

Leuidmark. We understand that you will use the information in an upcoming 

testimony before Congress. Please give rae a call, i f you need additional 

information. 

Sincerely, 

Gregory D. R 
Divisisa—e€^Nationa Preservation 

Branch 
Programs 



0 Sita Alrc-:c.-y C3?:;:c.ij:ior'. Cijc- Icpcrta^twly R'..lc.t'Jd 
tc thia •3:K-:^AI^ 

Sta, Gcntviovci IIisto:.'ic D.->'.strict, Mir.gc-url 

Lcccvticri: Sto. Gc::Gviev3 Ccuuty, on ff^rchasst ard M::.in Street?, 
and Old St. Mary3 P.oad, Ste. Genevieve. 

StRte~..-i:-;t of Si!7ii: l̂c '̂'nca 

Sto. Gcinc/isva, with i ts eight o:cisting 18th century 
dri l l ings , is the finest survivi::<:! airchitectnral e::aEple of a 
French Colc:i.ial village iii tha United Statee. 

History 

O 
The date of the first Frauch ssttlen3aus in the vicinity 

of Ste. Genevieve cannot be dctcrndaad. The earlleat kncvn 
grants of land ware nade in; 1752, when 27 inlsabitants ovmad about 
threa niles of Mississippi River frontaga. Tha originai site of 
sattlcasnt, probably in the pariod 173S--iO, was in tha river 
bottcn on tha waat banic of tna Mississippi about threa Biles balc.T 
tha presant to-.m. Floods- notably cua in 1735, caused repaatcd 
danage, and the tc-.Tn tjas novad gradually batwsan 1735 and 1796 
to thc precant sita cn hicli grotu:jd. By tha lattar yaar, only a 
fe'.7 huts of tradars re:r.ainad at the old site. In 1772 the tern 
had abcat 70 houses, ona ch'virch, and a population of 691. In 
1795, at its nev/ location, tha inhabite.isto niaabared 839. Ste. 

Genavi*.2ve~th3 principal ssat of governaant in tha region for 
many years aftar vjastarn Louisiana passed frea French to Spanish 
centre! in 1762-thrived xii-dar Spanish adsiinistration, and by 
1800 it had ISO hc'.isas and 1,163 inhabitants. In 1803, the 
Louisiana Territory passad to the Unitad States and Ste. Ganavieve 
than declined as St. Louis gradually grav; in inportance. 

Condition 

The eight surviving lath cantury st^motircco that illustrate 
tha architecture of tha French Colonial period are as follcTrs: 

Q « Sita clasoi.<"iad undar Thar:a V, French Errplor'^tion and 
Sattla:::snt. 



d 

o 

*̂ .Bcldc Kc/i.'..T-a: Lccated at 1.13 Soutii ?>in Straat, this 
ona-ant2-a-:.c\lf story frc^ci licJUiifc irac prcb-bly erected 
about l/CS by Louis Dolcv-c, propsrouy laad miner, cer-
chant, and plintor. Consti^'.cte:^ cf pet c - su r - sole 
(posts on the s i l l ) , with bousillag-'j (clay and grass) 
wall f i l l i r . g , this rastored house is cr.a of tha finest 
and least changac! e::?.n.plcs of French Colo::ial archi­
tectura in tha Unitr^d Statas. Tha hcuaa is cpan to 
visito\-G. 

2* Jean Saptista Valle H-̂ usa; Located at tho norihwest 
comer of Maiii and Mar.'cat Straats, this ona-and-a-half 
story frana drralliiig r;as p.Tcbably erected about 1785 
by Jean -iaptista Valla, tha l?.st cc::rr:ra;dant cf tha 
Ste. Gcnaviavo District. Tha basi-c ccnstntction is 
sinilar to that cf the naigliboriug Soldcc Kouse, but 
tha Valle Kouce und:.r::ant corisidara'Jly cora modifica­
tion in tLa nid-19th cantury. The housa is a private 
residanca. 

^* Vital St. Gesj-na da B>-»."..uvc\is Kou.-at Located at 20 
South Me.in Straat, this friisa, clapboarded, cna-story 
hcusa was pvobabiy bi'.ilt about 1786. The oldast half 
of tha cv:olling i s an e::ar.pla of poteau::-cn-tarre 
(posts in the earth) construction, and tha reniaindar 
is built T.'ith pasts cn thc s i l l , resting cn a stone 
foendatlcn. A nassivc stciio chinney originally divided 
tha interior into two equal parts. Tha presant rear 
wing is codarn and tha original hipped roof and c:rterior 
have also beon considarably altered. The house is not 
open to visitors. 

4. Parfait D-.ifour Housa; Located on the south side of Mer­
chant Streat bat*.vesn Third and Fcurth Streets, this ona-
story fica'̂ G housa was eraetad soaatiris batr/een 1789 
and IQOO. Tha dv/elling is of upright log construction 
2md tha exterior is covered with clapboard siding. The 
housa is net open to visitors. 

5. Guibourd-V.-^l la Hou sa; Located cn the northwest comer 
cf Fourth and Marchant Streets, this ona-and-a-half 
story frana housa v/as probably built about 1800. The 
dwelling is of potcau:;-sur-sole construct ion, and has 
front and rear galleries. The exterior i s clapboa.\-dad. 



Tha stiV.ctvira is cf pa.vticalar intarast to architsctural 
historic.;iS b.zcaasc the raar v/alls ccntaiLiad tvjo pairs 
of ni.r.a-lis.htac! caoa:;:aiit ?/li:d;:;3 , tha only kno-.'/n orig- ' 
inal exat'.plas of French Cclonial fanastration surviv­
ing in tha uppar Mississippi Valley. Tha original 
hippad roof has bsciV considarably altered. Tha house 
is usad as a private rasidance and is not opsn to visitors. 

Janis^Zioglar Ho';sa or Tha drae-n Trae Tavern; Located 
at 2̂ Va Old St. Marys Rcad, tha structura xvas probably 
built sc'i;\Gtirjc bativcan ISOO and 1004. Tha onc-story 
frc^ia structura maasures 75 by 45 feet aad is a tran­
sitional building of potga-.r/c-sur-sola construction that 
is cor:ibinad ivith crig.lnal Anglo AcariczLn rcof trusses. 
The building is opan to visitors. 

O 
8. 

St. Gama-A.-.aurQau:c Housat Located cn the wast side of St, 
Marys Road, 1/3 nile south of South Gabouri Streat, this 
one~and~a-half fraj-a structure v/as built about 17G59 
Of potaau;:-an-'tarrs construction, i t originally had a 
staap pitched hippad roof that was covered X7ith thatch. 
The origiiial roof v;as altered, aad front rjad rear gallerie: 
together with clapboard siding, nsra added in thc early 
19th century. The structures is op>an to visiters* 

Batyiatta-Ribaalt Hcusa; Leaat cd on tha west side of 
St. Marys Road, 1/2 uila south of South Gabouri Street, 
this or-e-aiid-a-half story frame farchoasa was built on 
this site about 1775. Of poteaux-en-terre construc­
tion, tha d^/alling originally had a hippad rcof and 
galleries on a l l four sidas. Tha ead galleries have 
been rcacved and tha roof rejacdaled. The house is 
not opan tc visitors. 

0 

In addition to the above, there are also three 
more hOw\scsof pot a.?.ux - sur -sole construction ia Ste. 
Genevieve. The three buildings, a i l greatly altered 
and not cpan to visitors, ara as follows: 

(1) Francois Valle II Housa, 167 South Gabouri 
Street, built about 1736; 

(2) Gabriel Boyar Housa, 140 South Seventh Street, 
erected about 1800; 

(3) LaLuTiandiere House, 801 South Gabouri Street, 
construetad in tha early 1800's. 



STE, GE-IT/^r-i/S HIST^" £̂C DTSTHICT 
STS. GEr!F?vir77E ccorrY. MISSOU;?! 

