
 
 

 
 

LAND USE HEARING OFFICER VARIANCE REPORT 

 
 
-- Prepared:  08/08/2022   
 

  
APPLICATION NUMBER: VAR 22-0955 
LUHO HEARING DATE:  August 22, 2022 CASE REVIEWER:  Tania Chapela 

 
REQUEST:  

The applicant is requesting setback variances to accommodate a proposed addition for a single-family dwelling on 
property zoned RSC-6. 

 

VARIANCES: 

1) Per LDC Section 6.01.01, the required minimum rear yard setback for property zoned RSC-6 is 25 feet. The 
applicant requests: 
 
• An 11.4-foot reduction to the required rear yard setback to allow a rear setback of 13.6 feet from the south 

property line for the proposed addition, excluding the chimney; and, 
 

• A 14.3-foot reduction to the required rear yard setback to allow a rear setback of 10.7 feet from the south property 
line for the chimney. 

 
2) Per LDC Section 6.01.01, the required minimum side yard setback for property zoned RSC-6 is 7.5 feet. The 

applicant requests a 0.4-foot reduction to the required side yard setback to allow a side setback of 7.1 feet from the 
east property line for the proposed addition. 

 

FINDINGS: 

• Natural Resources has confirmed that due to the permitted seawall along the rear of the subject property, no 
conservation/preservation area setback is required from the adjacent waterway, pursuant to LDC Section 4.01.07.B.2. 

 

DISCLAIMER: 

The variance listed above is based on the information provided in the application by the applicant.  Additional variances 
may be needed after the site has applied for development permits.  The granting of these variances does not obviate the 
applicant or property owner from attaining all additional required approvals including but not limited to: subdivision or 
site development approvals and building permit approvals. 
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1 of 3 02/2022

_________________________________________________________________________ __________________________________ 

the second page of this form must be 

______________________________ ________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________ _______________________________ 

___________________________ 

____________________________ 

Yes 
If “Yes” is checked on the above please ensure you include all items marked with * on the last page. 

Yes 
If “Yes” is checked on the above please ensure you include all items marked with + on the last page. 

Digitally signed by: Jaime R. Maier
DN: CN = Jaime R. Maier email = jaime.maier@hwhlaw.com C = US O =
 Hill Ward Henderson OU = Attorney
Date: 2022.08.04 14:59:31 -04'00'

Jaime R. Maier
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pursuant 
to Chapter 119 FS? Yes 

________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________ ___________________ 
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101 E. Kennedy Blvd., Suite 3700, Tampa, FL 33602-5195  |  T 813.221.3900  |  F 813.221.2900  |  HWHLAW.COM

SENDER’S DIRECT DIAL: 
813-506-5184 

SENDER’S E-MAIL: 
jaime.maier@hwhlaw.com 

August 4, 2022 

Tania Chapela 
Development Services Department 
County Center 
601 E. Kennedy Blvd., 19th Floor 
Tampa, FL 33602 

Re: VAR 22-0955 – Revised Materials 

Dear Ms. Chapela: 

Please find enclosed under cover of this letter the following revised materials in connection 
with the above-referenced application: 

- Revised site plan to show distances from structure and chimney to boundary line, in 
addition to prior measurements of distances from structure and chimney to seawall 

- Revised narrative to reflect updated distances per above, as the variance request  

Please accept these revised materials for filing in the application record, and please contact 
our office with any questions. 

Thank you.  

Sincerely, 

HILL WARD HENDERSON 

Jaime R. Maier, Esq. 

JRM 
cc: Tom Hiznay 
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Variance Hardship Narrative 

8706 Cobblestone Drive 

Request for Reduced Rear and Side Setback 

General Request 

This is a request for a reduction of the rear yard setback from 25.0’ to 13.6’ to edge of new 
structure and 10.7’ to edge of chimney, and a reduction to the side yard setback from 7.5’ to 7.1’ to edge 
of new structure, for the property located at 8706 Cobblestone Drive, Tampa (the “Property).  The 
applicant, Timothy Healey (the “Applicant”), owns the Property.  The Applicant has lived at the Property 
since 2013, as his primary residence.  The home on the Property was built in 1970, and its layout and 
design reflect its outdated age.  Especially in the pandemic era 2020s’ decade, where the Applicant, like 
many individuals, spends significantly more time at home and is in need of home office space, modern 
standards of living influenced by modern standards such as the effects of COVID-19 render older 
structures obsolete and untenable. 

