
This document created solely by concerned residents of the Yellow Creek community Page 1 of 25 

 

March 24, 2025 

 

To:  Chris Braswell, Stan Hunt, Johnny Varner, Shannon Davidson, Frank Sosebee; Planning and 
Zoning, and David Gibbs, Kathy Cooper, Billy Powell, Gregg Poole and Jeff Stowe; Commissioners 

 

RE: 7 April 2025 meeting and our community opposition to the Koons Environmental Design zoning 
application for the “Yellow Creek Campground” 

 

Planners and Commissioners- 

We ask the Commission to deny this zoning application in its entirety, primarily for the three 
reasons shown below: 

1. The PCD zoning and proposed land usage is incompatible with the long-term plan, (Hall 
County Forward, Comprehensive Plan Update).  

a. Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 
2. The proposed events and ‘glamping’ facility is directly at odds with decades of surrounding 

rural residential character and development on the Yellow Creek peninsula, and 
3. A potential PCD zoning provides for “the maximum attainable commercial usage,” making it 

particularly incompatible with in-place land use plans, and unsuitable in the heart of a long-
established and enduring rural character residential community. 

We recognize and plan to adhere to the customary three-minute comment period during the 
upcoming public meeting(s). So, in order to assist the Commissioners’ awareness and 
understanding of the volume of supporting arguments (impractical to cover in a three-minute 
comment) we, concerned citizens of the Yellow Creel community, have assembled and submitted 
this document and exhibits for your review, well prior to the meeting.  We are happy to provide a 
PDF of this document with active embedded hyperlinks. While our public comments will focus on 
the three reasons to deny listed above, we will refer to this document in our remarks.  

We thank you for the excellent stewardship of the future of Hall County and look forward to your 
continuing the trend by denying this application.  

Very respectfully, 

 

Greg Rutledge (and the entire ad-hoc resident working group) 
Document curator, holding no elected office in the community 
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Residents’ Request to Deny Proposed Zoning Change and Development, 
for 

Yellow Creek Campground 

Koons Environmental Design for Elimelech and Ya-Elle Rosner 

Parcel ID 11135 000001, 6700 Yellow Creek Road, Elimelech Rosner and  
Parcel ID 11135 000001E, 6702 Yellow Creek Road, Elimelech and Ya-Elle Rosneri 

Murrayville (see map pin below) 

                   
Presented to Hall County Planning Commission (HCPC) on 3/24/2025  

For Planning Meeting set for 4/7/2025 
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BLUF (Bottom Line Up Front) 

Concerned residents in the community around 6700/6702 Yellow Creek Road express their request 
for the HCPC to deny this zoning application primarily for the three reasons listed in the preceding 
cover letter. 

1. The PCD zoning and proposed land usage is incompatible with the long-term plan, (Hall 
County Forward, Comprehensive Plan Update).  

a. Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 
b. See Exhibits 1, 3, 6, 8 and 14  

 
2. The proposed events and ‘glamping’ facility is directly at odds with decades of surrounding 

rural residential character and development on the Yellow Creek peninsula. 
a. See Exhibits See Exhibits 1, 2, 8, 10, 12,  and 18 

 
3. A potential PCD zoning provides for “the maximum attainable commercial usage,” making it 

particularly incompatible with in-place land use plans, and unsuitable in the heart of a long-
established and enduring rural character residential community. 

a. As above, see Exhibits 1-6, 8, 14, and 18 
i. Note well: Exhibit 18 presents videos shot in 2019 and 2025 illustrating the 

pervasive and enduring residential character of the area.  The URLs are 
active in the PDF of this document. 

We support the continued use and zoning of the parcels for single-family residential use, consistent 
with the current VC or adjacent R-1 zoning, evolving to rural neighborhood and lakeside residential 
designations over time, consistent with the 2024 Hall County Land Use plan. 

There are additional reasons to deny the zoning change, yet we choose to focus on the most critical 
ones at this stage of the application process. 