Eomicarias of the Histarie'Districtt 

The tract is delineated on a U. 3. Geological Survey quadrangle 

aap, "V/eingartea, Missouri-Il l inois," 15 minute series 

(topographic), 1907, scala 1:62,500, and can be described as 
I. 

follcv/s: beginning at a pointr on the west bank of the Mississippi 

River; thence S 60° W to the extraxas southeast comer of the 

property ia tho acute angla forssad by the jus:ction of St. Btory*s 

Road and U. 3. Highway 61 (Ste. Genevieve Drive), thence in a 

westerly direction along the south boundary of this property to 

its intarsacticn with the back property line; thence in a north­

westerly direction along the back lines of the properties fronting 

cn St. Mary's Road and Seraphin Street as fzx as the east side of 

Fourth Streat; thence dus west to its inter saction with tha 420-

foot elevation coatour; thence in a west-southwesterly direction 

along the contour to the east side of the U. S. Highway 61 right-

of-?/ay; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the edge 

of the right-of-way to the back line of the nearest property 

facing on the north side of Market Street; thence in an east-

northeastly direction along the back lines of the properties facing 

on Market Street to the back line of the nearest property facing on 

the west side of Ninth Street; thence in a northerly direction along 

the back lines of the properties facing on Ninth Street to the back 

line (extended) of the nearest property facing on the north side of 

Jefferson Street; 



r 
thence in aa easterly diraction along the back lines of the 

properties facing cn Jefferson Street to the back line of the 
• n " ' *• . . . . 

nearest property facing on the west side of North Street; thence' " 

in a northerly direction along the back lines of the properties 

facing on North Street, and thea along the extension of this line 

across North Gabouri Creek and the street parallaliag the 

drainage to the back line (extended) cf the nearest property facing 

on the south side of Wehner Street; thence in a east-northeasterly 

direction along thc back lines cf the properties facing ca Wehner 

Street to thc nearest property facing cn the west side of Main 

Street; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the back 

lines of the properties faciag on Main Street to the south side of 

Riverview Drive; thence N 60° E to a point on the west bank of the 

Mississipoi River; thence in a southeasterly direction to tbe 

point of beginaing. The proposed boundaries, whiah cnceopass 

roughly 1490 acres, f a l l within a rectangle for which coordinates 

are given in latitude and longitude on the Natieaal Register 

Form 10-300 on fi l e in the Branch of Historical Surveys, National 

Park Service, Washington, D. C. 

-p^f^ ^̂ <̂ fT ^̂ ^̂ -5 

m3. 



Ste Genevieve National Historic 
Landmark Boundary :-

STE. GENEVIEVE QUADRANGLE 
MISSOURI-ILLINOIS 

7.5 MINUTE SERIES (TOPOGRAPHIC) 
NE/4 WEINOARTEN 15' OUADRANOLE 

taeo II se 
IPRAmiE DC/ BOCHEB) '62 [ 640 000 FEET (MO.) 90°P0' 



[2] From: Rachel F r a n k l i n Weekley at NP-MWRO 10/16/97 3:43PM (1863 bytes: 1 In) 
To: Carolyn P i t t s at NP-WASO-NRHE 
Subject: Getty Fdtn, e t c . 

Message Contents 

H e l l o C a r o l i n e --

I hate to t e l l you, but the Ste. Gen, contract f e l l through. I 
thought that a p r o f e s s i o n a l h i s t o r i a n f a m i l i a r w i t h Ste. Gen could 
compile a nomination f o r $10,000. Instead, I got 2 proposals, w i t h 
the s i t u a t i o n where the p r o f e s s i o n a l h i s t o r i a n l i n k e d up w i t h 
others and formed firms -- so the 2 estimates were approx. $35,000 
and $45,000. We didn't have the money at the end of FY97 and d i d 
not a d v e r t i s e the scope i n the Commerce Business D a i l y , so could 
not exceed $25,000 anyway. I t was extremely d i s a p p o i n t i n g and 
f r u s t r a t i n g f o r me why does t h i s place r e s i s t documentation ?? 

Today I want to ask a favor of you. Could you provide some 
inf o r m a t i o n about Getty Foundation grants, or provide a d i r e c t 
contact ?? The C h r i s t Church Cathedral NHL i n St. Louis 
desperately needs stone r e s t o r a t i o n -- p r i m a r i l y c a r v i n g and 
i n s t a l l a t i o n of replacement stone. The s i t e manager has found 
master carvers who can do the work, but the congregation cannot 
a f f o r d i t . I b e l i e v e the s i t e manager s a i d that the opening f i g u r e 
was around $20,000. So, I thought of the Getty f o l k s and B i l l 
Bolger's past successes. 

Any i n f o and a d d i t i o n a l suggestions would be most appreciated. 
Thanks very much, 

Rachel. 



Author: John Sandor at NP-WASO-HPS 
Date: 2/3/00 10:34 AM 
Normal 

TO: Rachel Franklin-Weekley at NP-MWROCC: Patty Henry at NP-WASO-NRHECC: John Sprinkle at 
NP-WASO-NRHECC: Rebecca ShifferSubject: Ste. Genevieve, MO NHL 

Message Contents 

I just approved a Part 1 C e r t i f i c a t i o n Application for the V i t a l St. Gemme 
Beauvais House on South Main Street i n the Ste. Genevieve Commercial D i s t r i c t 
which I believe i s the NHL d i s t r i c t or at least part of i t . A Part 2 i s 
awaiting payment. I had e a r l i e r approved a Part 1 for 30 Merchant Street on the 
square i n Ste. Genevieve. The Part 2 for i t i s also awaiting payment. 



DHITED STATES 
I)SpfiaTMF;HT OF THE IKTERIOR 

KAT.IOKAL PARK SERVICE 
WASIOSGTOK 25, D. C. 

The KaiiocaJ. Oxxxv&y of iLlstoric SiteJs EulMingn 

Ste. teievleve f Missouri 

O'lie old FyGn<£?i r iver tcim of Ste. Genevieve, Missottri, vas 
fo\iR.ded i n the period 1735- '̂O. 

ICĥ  originol tovn i n tae r iver bottoia on the vest bartk of the 
himinQ'i.W'i -"iver vas seme three ai les bcio'.^ the piresent^village, 
cud, Hufferiiag fron fiooda, vas largely abandoned by 1796. 
Jfefcvcar, tbe preaett to-*m has retained mre of the au-fchmtic^ 
pictures qijc navor of tlie Creole ad-soionai-y, fui* -brscLing, aiaJjSfi 
esd mi-lit&ry outpoe:; culturce end ataosjliere than eay other ot 
the Ill-tBois Fi*en,cl:i Coloalo.1 to\ms, i ^ c h have a l l been greatlj,!' 
filtered by fire,, Z\>yy&: or acaiem deveiopaent. 

Kotebie aixicQ the r ^ i n i n a buiiainga i n Ste. Gene\deve care the 
Cŝ ê n Tree Tavern A A $ 0 ) , Tlie Jeen B%stiste Yalle House (1785J, 
m&. tlie .Louis Balduc House (1783). The town i s i n pr imte oimer-
jjhip. Ifc xs, about '50 Bji3.cs south of St. Louis, oa Hlghvay S l and 
State Route 32' 

KS:iSB770 



î iSfn UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

NATIONAL SURVEY OF HISTORIC SITES AND BUILDINGS 
SUPPLEMENTARY SHEET 

This sheet is to be used for giving additional information or comments, for more space for any item on the 
regular form, and for recording pertinent data from future studies, visitations, etc. Be brief, but use as many 
Supplement Sheets as necessary. When items are continued they should be listed, if possible, in numerical order 
of the items. All information given should be headed by the item number, its name, and the word (cont'd), as, 
6. Defciiption and Importance (cont'd) . . . ^^^^^^^ Colonial ArcMtecture) 

SUTt 

Missouri 
NAME(S) OF SITE 

Ste# Qenevleve Historic District 

do Referencest Hugh Morrison, Early American Architecture (New York, 1952)> 2S6̂ 2$9$, 
Dorothy Jo Caldwell, ed», Missouii Historic Sites Ciatalogue (Columbia, Mo,,1963), 
157-159; Gregory M. Franarwa„ The Story of Old Ste, Genevieve (St, Louis, 1967)5, 
Charles E» Peterson, "Early Ste, Genevieve and Its Architecture'] The Missouri 
Historical Review, Vol, XXXV, No,2 (January 19l4l)̂  207-232̂  Charles £, Peterson,, 
' "iJotes Conceming Early French Houses at Ste, Genevieve, Missouri," (NPS Typeacrî tp 
Jefferson National E3q)£msion Memorial, April, 19ltO), 3 pp and 6 photos); Rexford 
Newcanb, Architecture of the Old North-West Territoiy (Chicago, 1950), 23-2U;, 
Amold Nicliolson, American Houses in History (New York, 1965), 203-206j, W» A, 
Dorrance, " The Survival of Irench in the Old District of Ste» Genevieve," 
University of Missouri Studies, Vol, X, No,|f 2 (1935)• John f Dru|&y> Historic 
Midwest Houses (Minneapolis, 19U7)i 8l-83j Missouri, A Guide to the "Show Me" 
State ̂ American Guide Series) ( New York, 19Ul),269-2ta.» 

