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August 17, 2026 
 
City of Madison Landmarks Commission 
c/o Heather L. Bailey, Ph.D. 
Preservation Planner 
Dept. of Planning, Community, & Economic Dev. 
215 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd., Suite 017 
Madison, Wisconsin 53701-2985 
 
 Re: Objection to Landmark Boundary Nomination for 3701 Council Crest 
  City Legislative File I.D. No. 94133 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 

I own the Old Spring Tavern, a city landmark built in 1854 and located at 3706 Nakoma 
Road.  The City’s preservation planner, Heather Bailey, recently filed a petition to amend the 
landmark designation in order to remove the landmark status from an adjacent uphill parcel 
located at 3701 Council Crest.  I object to this amendment for the two reasons that follow. 

 
First, the Landmark Commission declined a request to remove the landmark status from 

the 3701 Council Crest parcel just five years ago in July 2021.  See City Legislative File ID #72243.   
At the time, the Landmark Commission found that: 

 
[R]etaining the landmark designation on the western lot will ensure preservation 
of the historic structure on the eastern lot by allowing for review of potential 
adverse impacts of the new construction on the historic structure.1 

 
The Commission clearly intended to maintain review authority over the adjacent property to 
protect the landmark building against adverse impacts from future construction on the adjacent 
uphill lot.  That threat will continue to exist into the future as the uphill property changes hands 
over time and new owners consider new uses and construction on that lot. 
 

Second, Madison Ordinance 41.07(9), which incorporates by reference 41.07(1)-(7), sets 
forth the following standard the Commission must apply when amending a landmark 
designation – the same standard as for designating a landmark: 

 

 
1 https://madison.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=11078145&GUID=45CDA92F-1666-4E2C-936F-
ECC96D80CBCD  
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A property qualifies [for Landmark Designation] if it meets any one of the listed criteria: 

o Association with broad patterns of cultural, political, economic, or social history; 
o Association with important persons/events; 
o Having archaeological/anthropological significance; 
o Embodying architectural significance; 
o Being representative of the work of a notable builder/designer/architect. 

After finding that the 3701 Council Crest property met this standard in July 2021, the 
Landmark Commission examined the property again in July 2022, in connection with a request 
to construct a home on the parcel.  See City Legislative File ID #77464.  In approving the new 
construction, the Commission maintained the landmark status on 3701 Council Crest, 
presumably due to its association with "broad patterns of cultural, political, economic, or social 
history."   
 

Nothing has changed, in just four years, that would cause 3701 Council Crest to lose this 
historic quality. Although a new home has been constructed on the property, the Commission 
approved that structure while keeping the parcel’s landmark status in place. To do so, the 
Commission had to determine that the proposed structure met the Secretary of Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation (Madison Ord. 41.18(1)(a)), which require that "[t]he historic 
character of the property shall be retained and preserved." 36 C.F.R. 67.7(b)(2).  In other words, 
in order to approve the structure, the Commission had to find that it would "retain and 
preserve" the historic significance of the property it sits on.   
 

It would be arbitrary and capricious for the Commission now to say that the structure it 
recently approved as consistent with the adjacent property's historic character has now 
destroyed the property's historic character.  Yet, the Commission would need to take this 
position in order to eliminate the landmark status from 3701 Council Crest absent any other 
material changes to that property in the last four years.   
 

I greatly appreciate your attention to this matter.   
 

Respectfully submitted, 

        
Carly Conway 