We invite you to peruse the 19 Exhibits which follow this page. 
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Exhibit 1 - 17.180.080.  A Planned Commercial Development 
(PCD) zoning is inconsistent with long range plans of the County. 
Emphasis ours 

A. Characteristics.  A planned commercial development shall provide for the maximum attainable commercial usage 
of property while employing the best aspects of prior site planning and development controls to insure: 

1. Protection of surrounding residential uses; 
2. Safe access by motorists; 
3. Minimum traffic congestion; and 
4. A development which is consistent with long-range plans of the county. 

 

Granting a zoning change to PCD in the heart of the Yellow Creek residential community is perceived to be a great risk and 
a grave error.  A PCD zoning would open the door to “maximum attainable commercial usage” that is directly 
inconsistent with the character, history and reality of the area, and at direct odds with, and inconsistent “… with long 
range plans of the county.”  This potential change to PCD in the heart of an existing “Lakeside Residential” and “Rural 
Neighborhood” area is wrong, unwelcome and unnecessary.  (see also Exhibits 6,  8, 9, and 14)  

PCD is appropriate for the Highway 60 corridor, as already denoted to be the proper location for commercial usage in the 
Rural Scenic and Business Nodes in far northwest Hall County.   

Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 
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Exhibit 2 – All surrounding Yellow Creek development of the last 
25 years is residential.  Strong precedence to keep it that way. 

• All recent (prior 10 years) development and existing home sites built along Yellow Creek Rd are all single-family 
homes generally on multiple acres. (includes the in-progress Hathaway ‘horse farm’ with home.)  With one 
exception (Lee), all recent Yellow Creek Rd (and adjacent/fronting) are built on lots exceeding one acre.  For 
example: 

o Singleton, 6641 Yellow Creek Rd, 11.76 acres.   
o Singleton, 6673 Yellow Creek Rd, 1.57 acres.  
o Tate, 662 H Abercrombie/Yellow Creek driveway, 37.95 acres (house and outbuilding) 
o Black, 6624 Yellow Creek, 4.2 acres (house and outbuildings) 
o Hathaway, 6384 Yellow Creek, 54.37 acres (house and ‘horse farm’) 
o McCrary, 6067 Walden Rd/Yellow Creek frontage, 4.74 acres 
o Fauscett, 6645 Abercrombie, 3.24 acres 
o Baker, 6657 Abercrombie, 3.24 acres 
o Sykes, 6677 Abercrombie, 1.53 acres 
o Warneke, 6689 Abercrombie, 1.63 acres 
o Romero, 6701 Abercrombie, 2.21 acres 
o Lee, 6035 Yellow Creek, .86 acres. 

 
• Looking at the evidence, (see Exhibits) an easy conclusion is that - 

i) the Yellow Creek area is, has been and should continue to be a residential development, consistent with 
the Lakeside Residential and Rural Neighborhood designations, and 

ii) all development should be within current zoning and character, and consistent with historical and future 
land use plans – to “maintain rural character.”ii  

As a footnote - quoting from the Executive summary of the Hall County Forward, Comprehensive Plan 2045 Update, a 
document that arguably the developers here would be well-advised to more closely read that document prior to making 
their application. To wit – “Developers will use this plan to determine if they can build what they want to build, where they 
want to build it, before undertaking their plans.”  Screen grab below. 

 
Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 
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Exhibit 3 – Stick to the Existing Land Use Plan 
Note well the property at issue (highlighted on the left in blue) is slated to continue as lakeside residential, the 
same as the established development(s) to its left.  Additionally, the properties along Yellow Creek and H. 
Abercrombie roads, slated for rural neighborhood, have seen only residential development on plots over 1 acre. 