Charles E, Peterson, "French Houses of the Illinois County," Missouriana, 
Vol, 1, No. k (Aug.-Sept., 1938), 9-12; Charles E, Peterson, "Early i'rench 
Landmarks Along the Mississippi," An:̂ g3ies, LIII (April, 19U8), 286-288, 

HLstoric American Building jSorreyt Bolduc House (2 photos,1936) 

Jean Baptiste Valle House (U photos,193U) 

2̂ e&Ler House (Greentree Tavem) ( 1 photo,1936) 

Vital St* Gemme de Beauvais House ( 1 photo, 1936), 

Dufour House (1 photo, 1936), 

jH/ Qulbord House (1 photo, 1936)* 

Dorothy and Richard Piratt, A Qoide tb Early American Homes - South (New Tork, 
1956), 208-210. 

Pirepared Charles W* Snell, 12/l2/68» 



' (».p».j»J) UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

NATIONAL SURVEY OF HISTORIC SITES AND BUILDINGS 
SUPPLEMENTARY SHEET 

This sheet is to be used for giving additional information or comments, for more space for any item on the 
regular form, and for recording pertinent data from future studies, visitations, etc. Be brief, but use as many 
Supplement Sheets as necessary. When items are continued they should be listed, if possible, in numerical order 
of the items. All infonnation given should be headed by the item number, its name, and tbe word (cont'd), aa, 
6. Description and Importance (cont'd) . . . (f̂ ^^^ Colonial Architecture) 

STATE NAMECS) OF SITE 

Missouri Jean Baptiste ^̂ l̂ e House 

8, References t Hugh Morrison, Early American Architecture (New Btork, 1952),256, 259; 
Dorothy J, Caldwell, ed,, Missouri Historic Sites Catalogue (Columbia, Mo,,1963), 
159; Gregory M, Franzwa, She Story of Old Ste» GenevieyeTSt, Louis, 1967),108-113i 
Charles E, Peterson, "Early Ste, Genevieve and its Architecture," The MissoTuriL 
Historical Review, Vol. XXXV, Nb,2 (Janua3y,19la), 226-228; Rexforfi Newcomb; 
Architecture of the Old North-West Territory (Chicago, 1950), 23-2lif John Djruiy, 
Histoilc Midwest Houses (Minneapolis, 19U7)* 81-83; Missouri, A Guide to the 
"Show Me" State (American Quide Series) (New York, 19l4i;> 27b-279o 

Dorothy and Richard Rratt, A Quide to Early American Homes-South (New York, 
1956), 209-210$ Charles E, Peterson, "French Houses of the llilnois~Counti7,» 
Missouxlana, Vol. 1, No,U (Aug.-Sept., 1938), 9-12j Charles E, I^terson, "EwOy 
French Landmarks Along the MUsiesippi,"* Antiques, LIII (April, 19U8), 286-288. 

HLstoric American Bailding Survegrt: (U photos, 1936). 

Prepared by Charles V. Snell, 12A2/68. 





ft^fMMTt ef A visit te 
Setiewil metmrle LMsteMrik, 
St«.eHMvto««t Mleaettci 

24, 1968 

I mmiimi ia 
IiitevijM, en 

I 

Q«Bevi«v», m » t«fKreeintuitiv« »£ tfae SsfMirtaMmt ef tlMi 
24, 1968 •£ lOiOe m,m, t tlrmt mmt to tfae City ftill 

Mrs* JMta Meier, Memtery ef thm Ste. GMevteve immmmtimi 
» t mm wm toiefly with Sr. 6. d. ieaniASt • leeai 4«itiM, 

mw tiM tmmmtUm*m mmiimmta 

Of tfae 52 faletmrie bttil4iJ«« limtmi ia tilt Jf• OuHdier ef CeM«ree*» teat 
booklet (Marly elt ef Mre mi-mmly mmmi) m mtml mt eigfat: ttm opea te 
tmi priblie, MMl ef tfaMW ealy tomt mm open In tiw wiater. fae ef thm fear are 
mwmm tiMT^we, aae ta mmi mm a hm mmi raataa»mt, MUI MM ta • faeaea. I aas 
tilean tiireugii tfae Cachalie Gfaian̂ , a larga, la^rasetva etrMtwra ballt ia 1889 
avar tha tmmmmtimm af taa MMtliar i^rafaMi. Na ata iMtwh la tfae '^4 nrlefc 

laataarMit** afaiefa waa mmmtrmtmi mkmt wmi mimh pr^ably firat 
Ml m MMrt»iaatl4m ^Nfaltlas ^ ptaea af ^ilMtta. It latar faaaaatf tfaa 

mmt ammm aaart. l v ia«^ MUiy af tfae faiatmie faoMM fraa tfaa aatsl4a bat 
Mie able ta MW tiM iatartar af aaly eaa. tm aaly ^aalliaf apMi ta tfaa pnblie 
ia wiatar aaa tfaa St. OMwê AMearaim HMwa, faallt saMtlaa ia tfaa lata 1700'a. 
ffaa aaBMTs faava sMekMi tfaa hmm vitfa a lare* aiaglMir af «atii|tta it«M Ijwlmlias 
• 4all eallaatiaa. Oaa af tiw typically fraM î tallarias faas faMa mmlmmi mmd 
is prMwatly aMd aa a sale* Mwa. Ifaara is «aatfaar Mavaair mm/p attaefaad ta 
tka faauM alaaf aae miMa ffaa pafalie ia efaarfsd a nai l aatry fee. ffaa miim 
faaaea ia fay far tfaa aeat iMpoNwaiva faie^rie atrwetara ia tfaa eity. lUe tMMi 
araatad afaaat 1785 and raatarad ia 1956-57 by tfaa ealaaial BeMS af AMTiea iriw 
kat# tiw Iwaaa open ta taariats fraa April I ta Oê >ar 51. X waa able m viaa 
tiw latMriMT ttoe^ tha aff«rts af Mra. Baalar. ffaa raaM eaataia ra^<^etians 
af furniture rt^xaeaatii^ tfae dwalliag** Mrliaat pariad. ffae pablie is afaar^ 
a aaali faa. 

•MHty aiA af tiw aagaetarad atraetwraa I MW SSMHII ta faa ia iiirly |M»d 
tMiitltMi I mm t^d tfaat rastaratiaa ai l l eaasiat largely ia raneviat latMr 
•i itt i iai , Xa sawral eaaes meiaat la« eafaiaa faava baan faai^ eaaplatal|r 
faiddaa iasUa wi talativaly aadaru structuxaa. 

tta. QMMviava, vitk its wnra tfaM» 50 faistarie atnwtarsa «id sites, Iws tlw 
fwtMMUUA wi baeaaiag aaa af tfaa gsraataat uwriMt tiitrMtiaaa la tfaa Matiea«^ 
Mra. mm%m iadiaatad that affarta ia this diraatiaa faava baaa haapar«i in tfaa 
past by laefa af MMM^T, laak af iatarest an tfaa part af aa«y af tfaa aaaars af 
faistarie fawwi, MMI a iadc af MrgMiimd effort, laeaat pragrass faas faMW mm. 

In 1965 tfaa Padsral Qaipanaant daelarad Sta. Gaaaviaiw a daprasMd araa 
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ly IHafaMlimr. Onfarttmstaly tids fai^wptatd ̂  faa tiM 4iy I tcataai. 
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Site Already Classified and Importantly Related  
to this Theae* 

Ste. Genevieve Historic District, Missouri 

Location; Ste. Genevieve Coimty, on Merchant and Main Streets, 
and Old St. Marys Road, Ste. Genevieve. 

Ownerahip: Various 

Stateaent of Significance 

Ste. Genevieve, with its eight existing 18th century 
dwellings, is the finest surviving airchitectural exanple of a 
French Colonial village in the United States. 

History 

The date of the first French settlements in the vicinity 
of Ste. Genevieve cannot be determined. The earliest known 
grants of land were m̂ de Ini 1752, when 27 Inhabitants owned about 
three ailes of Mississippi River frontage. The original site of 
settleaent, probably in the period 1735-40, was in the river 
bottoa on the west bank of the Mississippi about three ailes below 
the present town. Floods, notably oite in 1785, caused repeated 
daaage, and the town was aoved gradually between 1785 and 1796 
to the present site on high ground. By the latter year, only a 
few huts of traders reaained at the old site. In 1772 the town 
had about 70 houses, one church, and a population of 691. In 
1795, at its new location, the inhabitants numbered 839. Ste. 

Genevieve-the principal seat of government in the region for 
aany years after western Louisiana ptassed froa French to Spanish 
control in 1762-thrlved under Spanish adainistration, and by 
1800 i t had 180 houses and 1,163 inhabitants. In 1803, the 
Louisiana Territory passed to the United States and Ste. Genevieve 
then declined as St. Louis gradually grew in iaportance. 

Condition 

The eight surviviag 18th century structures that illustrate 
the architecture of the French Colonial period are as follows: 

* Site classified under Theae V, French Exploration and 
Settleaent. 
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1. Bolduc House; Located at 123 South Main Street, this 
one-and-a-half story fraae house was probably erected 
about 1785 by Louis Bolduc, properous lead ainer, aer-
chant, and planter. Constructed of poteaux-sur-sole 
(posts on the s i l l ) , with bouzillage (clay and grass) 
wall f i l l i n g , this restored house is one of the finest 
and least chamged exaaples of French Colonial archi­
tecture in the United States. The house is op>en to 
visitors. 

^ 2 . Jean Baptiste Valle House: Located at the northwest 
corner of Main and Market Streets, this one-and-a-half 
story frane dwelling was probably erected about 1785 
by Jean Baptiste Valle, the last ciMBaandant of the 
Ste. Genevieve District. The basic construction is 
slailar to that of the neighboring Bolduc House, but 
the Valle House underwent consideralily aore aodifica­
tion in the aid-19th century. The house is a private 
residence. 

3. Vital St. Geaae de Beauvais House: Located at 20 
South Main Street, this frame, clapboarded, one-story 
house was probably built about 1786. The oldest half 
of the dwelling is an exaaple of poteaux-en-terre 
(posts in the earth) construction, and the reaainder 
is built with F>osts on the s i l l , resting on a stone 
foimdation. A aasslve stone chimney originally divided 
the interior into two equal parts. The present rear 
wing is aodern and the original hipped roof and exterior 
have also been considerably altered. The house is not 
open to visitors. 

4. Parfait Dufour House; Located on the south side of Mer­
chant Street between Third and Fourth Streets, this one-
story fraae house was erected scnetiae between 1789 
and 1800. The dwelling is of upright log construction 
and the exterior is covered with clapboard siding. The 
house is not open to visitors. 

5. Guibourd-Valle House: Located on the northwest corner 
of Fourth and Merchant Streets, this one-and-a-half 
story fraae house was probably built 4bout 1800. The 
dwelling is of F>oteaux-sur-sole construction, and has 
front and rear galleries. The exterior is clapboarded. 
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The structure is of particular interest to architectural 
historians because the rear walls contained two pairs 
of nine-lighted casement windows, the only known orig­
inal exaraples of French Colonial fenestration surviv­
ing in the upper Mississippi Valley. The original 
hipped roof has been considerably altered. The house 
is used as a private residence and is not open to visitors. 

^ 6 . Janis'Ziegler House or The Creen Tree Tavern: Located 
at 244 Old St. Marys Road, the structure was probably 
built sometime between 1800 and 1804. The one-story 
fraae structure measures 75 by 45 feet and is a tran­
sitional building of poteaux-sur-sole construction that 
is combined with original Anglo American roof trusses. 

N The building is op>en to visitors. 

]/" 7. St. Gemme-Amoureaux House: Located on the west side of St. 
* Marys Road, 1/3 mile south of South Gabouri Street, this 

one-and-a-half frame structure was built about 1785, 
Of pot eaux -enĵ t er r e construction, i t originally had a 
steep pitched hipped roof that was covered with thatch. 
The original roof was altered, and front and rear galleries* 
together with clapboard siding, were added in the early 
19th century. The structure is open to visitors. 

8. Bequette-Ribault House; Located on the west side of 
St. Marys Road, 1/2 mile south of South Gabouri Street, 
this one-and-a-half story fraae farahouse was built on 
this site about 1775. Of poteaux-en-terre conatruc­
tion, the dwelling originally had a hipped roof and 
galleries on a l l four sides. The end galleries have 
been reaoved and the roof remodeled. The house is 
not open to visitors. 

In addition to the above, there are also three 
aore housesof poteaux-sur-sole construction in Ste. 
Genevieve. The three buildings, a l l greatly altered 
and not open to visitors, are as follows: 

(1) Francois Valle II House, 167 South Gabouri 
Street, built about 1786; 

(2) Gabriel Boyer Honse, 140 South Seventh Street, 
erected about 1800; 

(3) LaLumendiere House, 801 South Gabouri Street, 
constructed in the early ISOO's. 



STE. GENEVIEVE HISTORIC DISTRICT, MISSOURI: 

Consists of: 

1. Bolduc House 
2. Jean Baptiste Valle House 
3. V i t a l St. Gemme de Beauvais House 
4. ParfaiC Dufour House 
5. Guibourd-Valle House 
6. Janis-Ziegler House or The Green Tree Tavern 
7. St. Gemme-Amoureaux House 
8. Bequette-Ribault House 

Francois Valle I I House 
Gabriel Boyer House 
LaLumendiere House 



STE. GE?;h'VIEVE HISTORIC DISTRICT  
STE. GENEV I EVE CGUrrx'Y, MISSOURI 

jBoundaries of the Historic District; 

The tract is delineated on a U. S. Geological Survey quadremgle 

roap, "Weingarten, Missouri-Illinois," 15 minute series 

(topographic), 1907, scale 1:62,500, and can be described as 

follows: beginning at a point on the west bank of the Mississippi 

River; thence S 60° W to the extreme southeast corner of the 

property in the acute angle formed by the junction of St. Mary's 

Road and U. S. Highway 61 (Ste. Genevieve Drive), thence in a 

westerly direction along the south boimdary of this property to 

its intersection with the back property line; thence in a north­

westerly direction along the back lines of the properties fronting 

on St. Mary's Road and Seraphin Street as far as the east side of 

Fourth Street; thence due west to its intersebtion with the 420-

foot elevation contour; thence in a west-southwesterly direction 

along the contour to the east side of the U. S. Highway 61 right-

of-way; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the edge 

of the right-of-way to the back line of the nearest property 

facing on the north side of Market Street; thence in an east-

northeastly direction along the back lines of the properties facing 

on Market Street to the back line of the nearest property facing on 

the west side of Ninth Street; thence in a northerly direction along 

the back lines of the properties facing on Ninth Street to the back 

line (extended) of the nearest property facing on the north side of 

Jefferson Street; 



thence in an easterly direction along the back lines of the 

prof)crties facing on Jefferson Street to the back line of the 

nearest property facing on the west side of North Street; thence 

in a northerly direction along the back lines of the properties 

facing on North Street,, and then along the extension of this line 

across North Gabouri Creek and the street paralleling the 

drainage to the back line (extended) of the nearest property facing 

on the south side of Wehner Street; thence in a east-northeasterly 

direction along the back lines of the properties facing on Wehner 

Street to the nearest property facing on the west side of Main 

Street; thence in a north-northwesterly direction along the back 

lines of the properties facing on Main Street to the south side of 

Riverview Drive; thence N 60° E to a point on the west baivk of the 

Mississippi River; thence in a southeasterly direction to the 

point of beginning. The proposed boundaries, which encompass 

roughly 1400 acres, fall within a rectangle for which coordinates 

are given in latitude and longitude on the National Register 

Form 10-300 on file in the Branch of Historical Surveys, National 

Park Service, Washington, D. C. 
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LANDMARK VISIT REPORT 

I. GENERAL BACKGROUND 

1. Name of 5ite: Ste. Genevieve Historic District 

2. Type of Landmark: Historic x Natural Environmental 

Education 

3. Name of Visitor: Arthur L. Sullivan 

Title: Superintendent 

5. Organization: Ozark National Scenic Riverwayŝ  

6. Name and title of person contacted: Mrs. Lucille Basler 

7. Name and title of person responsible for the management of the 

site: Foundation for Restoration of Ste. Genevieve, Inc. 

8. Owner - telephone and address: The District includes 80-plus 

structures. Some are public buildings, but most are privately owned. 