 

Source:  Hall County GIS Viewer 

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-
0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-
9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A
0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%
3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-
9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-
dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-
193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D   active hyperlink in the PDF 

• All recent and existing home sites built along Yellow Creek Rd are all single family homes on multiple acres. 
(includes the Hathaway ‘horse farm’ with house.) An easy conclusion is that residential development is still the 
proper choice, within current and planned zoning and character, and consistent with future land use plans. 

o Singleton, 6641 Yellow Creek Rd, 11.76 acres.   
o Singleton, 6673 Yellow Creek Rd, 1.57 acres.  
o Tate, 662 H Abercrombie/Yellow Creek.  37.95 acres (house and outbuilding) 
o Black, 6624 Yellow Creek, 4.2 acres 
o Hathaway, 6384 Yellow Creek, 54.37 acres 
o McCrary, 6067 Walden Rd/Yellow Creek, 4.74 acres 
o Fauscett, 6645 Abercrombie, 3.24 acres 
o Baker, 6657 Abercrombie, 3.24 acres 
o Sykes, 6677 Abercrombie, 1.53 acres 
o Warneke, 6689 Abercrombie, 1.63 acres 
o Romero, 6701 Abercrombie, 2.21 acres 
o Lee, 6035 Yellow Creek, .86 acres. (lone exception to the >1 acreage) 

 

Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 

    

https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/07c9cfa0f6a94be0b7a24ad4e0b084fa/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17-0%3A30361&widget_6=active_datasource_id:dataSource_1,center:-9346120.227578666%2C4086138.2442020075%2C102100,scale:16072.123751119721,rotation:0,viewpoint:%7B%22rotation%22%3A0%2C%22scale%22%3A16072.123751119721%2C%22targetGeometry%22%3A%7B%22spatialReference%22%3A%7B%22wkid%22%3A102100%7D%2C%22x%22%3A-9346120.227578666%2C%22y%22%3A4086138.2442020075%7D%7D,layer_visibility:%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1%22%3A%7B%22widget_6-dataSource_1-PublicSafety_4380%22%3Afalse%2C%22widget_6-dataSource_1-193649ae38c-layer-17%22%3Atrue%7D%7D
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Exhibit 4 – In the second sentence of the Comprehensive 
Plan Executive Summary, the language aligns to a NO vote 
on this proposed change to PCD. 
Emphasis ours  
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Exhibit 5 – Vision for the Area strongly implies and 
supports a NO vote. 
Source:  Hall County Comprehensive Plan document, page 174 

The vision for our area as expressed in the Hall County plan/Supporting Ideas/Community Identity and Rural Charm 
speaks volumes in support of our request to deny the PCD zoning.  To wit, we agree completely with “… maintaining its 
rural tranquil charm”.  Indeed, we DO seek to “prevent suburbanization” and view the so-called ‘lack of infrastructure’ as a 
positive feature, and is part of why folks bought here.  We moved ‘to the country on purpose’! 

The sentence in “Community Identity and Rural Charm” is spot on.  PCD has NO fit with that idea. 

Hall County has a good long-term land use plan for our Character Zone.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 
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Exhibit 6 – Future Land Use shows NO commercial usage 
for the area in question. Hwy 60 is appropriate for 
commercial and business. 
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Exhibit 7 – Again, maintain the rural character, consistent 
with the zoning and land use plan 
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Exhibit 8 – We request you stick with your plan for Lakeside 
Residential and Rural Neighborhood along and near Yellow 
Creek, while managing the commercial growth along Hwy 60. 
Source: Comprehensive Plan, pages 162, 163 and 165, emphasis ours 
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The cropped area shown below illustrates the extent of Yellow Creek Rd from Hwy 60 to Barkers Bend Dr.  Note well it 
begins with Rural Scenic Nodes and Corridors (along Hwy 60) continues through Rural Neighborhood along most of 
Yellow Creek Rd to Lakeside Residential beginning at the parcels in question for this rezoning. 

Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it. 