9. Briefly state why site was declared a landmark: One of the oldest 
surviving French settlements in Missouri and the Trans-Mississippi West. 
It is probably one of the few places in the Upper Mississippi Valley where  
any buildings of the pre-American period have survived..  
II. OWNERSHIP 

1. What Is the attitude toward continued participation in the 
landmark program? Wish to continue X . Does not wish to continue . 
Is not participating . 

2. Have any changes in land ownership taken place since designation? 
Yes No . If yes, if possible, list new owners and addresses. 

Possibly. With so many individual owners involved, it is not possible to 
determine without extensive research. 

3. If ownership changes have taken place might these changes nullify 
"registered" status or allow a change from "eligible" to "registered" 
status? Yes No X . If yes, please explain: 



h'. Does the present owner wish to change from "el igible" status 
to "registered" status? Yes No . 

1 

III. CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE OF SITE 
— I 

I. Condition includes any structures(s), grounds, furnishings, 
etc. that are a part- of the landmark. Please check applicable box(s). 
(Cross out "no" as needed) 

a. / X/ Condition of the site Is excellent, signs of . 
regular maintenance. ! 

b. / / Condition.of the site is good, regular maintenance .-. 
performed. 

c. / •/ Condition of-the site shows decline, no regular 
maintenance performed. 

d. / / Condition of the site shows serious deterioration, • 
no regular maintenance performed. 

/e./ / / Condition of the site threatens integrity of the 
landmark. 

/ 7 ; shows 
signs of deterioration but the rest of the site Is 
.In good condi tlon,"norregularrmatntenance performed. 

g. / / Other 

2. If c, d, ̂ , f, or g has been checked, please explain. 

3. Measures that are being taken or planned to Improve condition 
of site* 

' ' Many private owners of historic homes are undertaking restoration 
at their own expense. All historic buildings have signs indicating 
historic name of structure and construction date. 



IV. SITE INTEGRITY 

I. Has there been any destruction or alteration of all or part of 
the landmark? Yes X No . If yes, please explain: 

1973 flood destroyed two historic structures. 

2. Have there been circumstances or events on the lands adjacent 
to the landmark that have resulted In serious impairment, dIminIshment, 
or destruction of landmark resources, character, and/or significance? 
Yes No X • If .yes, please explain. 

3. Has there been an Introduction of visualj; audible, ior atirxDspherlc 
elements that are out of character with the property and Its setting? 
Yes No X. If yes, please explain. 

/ \ J Have any other threats to the integrity of the site taken place? 
Yes No X . If yes, please explain. 

/5./ Are there any threats likely to occur in the future? Yes 
No . If yes, please explain: j^g^ Genevieve is subject to flooding 

from the Mississippi River. Two historic structures were destroyed in a 
1973 flood. Other buildings may be lost in future floods. The U.S. Corps 
of Engineers is working on flood control plans to protect Ste. Genevieve, 
but it could be years before any protective devices are actually constructed. 

/6./ Is there urgency regarding any of the threats? Yes X No . 
If yes, please explain: piood is unpredictable, but inevitable. 

7. Do any financial problems exist in maintaining the landmark? 
Yes No X • If yes, please describe. 



B.' Are there any special problems, or special problems that we 
can assist In solving? Yes No X . If yes, please explain. 

V. ACCEPTABILITY OF USE 

1. How is the landmark used: 

Residential property / / 

Commercial property 

•PublIc property 

Mixed use /X/ 

/ / Private property / / 

/~7 
2.̂ ^ Isr present use of the site acceptable to maintenance of lhe-

landmark's Integrity? Yes No . If no, please describe unacceptable 
uses. 

..3. Is. the 1andmark;Jnterpreted-. to:.the publ ic via brochures, 
islgning or other means? Yes X No . ' If yes, describe the nature 
and accuracy of the interpretation. 

Six historic homes are open to public visitation. 

A. If a registered landmark. Is the bronze plaque displayed? Yes X 
No . If no, explain. 

Froat-entrance to local museum. 

5. Where Is the landmark certificate located? City Hall. 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

/I./ On the basis of this report Is landmark designation recommended to 
continue for this site? Yes X No . If no, explain citing specific 
examples from this report and any other sources. 

iTAf What foil ow-up action do you suggest for the MWRO and/or others? 

Encourage U.S. Corps of Engineers to Implement flood protedtion program. 

/3./ Is a spe'cla'l 'feam needed to assess threats, problems, or special 
items? If so, what type of expertise is needed, approximately how long, 
and when wi 11 they be needed? ., 

No. 

ll. Is there any new information, corrections, or comments on the signi­
ficance of the area as described in the original report or brief? Yes 
No JL. 

5. Did you offer any suggestions to the owner/administrator? Yes 
No X• If so, please note. 

6. Did you give the owner/administrator the tax and grants-in-aid 
handouts? Yes X No . 

7. Did you contact local/state agencies to ascertain threats? Yes X 
No . 

8. Did you attach to this report dated, captioned photographs of threats, 
site condition, site use, display of plaque, and other conditions? Yes _X_ 
No . . 



General Comments: 

The City of Ste. Genevieve passed a zoning ordinance in January, 1969. 
There are some who feel the ordinance lacks teeth and are attempting 
to pass a stronger ordinance. 

Signature of Visitor  

Date: ^ gr- C'^^JA 











Corps' Board Approves 
Flood Control Plan Here 

These e a r l y s igns o f 
ent las t w e e k . The 
? is i n a f r o n t y a r d on 
the d a f f o d i l s are i n 

Laff P h o t o s by R a l p h 

Citing the historical significance of Ste. 
Genevieve, the Board of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors has favorably recominended the 
construction of the Corps of Engineers' flood 
control plan. 

In its unanimous recommendation, the six-
member board called for federal implementation 
of the project at a total first cost of $33,580,000. 

The community will have a share in the amount 
in accordance with cost-sharing and financing 
arrangements satisfacton,' to the President and 
Congress. 

The flood control plan was presented to the 
board in Washington two weeks ago by Brig. Gen. 
Thomas Sands, division engineer at Vicksburg, 
Miss. Gen. Sands ruled earlier that the flood 
control plan for Ste. Genevieve be implemented Ln 
the interests of national historic preservation. 

Initial word of the board's action came in a 
telephone call early last week from Congressman 
Bill Emerson to Chamber of Commerce President 
Ralph Morris. 

Emerson, along with state and national leaders, 
joined local officials last year in an extensive 
campaign to get the Corps of Engineers to make 
an exception to its cost-benefit guidelines because 
of Ste. Genevieve's imique historical value. 

That effort paid off last October when Gen. 
Sands sided with the opinions of national 
preservationists and determined that the "historic 
value of this unique community warrants an 
exception to Corps policy." 

Gen. Sands apparently was persuasive in his 

presentation to the board, because the board sided 
with his position. 

Actually, the Corps of Engineers in St. Louis 
played an important role in the outcome. The 
Corps' St. Louis District Office hosted Corps of 
Engineers officials from Vicksburg and 
Washington on a tour of Ste. Genevieve. The 
District Office brought Gen. Sands to Ste. 
Genevieve during the height of the recent flood-
fighting effort. 

Congressman Emerson called the boards 
decision "truly an encouraging step." He said the 
decision is particularly significant because, by 
normal standards, the construction cannot be 
justified on the basis of tangible economic 
benefits. 

Emerson added that the decision is "only one 
more step in the long process of making the flood 
control project a reality." 

Tlie flood control plan now goes to the office of 
the Chief of Engineers, who will also seek public 
comments. From there, it will go to the office ofthe 
Secretary of the Army and then to Congress. 

Emerson said the fight must center on gaining 
Congressional approval for funding. He pledged 
his commitment to work to achieve the goal. 

Locally, city and civil officials plan to develop a 
new strategy. City Administrator Phil Va\\'ter 
said this stategy might include preliminary work 
to secure the rights-of-way needed for the levee 
and pumping stations. 

But one thing is for sure. Getting paist the board 
was a major hurdle the project faced - and 
overcame. 

Trustees, Directors, Aldermen: 





Notes from a conversation with Mr. Andrew Maser, Urban Planner, COE, 
St. Louis, Missouri. 

The Corps of Engineers has been funding a study of alternative protection 

against flooding from both the M i s s i s s i p p i River and two creeks that b i ­

sect the town, since a flood i n 1973 inundated one-third of the town and 

caused over $1 m i l l i o n i n damages. 

^he study consists of two stages, a preliminary and secondary stage, con­

s i s t i n g of four part analyses: a p r o f i l e of problems; formulation of 

alternatives; impact assessments; and, cost evaluation. The basic problem, 

considered i n terms of the productivity of the area and what the people 

want, i s to protect t h i s small town from future damage caused by flooding. 

Alternatives and Impact assessments are considered i n terms of land use, 

economic potential, h i s t o r i c a l character and population. The impact 

assessment includes the cost/benefit analysis. H i s t o r i c a l value of pro­

perty, a 'tangible' benefit, i s evaluated i n three ways: inundation 

reduction, a comparison of flood prevented damages to structures i n the 

future with damages currently sustained by the flooding, based on damages 

caused by the flood of 1973, the worst i n 200 years; locational benefits, 

an evaluation of the potential for businesses to be located i n the flood 

p l a i n ; *»r"*a**iiie*-*«rt*4rtcS7"T!!B»ewiis; and, i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n , an evalua­

t i o n of the potential for the redevelopment of resources already a v a i l ­

able; i u j ht.ofae«MMafccuamfifcfa Cost evaluation consists of trade-off 

analysis of the f i n a l a l t e r n a t i v e s ^ 

The study i s s t i l l i n the preliminary stage, the purpose of which i s to 
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qualify available alternatives, ^ h r e e alternatives have been considered 

so far. Two have been rejected. The Standard Flood Protection c a l l s 

for a levy 9' higher than the l e v e l reached by the waters of 1973. This 

was rejected as too costly not only because of necessary relocation of 

homes but because there was not enough land available to accommodate 

necessary levees, control gates, pumping stations and gravity drains. 

Reservoirs and sleeve levees were also rejected b ecause of the costly 

relocation of structures involved as well as the v i s i b l e b a r r i e r they 

would impose on the t o w n T h e Long River Front l e w plan i s currently 

considered to be the most feasible. Mr. Maser would say only that this 

plan would not interfere with the aesthetic character of the town. He 

w i l l send us a copy of the plan, along with a map delineating the boun­

daries of the town and a syllabus of c r i t e r i a which Corps engineers are 

using to evaluate h i s t o r i c properties. 

Conservatively, the preliminary stage w i l l l a s t one more year, depending 

i n part on ^study to be done by Ms. Mary Means of the National Trust for 

Hist o r i c Preservation i n Chicago, ^he study w i l l evaluate such aspects 

of the impact assessment as costs of restoration and impact on r e a l estate 

values; value of property owned by descendents of o r i g i n a l inhabitants; 

and, potential of the area for tourism or other recreational a c t i v i t i e s ^ 

The request for this report has not been formally acknowledged. Ms. Means 

i s waiting to hire an h i s t o r i c a l consultant. According to Mr. Roy 

Mathieson, who works with Mr. Maser, the Corps expects to coqi^tract with 

the Trust within a week for a study which w i l l take 6-8 months to complete, 

a copy of which they w i l l send to us for our review. This i s the information 
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to which Dr. Connally referred i n his memorandum of June 10, 1976. 

^Ms. Means amended these predictions, saying that she i s suspicious of 

the Corps, wants to discuss certain philosophical issues and does not 

plan to negociate with the Corps u n t i l September. 

The second stage, a more in-depth comparison of f i n a l alternatives, w i l l 

l a s t from one to two more years. Mr. Maser predicts that the second 

stage w i l l evaluate a combination of the Long River Front plan and some 

in t e r i o r plan yet to be developed. 

The whole study should last f i v e years. The Corps expects t h i s project 

to l a s t another f i f t e e n years. 

iLoa- Ha- r\OuM€_ dr H D . KiOdlDuOj TOjuot- : O \o C*><ekAJyCe 

4 ^ cUOjufle.o for 4̂ <iL OLCccpl-OLurQ- ci-s ^Hucic| lai| 

arfiOjD oC AJCTO<J âiooxA. a4ô q̂ MUL O0tosû *>tppi 'P, 

OLAÂ  auiJnĵ )̂  toVvxdk Kvuĉ VAi- prcs/okA. M*Ja- 6PA or. 



EARLY STE. GENEVIEVE AND ITS ARCHITECTURE 225 

^ "SKriCK MA? Of 

^ PAW Or STE GfflEViEVr 
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5oME Iriltî fSTlttCOLt) SwidtlG^ 
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ORIGINAL 
OWNER 

LANDMARKS REGISTER 

PRESENT 
OWNrJR 

LOCATION C O N S T R U C T I O 

PATE 

VITAL ST. GEMME BEaUVAlS - NORBERT DONZE 

PIERRE DORLAC 

PIERRE JOSEPH 
CHEVALIiK 

FRANCOIS BERNIER 

FRANCOIS BERNIER 

LOUIS LASOURCE 

JOSEPH GOVREaU 

DR. AARON ELLIOTT 

LAWRENCE DALLAS 

"20 Sa Main 

St. Marys Rd, 

Jlggs Macklln ĥ O N.'^th 

Mrs. Raehell Bullard 80? Market 

Mrs. Blondine Belovich 8th Str. 

Industrial Dev. Corp. Chadwell Lane 

Cletus Bahr h^l LeCompte 

Arthur J . Baumgartner 207 S. Main 

1770 

1790 

VITAL ST. GEMME HARRY GEGG Hiway 61 1798 

JEAN BTE. BEQUETTE • R I B E A U E S T A T E St. Marys Rd. 1778 

JEAN BTE.ST.GMME 
BEAUVAIS NORBERT DONZE St. Marys Rd. 1770 

NICHOLAS JANIS Mrs. EDNA FOLEY St. Marys Rd. 1780 

LOUIS R/ITTE" 
LABRUYERE WILLIAM HOFFMiiN 93 S. Gabouri 1781+ 

FRiiNCOIS VALLE RAYMOND SEXAUER 1̂ 5 S. Gabouri 1781+ 

FRANCOIS VALLE 
STONE STORE HOUSE OLIVER SCHWENT 187 S. Gabouri 1785 

BOLDUC HOUSE COLONIAL DAMES 125 Sa Main 1770 

JEAN BTE. VALLE BERNARD SCHRAMM 99 S. Main 1785 

MICHAEL PLACET HENRY G. SEITZ 2h6 N. Main 1791 

DUFOUR STONE 
STORE HOUSE ROZIER INVESTMENT 2nd & Merchant 1790 

DUFOUR HOUSE MATTHEW ZIEGLER 220 Merchant 1790-

S H A W H O U S E MATTHEW ZIEGLER 2nd & Merchan.t 1790-

JOHN PRICE 
OLD BRICK HOUSE Dr. & Mrs.G.O. LANNING 3rd & Market 1790 

MARIE HUBARDEAU 
LAPORTE Mrs. Henry Fitzkam 256 Market 1790 

SIMON HUBARDEAUI Richard Klein Sr. ^th & Jefferson 1789 

AUGUSTE AUBUCHON Marie & L. Delcommune 5th & Washington 1785 

JACQUES GUIBOURD Mrs. Jules Valle hth & Merchant 1785 

JOHN BIRKE Mrs. Edna Douglas N. 3rd Str. 1797 

LOUIS GARON F. F. Staab Jr . 1*83 Roberts 1785 

ATHANASE CARON Peggy L. Johnson Roberts & Biltmore 1795 

1795 

1790 

1790 

1790 

1790-5 

1805 
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ORIGINAL 
OWNER 

PRESENT 
OWNER 

LOCATION CONSTRU'JTIO 
DATE 

A N T O I N E O'NEIL Jos. G. Ehler 150 S. Main 1810 

ETIENNE PARENT: . Ray Giesler 102 S. Main I809 

JOSEPH BOGY Mrs.E.P.Boverie 
Mrs. Chas.Bussen 163 Merchant 1810 

JOHN DONOHUE 
OLD AGAD£MY 

David Steagall 
School Dis tr ic t 

lhe S, 3rd 
Academy H i l l 

1805 
1808 

DR. WALTER FENWICK Mrs. O.J.Okenfuss 5th & Merchant 1805 

ANTOINE TONISH 
AUBUCHON Ches Siebert Roberts & LaHaye 1806 

ETIENNE JOSEPH 
GOVEREAU AUg.Gremminger Est . ^15 LaHaye 1806 

J O S I A H MILLARD Wendell Shuh J r . L i t t l e Rock Rd. 1803 

JE^iN MARIE PAPIN JR. Miss Edna Rozier kth & Roberts 1810 

GiMIEN BEAUVAIS Colonial Dames 130 S. Main 1813 

FELIX & ODILE V A L L E State Park Board 2nd & Merchant 1811 

LOUIS F. LINN Louis A. Wipfler 223 Merchant 1825 

OLD COURT HOUSE County of Ste.Gen. 3rd &• Merchant 1820 

FELIX S T . V R A I N 
• (GREGOIRE) 