 

Source:  page 175 of the Comprehensive Plan  
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Exhibit 9 – RE Traffic: There are no planned changes to 
Yellow Creek Rd. and its feeders, only the reconfiguration 
of the intersection of Yellow Creek and Highway 60.   
(Source: 2024 update to plan, page 256) 

 

While not a primary concern at this time, ongoing and potential residential growth along Yellow Creek will only put more 
and more traffic pressure on Yellow Creek and its intersection(s) with highway 60. And any commercial development at 
the distant southwest end of Yellow Creek Rd would certainly exacerbate any traffic issues. 
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Exhibit 10 – While represented as a lakefront property, 
these parcels are demonstrably on shallow riverfront, not 
Lakefront (Not an issue for the HCPC to address, just FYI 
re the unfamiliarity of the applicants with the area) 
Source: Google Earth, Google Maps, emphasis ours 

1. Shoreline access is actually for the shallow, narrow north Chestatee river 
• While the application states that the “ … property has +/- 1000 feet of coastline on Lake Lanier,” the reality is that 

the ‘coastline’ is US Army Corps property, and is on a shallow cut-off inlet of the Chestatee river, with no ‘beach,’ 
with water suitable for wading more than swimming or fishing, having trees to the drop-off Corps-property 
shoreline, and subject to having little if any navigable boat access during typical summer lower water levels. The 
shoreline cannot be ‘improved’ without express written permission from the Corps.  See Google Earth image 
taken in August, at a common low summer level.  Note well the visible narrow channel of the Chestatee and the 
two vegetation-covered mud-bars (left and right), with the one on the right barely permitting water flow.  
Compare this to other Lake Lanier camping venues which offer superior lake access.  
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• The application states that one of the docks “…  is intended to serve the tenants of the “glamp-ground.”  This 
dock is a single slip covered dock in shallow water.  No jet ski ramp at present.  Not the best amenity for multiple 
campers wishing to tie up.  Note also the dock does not appear to have either an electrical permit or be 
permitted for the non-resident/commercial use of the deck for multiple glampers. 

• While NOT an issue for the HCPC, the US Army Corps of Engineers does not permit residential docks to be used 
for commercial purposes without a new permitting process.   
 

2. Poor Boat Usage Capability for Guests 
• The existing docks do not have nearby public boat ramp access.  The closest public boat ramp is Toto Park, 

located just south of Price Rd in Dawson County, roughly a 12 mile drive.  
• The development’s private ramp access is limited to property owners by the Corps of Engineers and ramp gate 

keys are not to be shared with guests and friends. 
• The closest marina with public gas pumps is the Athens Boat Club, a 20-minute boat/jet ski ride. 
• At and near the property, previously mentioned shallow, narrow waterways, with known shoals down to ~28C 

where the USACOE warning sign for shallow water is located, as well as south for another ½ mile to the north 
end of the Chestatee Golf Club inhibit watersports for guests.  Visitors who don’t know or aren’t aware of the 
numerous shoals run the risk of grounding their vessels, necessitating towing and repairs. 

• Glampers wishing to arrive by boat are at risk due to iffy navigability. 
3. There are numerous nearby established lakeside camping/glamping competition with superior venues, 

including attractive shoreline access to Lake Lanier.   

KEY CONCERN: If the glamping/event business venture is unsuccessful, the owners and neighbors are ‘stuck’ with a 
‘white elephant’ in their midst, with a broadly permissive PCD zoning in place – a significant adverse risk in the minds 
of area residents. 

 

o Google Maps image 
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• Plus there’s a wide selection of nearby wineries in north Georgia, many with event venues and associated 
camping/B&Bs/VRBOs/hotels, all well-established and well-marketed. 

 
o Google Maps image 
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Exhibit 12 – Yellow Creek is at the western edge of the 
Murrayville/Sardis Character Zone and is notably different 
in character from the more eastern Sardis-to-Hwy 60 
area, which is far less rural in character. 
Source: Comprehensive Plan, page 157 
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Exhibit 13 – We recognize the BOC has the express 
authority to not grant rezoning to development plans that 
do not line up with the vision of the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

i) Hall County has a good long-term land use plan.  We urge the HCPC to stick to it by denying this PCD 
re-zoning. 
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Exhibit 14 – Future Land Use Plan – for orientation 

 

  

Yellow Creek 
Community Area 
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Exhibit 15 – Reinforcing Rural Character and Green Space 
Emphasis ours  
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Exhibit 16 – Murrayville area Not Likely to Change 
Emphasis ours 
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Exhibit 17 – We seek to follow the governing Zoning 
Process (shown below) 
(source:  https://www.hallcounty.org/1176/Zoning-Conditional-Use-and-Variance-Requ ) 