Elmer Donze 50 S. ^th 1822 

ANTOINE LALUMONDIERE Foundation for 
Restoration of 
Ste. Genevieve 801 S. Gabouri 1800 

JOSEPH W. THOMURE Mrs. Marie Farris 90^ S. Gabouri 1810 

FRANCOIS DURAND Industrial Dev.Corp . Chadwell Lane I819 

HETTIG-NikUMAN Miss Mary E.Hulshof 299 Seraphin 1810-5 

NICHOLAS THOMURE • •John Arnold 699 Market 1810 

FELIX ROZIER Norbert Donze 60 N. Main I8U9 

CHARLES S. HERTICH jananuel LaPlante 99 N..Main 1850 

PIERRE SCHUMERT Nick Robertson 73 N. Main 18^9 

A.NTON KL£MMER Mrs . .F lora LaChance 103 N. Main 181+9 

FERDINAND BOZIER Leo Lampman 199 N. Main 1836 

ELOY LECOMPTE MILL • M.F. A. 305 N. Main 1832 

ELOY LECOMPTE APARTMENT Mrs. August Wehner 235 N. Main 1832 
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ORIGINAL 
OWNER 

PRESENT 
0//NfiR 

LOCATION CONSTRUCTION 

LEAVON'^ORTH- CHADWELL 

CHARLES JOKERST 

JESSE B. ROBBINS 

AUGUST WILDER 

AUGUSTUS GISI 

MICHAEL BAD EAU 

S C H O O L B U I L D I N G 

HUBARDEAU ICE HOUSE 

T A M U R E I C E H O U S E 

M E M O R I A L C E M E T E R Y 

M A R T I N I N T R E S S 

Norbert Donze 

Martin Spraul 

Mrs. Agnes Moore 

Mrs. Mildred Baum 

Mississippi Lime 

Harry J . Vogt 

United Glass & 
Ceramic Workers 

Miss Naomi Operle 

John Koetting 

5th & Merchant 

Mrs. Genevieve 
Okenfuss 

Mr.Philip Naeger 

Mr. Joseph Herzog 

JOHN HAEL 

JEAN PAUL ROBERT 

CATHOLIC CHURCH 

OLD RECTORY BUILDING (Old Valle High) 

: LUTHERAN CHURCH . 

' NORTH AND SOUTH "LA PETITE RIVIERE GABOURI" 
J 

' SEBASTIAN BUTCHER . Mr.& Mrs.Dick Hoog 

JOSEPH SERAPHIN W. R. Stange 

OBERLE BUILDINGS Mrs. Fred Oberle 

FIRMIN A. ROZIER Gustav Daubel 

1 Chadwell Lane 

7̂ 5 N. ^th 

2nd & Merchant 

70 S. 3rd 

Corner Hiway 61 & 
Old Plank Road 

^19 Washington 

1̂ 5 Washington 

371 Jefferson 

Market Str. 

kQ N. 3rd 

N. Main 

603 LaHaye 

Dubourg Place 

Dubourg Place 

2nd & Market 

229 Sa Gabouri 

7̂  Seraphin 

176 N. Main 

12̂  Merchant 

1850 

1851 

1860 

1855 

1862 

1835 

1859-60 

1800 

1800 

1787 

18^2 

1865 

1797 

1880 

1870 

1860 

1800-1816 

1795 

187̂  

1850 



I ORDINANCE NO. 

i ordinance establishing the Landmarks and Urban Design Commission 
the Citv of ote. Genevieve, setting forth the composition, appointment, 
iiit^ps of said Commission; providing for the submission to the 
Ission of a l l building applications for building permits by the 

•d of -idermen where the owner, lessee, or tenant of a building or 
'ture"-D'jlies to demolish or materially a l t e r , repair, or modify a 

'^Ir- or structure declared to be a landmark or h i s t o r i c a l structure; 
^^i/*^<^ .jnd directing the Commission to make a study of a l l buildings 
•-•^c^ires within the City of ote. Genevieve and determine which 
t i ^ . * structures because of their age, unique design, time of 

AA'^n'^'ol i t s use or h i s t o r i c a l significance, should be preserved 
^ ' i ^ c i l ' to be a landmark; permitting the Commission to accept g i f t s 
^'.il^V of the City for use i n the acquisition restoration or pre-
«̂tlo.̂  of landmarks; 

•3* 11 ordained by the City of Ste. Genevieve as follows: 

U;uitA;l/;o AND URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION 

Ct aslssion appointment and Composition. There shall be and i s 
J.,/ «»»:.»:»li;ihed a commission consisting of four {h) members to be 
«1 AS t.'.e L.indmarks Commission of the City of Ste. Genevieve. Said 

I atla.'i'anall consist of four {h) members appointed by the Foundation 
i •:.«*iu>3toration of Ste. Genevieve and approved by the Mayor of the 
I ' of L'.w. Jenevieve. Of this number, one shal l be an architect or 
I ;sra;« c l l tect, and one a person having at least ten (10) years 
I '•; .•.'» pji-H>rlence in the business of dealing i n real estate. The 
I -*.%'.;.̂  t o aembers shall be persons who, by training, experience or 
1 , ' i . ' . / demonstrated an interest i n preserving the landmarks of 
1 *• of Jte, Genevieve as the same are herein defined. 
i 

•I. 

vf if;e four persons appointed, two shall be i n l t a l l y appointed 
of tvo years each and two for terms of four years each. A l l 

i •.«.-<»i»fter appointed shall be appointed for terms of four years. 
»;• of 4 tie vote the Mayor of the City of Ste. Genevieve sha l l 
•» 1 •<*!(!Ing vote. 

TO COMMISSION. 

T • :> fts»l5Slon shall establish and maintain a close relationship with 
-*^*.ar of the State Historical Society and the National Trust for 

urging 
' ' upon a l l meetings, discussions and plans connected 

0? COMMISSION. 

• *,-.f» of the Commission shall serve without compensation. Officers 
\ i A \ r', * pi'^irman and Vice-Chairman shall be selected by the 

' - ̂  Us membership. 

• ""'i t !'^'^PONSI HI LITY OF COMMISSION—DESIGNATION OF LANDMARKS 

,̂ .1'°''̂  hereby authorized and directed to 
t 4 **^^^Ss, structures, parks, areas, si t e s , 
7f A .A^ '2^ °f natural or a r t i f i c i a l phenomena loca 

to make a continuous 
d i s t r i c t s , caves, 

' , f,.. -- phenomena located within the 
• >ua,'i'iiA ^ which are known to or brought to the attention 

' as possible landmarks within the defi n i t i o n of this 
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The Comraission s h a l l have authority to e s t a b l i s h c r i t e r i a for and 
to designate those buildings, structures, parks, areas, s i t e s , d i s t r i c t s , 
caves, mounds and items of natural or a r t i f i c i a l phenomena which i n i t s 
judgment should be o f f i c i a l l y designated landmarks within the meaning 
of t h i s chapter. In making such determinations the Commission s h a l l take 
i n t o account the age, design, period of construction, aesthetic value, 
past use, h i s t o r i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e , unusual nature, point of l o c a t i o n or 
other recognized or generally accepted c r i t e r i a f o r determinations. 

For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of t h i s chapter, the 
Commission s h a l l have authority to reduce such c r i t e r i a to w r i t i n g and to 
e s t a b l i s h rules and regulations for the evaluation of items submitted for 
i t s consideration, as well as to provide ways and means, for the submission, 
evaluation and s e l e c t i o n of possible landmarks. 

LANDMARK REGISTER. 

Whenever a bui l d i n g , structure, park, area, s i t e , d i s t r i c t , cave, 
mound or other item of natural or a r t i f i c i a l phenomena has been o f f i c i a l l y 
designated as.a landraark within the meaning of t h i s chapter, such f a c t 
s h a l l be p u b l i c l y declared by the Commission and s h a l l be transmitted to 
the Mayor of the City of Ste. Genevieve. The Commission i s hereby 
charged with the duty of maintaining an o f f i c i a l Landmark Register i n 
which s h a l l be entered a l l such designations, adequately described for 
proper i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . A statement of considerations i n making such 
designations s h a l l also be f i l e d with the Board of Alderman who s h a l l 
maintain such statement for public use and inspection. 

OWNER NOTIFICATION OF LANDMARK—APPEAL 

Whenever a landmark has been so o f f i c i a l l y designated by the 
Commission as herein described, notice of such designation s h a l l be sent 
by regular mail to the owner of such landmark as the name of such owner 
s h a l l be disclosed by the City Records. In the event any such owner 
s h a l l f e e l aggrieved by such designation, he s h a l l have the r i g h t , within 
30 days a f t e r such designation, of appealing to the Commission to revoke 
the designation so made. A 1 1 such appeals s h a l l be i n w r i t i n g and s h a l l be 
considered informally by the Commission, affording the person claiming 
to be aggrieved by such designation an opportunity to appear and present 
reasons why such designation should be revoked. 

RESTRICTIONS ON BUILDING PERMITS. 

A l l buildings, structures, parks, areas, s i t e s , d i s t r i c t s , caves, 
mounds, and items of natural or a r t i f i c i a l phenomena duly designated as 
landmarks and so registered with the Board of Aldermen of the City of Ste. 
Genevieve as herein provided, are hereby declared to be items and matters 
of p u b l i c i n t e r e s t and concern. The economic and aesthetic value of the 
preservation of such landmarks to the present and future p o s t e r i t y , 
safety and general welfare of the City of Ste. Genevieve i s hereby 
recognized. No permit for the demolition, material a l t e r a t i o n , s u b s t a n t i a l 
modification or other change s h a l l be issued by the City of Ste. Genevieve 
f o r any designated landmark, u n t i l the plans and s p e c i f i c a t i o n s upon which 
the a p p l i c a t i o n for such permit are based, s h a l l have f i r s t been submitted 
to the Landmarks Commission for review. 

Upon submission to the Commission of any such a p p l i c a t i o n for a 
permit the Commission s h a l l have s i x t y days i n which to study and review 
such a p p l i c a t i o n and the plan and s p e c i f i c a t i o n s upon such a p p l i c a t i o n 
i s based and to confer with the owner, occupant, or other person having 
an i n t e r e s t i n such building, structure, park, area, s i t e , d i s t r i c t , 
cave, mound, or other item of natural or a r t i f i c i a l phenomena for the 
purpose of making suggestions and recommendations with respect to any 
and a l l means or methods considered f e a s i b l e and proper f o r the preservation 
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of such landmark. I t shall be the duty of the Commission within such 
time to make suggestions and recommendations whereby the landraark in 
question may be preserved and maintained in a state which w i l l not deface, 
mar, materially alter or destroy, i n whole or i n part, the h i s t o r i c a l 
significance or aesthetic value of such landmark. 

COOPERATION WITH THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN. 

In i t s descretion the Commission may consult with the Board of 
aldermen of the City of Ste. Genevieve for the purpose of seeking the 
aid of the City, f i n a n c i a l l y or otherwise, i n i t s efforts to retain 
and maintain a l l o f f i c i a l l y designated landmarks.for posterity. 

GIFTS AND DONATIONS. 

The Commission i s hereby ^authorized to accept g i f t s and gratuities 
on behalf of the City of Ste. Genevieve for the study, acquisition, 
designation and preservation of o f f i c i a l l y designated landmarks. A11 
such g i f t s and gratuities shall be set aside i n a special fund known as 
the Landmarks Fund and shall be distributed only upon approval of the 
Board of Aldermen. A11 such g i f t s and gratuities shall be used solely 
for the purposes consistent with this chapter and may be disbursed, advanced 
or loaned upon any terms or conditions established by the Board of 
Aldermen. 

DUTIES RELATIVE TO FOUNTAINS, BRIDGES, ETC. 

The Comraission shall make recommendations to the Board of Aldermen 
regarding the location, design, and decoration of any public building, 
bridge, fountain, arch, lamp post, stained glass, tablet, statue, 
gateway, fence, monument or memorial of any kind of a permanent character 
and location. No such public structure or monument shall be erected or 
ins t a l l e d i n any public place, or removed, relocated, or altered in any 
way u n t i l the plans therefor have been submitted to the Commission and 
the recommendations of the Comraission, or majority thereof, have been 
made to the proper authority. Such recommendations must be made within 

• a period of 30 days from submission. Failure to make recommendations 
4 within that period shall make the decision of the Commission unnecessary. 

PLANS OF CERTAIN BUILDINGS TO BE APPROVED. 

The development of public parks and plazas and the property surrounding 
and i n the neighborhood of same should proceed along the lines of good 
order, good taste, and with due regard to the public interest involved. 
A reasonable degree of control should be exercised over the character and 
design of public, private, and semi-private buildings bordering upon or 
adjacent to or within 300 feet of and when v i s i b l e from such public parks 
and plazas and each of them. To this end therefore when application i s 
made for a permit for the erection or alteration of any building or ibther 
f i x t u r e , any portion of which i s to front or abut upon or be located 
within 100 feet of and when v i s i b l e from the Public Square or any building 
or structure designated a Landmark or any of the public parks or plazas 
i n the City, the plans therefor, so far as they relate to the general 
exterior appearance, design, color and texture of surface materials of 
exterior construction, shall be submitted by the Board of Aldermen to 
the Commission for i t s recommendations before any permit i s issued therefor. 
The Commission shall report promptly to the Board of Aldermen i t s recommen­
dations including such changes, i f any, as i n i t s judgment are necessary 
to reasonably prevent impairment of the public values applying to such 
buildings or public parks or plazas. Such recommendations must be made 
within a period of 30 days from submission and failure to make such 
recoramendation within that period shall make the decision of the Commission 
unnecessary; provided, that upon the application of the Commission, the 
Board of Aldermen may extend this period i n order to permit a complete 
investigation whenever necessary. 
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EXTERIOR DESIGN OF BUILDINGS ETC., TO BE SUBMITTED TO COMSSION 

No construction of any building, arch, gate, fence or other fixture 
which i s to be paid for either wholly or i n part by the City shall be 
begun unless the exterior design thereof shall have been submitted to 
the Commission and recommendations made by i t , except as herein provided, 
before the f i n a l approval thereof by the officer or other person having 
authority to contract therefor. The approval of the Commission shall be 
required in respect to a l l fixtures or structures belonging to any person 
which shall be erected upon or extended over any highway, stream, lake, 
square, park or other public place within the City, except as provided 
i n this chapter. In deeds or leases for land made by the City, r e s t r i c ­
tions may be imposed requiring that the design and location of structures 
to be altered or erected thereon shall be f i r s t approved by the Commission. 
Nothing requiring the recomraendation or approval of the Comraission as 
i n this and the preceding section provided shall be changed i n exterior 
design or location without i t s approval; provided, that, i n case of 
dispute, the Board of Aldermen shall be the f i n a l arbiter and i t s decision 
sh a l l prevail. I f the Commission f a i l s to act upon any matter submitted 
to i t within 30 days after such submission, i t s approval of the matter 
submitted shall be presumed; provided, that upon the application of the 
Commission the officer or other person having authority to contract 
therefor may extend this period i n order to permit a complete investigation 
whenever necessary. 

. EXEMPTIONS. 

The provisions of this chapter shall not apply to any buildings or 
property owned or controlled by the County of Ste. Genevieve, State of 
Missouri, Board of Education or United States Government or any 
construction in which grants of the public works administration or other 
federal governmental financial aid is involved. 

Passed—January I969. 
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to where we were. We'll get back to better 
days. But we won't be going back to being 
a town with a $1.7-million annual budget," 
Angerer says. 

"The Trust has given us general guide­
lines without getting in our way," Anger­
er adds, conferring kudos rather than faint 
praise. The model for disaster relief that 

the Trust has attempted to shape for Ste. 
Genevieve attempts, after all, to build sup­
port for preservation from below by plac­
ing representatives in the field who are in­
tellectually and emotionally equipped to 
help with the day-to-day problems of re­
covery; by providing funds for technical 
assistance, while leaving construction 

grants to the SHPOs; and by dispatching 
task forces to help with survey work. "The 
chief lesson here," says Moe, "is that (peo­
ple will rally to support historic stmctures 
when they're at risk. We have to persuade 
people that such properties, unless con­
stantly maintained, can be at risk even 
without natural disasters." V 