Emphasis ours 

About the Public Meeting Process  

Rezoning, Conditional Use, and Variance applications are requests first heard by the Hall County Planning Commission 
(HCPC) at a Public Meeting. Rezoning and Conditional Use requests subject to the Board of Commissioners (BOC) 
approval are heard at a second public meeting where final action is taken by the BOC; when the final action is determined 
by the BOC, the Planning Commission’s acts as a recommending board and their recommendation is forwarded to the 
BOC along with any public comments. Both the Planning Commission and Board of Commissioner meetings are usually 
held on the second floor of the Hall County Government building located at 2875 Browns Bridge Road, Gainesville, GA 
30504.  

Public Hearing Procedures (Planning Commission) 

1. The chairman will call the meeting to order. 
2. The Commission will approve or amend the minutes of the previous meeting. 
3. The chairman will address Old Business items on the agenda. 
4. The chairman will hear New Business requests. 
5. The chairman will read the legal description of the application to be heard. 

a. The applicant will give their presentation. 
b. The Commission may ask the applicant questions. 
c. The Commission may ask questions of staff. 
d. The chairman will open the floor to the public, calling for those “in favor” to speak first and then those 

“in opposition.” 
i. Speakers wishing to address the Commission shall clearly state their name and address, and 

sign in. 
ii. Speakers shall be allowed to speak for no more than the time limit set by the chairman. The 

chairman or a person designated by the chairman shall be responsible for enforcing the time 
limit. Typically, the time is set at 3 minutes per person for up to 7 people per side (for or 
against) 

iii. Comments must pertain only to the merits of the proposed application and must be directed 
to the Commission. Comments are not allowed which may be construed as personal attacks 
on any other speaker or as irrelevant to the application. Violators will first be cautioned and 
then prevented from making further comment. 

e. The applicant may be allowed a brief rebuttal. 
f. The chairman will read for the record any correspondence received in support or opposition to the 

application. 
g. The chairman will close the public hearing to further public comment. 
h. The chairman will open the floor for discussion by the Commission. The Commission will decide 

whether to vote on approval or denial of the application, postpone a decision (“table”), or take other 
action. 

6. The chairman will ask if there is any other business to discuss once all requests have been heard. 
7. The chairman will entertain a motion to adjourn. 

  

https://www.hallcounty.org/1176/Zoning-Conditional-Use-and-Variance-Requ


This document created solely by concerned residents of the Yellow Creek community Page 23 of 25 

 

Exhibit 18 – 2019 and 2025 videos of Yellow Creek to 
Barkers Bend 
 
NOTE WELL – if you have difficulty locating the videos on YouTube.com, in the search bar type in the exact title of the video 
in double quotes. E.g., “The rural reality of west Hall County, GA”.  Please forgive any ads that YouTube presents. 
 
Start at the 6 minute mark for the 2019 journey down the Yellow Creek peninsula to Barkers Bend 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ik-RHugrAWM&t=18s   active link in the PDF 
 
Start  at the 6:50 mark to see only the 2025 journey, illustrating how little the community has changed in six years, and the 
reality of its rural residential character once off Highway 60.  Watch the entire video to observe the commercial growth 
along Hwy 60 from the Murrayville Kroger to the turnoff to Yellow Creek Rd. 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BobU_11v1tU   active link in the PDF 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ik-RHugrAWM&t=18s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BobU_11v1tU
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Exhibit 19 – Cook Communities neighbor engagement 
letter 
In contrast to the Yellow Creek Campground developer/owner(s) who have made NO effort to engage residents in the 
area, note well the Cook Communities teams’ resident engagement for their proposed residential development farther NE  
up Yellow Creek. 
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i END NOTE - It may be inconsequential, but the Hall County Tax records show 6702 Yellow Creek is owned by 
husband and wife, yet the zoning application is filed only by the husband.  6702 may also be part of a different 
original plat subject to different requirements. 
 
 
















