The Property is zoned RSC-6, therefore the standard setbacks are 25’ for the front and rear yards, 
and 7.5’ for the side yards.  The Property was platted in 1969, with lot dimensions of approximately 75’ 
in width and 125’ in length.  With 25’ setbacks on either end, that leaves approximately 75’ of buildable 
length area.  The home was constructed almost in the exact center of the Property, and therefore, due to its 
siting, and the other factors described more fully herein, any current or future owner of the Property is 
significantly constrained from making any meaningful improvement to the home thereon without a 
request for a variance from setbacks.  The siting of the home relative to the Property’s boundary lines also 
result in a slight angle, with the eastern boundary line veering closer to the home structure than the 
western line.  

The layout of the home is such that the small, single-window master bedroom is tacked on at the 
southeastern corner of the home, next to a large, concrete “Florida Room” that spans the southwest corner 
to middle of the home’s rear facade.  The Florida Room has its own roofline, different from the rest of the 
home’s roof.  The location and structural uniqueness of the Florida Room prevent expansion of the Home 
to the southwest.   

Expanding into the north/front yard of the Property is prevented by the location of the garage and 
access drive on the northwest side of the home, and the front entryway/front room on the northeast side of 
the home.  The front room itself has a front setback of 25.2’ from the edge of the front entry room, 
therefore any expansion in this direction would require a variance, and would significantly alter the flow 
and layout of the home.  Therefore, in order to expand the master bedroom, the only direction the 
Applicant can build is outward into the rear yard setback.   

Variance Criteria 

1. Explain how the alleged hardships or practical difficulties are unique and singular to the subject 
property and are not those suffered in common with other property similarly located? 

Built in 1970, the siting of the home relative to its position on the Property, and the home structure’s 
outdated and unique layout as described above, result in a practical difficulty that is unique to the 
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Property.  Any current or future owner of this Property is constrained in their ability to make meaningful 
improvements to it without a variance request, since the southeast corner is the only feasible location on 
the home to make structural improvements.  Many other properties in the immediately surrounding area 
have structures additions to their homes in their rear yards, whether by encroaching into the setbacks or 
because the home structures were sited such that more room for expansion was feasible without a 
variance.  

2. Describe how the literal requirements of the Land Development Code (LDC) would deprive you 
of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same district and area under the terms of 
the LDC. 

Many of the property owners in the surrounding area have full enjoyment of their property by adding 
pools, Florida Rooms, patios, and other features on the rear of their homes.  The Applicant cannot fully 
enjoy his property in the same way as these surrounding owners, because the as-built siting of the home is 
essentially in the middle of the Property, constraining him both in the front and the back.  In addition, the 
slight angle of the home relative to the Property line results in a need for a variance for any addition to the 
southeast side of the home.  The structure was not built exactly parallel with the boundary lines and the 
side yard narrows towards the south end of the Property.  Without the requested variances, the Applicant 
cannot make meaningful improvements to his home similar to what other properties in the surrounding 
area enjoy.  

3. Explain how the variance, if allowed, will not substantially interfere with or injure the rights of 
others whose property would be affected by allowance of the variance. 

The variance request will not interfere with surrounding owners.  The adjacent property owner to the 
east is the property owner with the potential to be affected by the variance request.  That property owner 
has been provided the details of this variance request and, as of the date of filing, has no objection to the 
request.  The adjacent owner’s own rear yard contains various patio additions, which project into the rear 
setback at a degree similar to that of the Applicant’s proposed structural addition.  Therefore, this 
variance request will be compatible with the adjacent neighbor’s own existing setbacks, and in fact may 
have the added privacy benefit of “buffering” the neighbor’s patio space from the Applicant’s backyard 
with the proposed structure.   

Moreover, the surrounding area is a canalfront neighborhood.  The rear yards abut the canal, and 
many of the lots have individual docks and other waterfront uses.  Unlike waterfront lots in lake or 
beachfront communities, which tend to have “large estate” patterns of development, where a deeper rear 
yard setback is desirable, the canalfront community has a very active waterfront, where the rear yards are 
integral to the canalfront lifestyle, and living “up close” to the canal is desirable and expected.  Therefore, 
bringing a portion of the home structure closer to the waterfront, encroaching into the standard rear yard 
setback, is appropriate and is not a negative interference with the character of the area.  The side yard 
setback encroachment of 0.4’ reflects the existing siting of the home relative to its slight skew on the 
Property line, and for the same reasons as described above and herein, does not produce a negative 
impact.  

4. Explain how the variance is in harmony with and serves the general intent and purpose of the 
LDC and the Comprehensive Plan (refer to Section 1.02.02 and 1.02.03 of the LDC for 
description of intent/purpose). 

The requested variance is in harmony with the intent and purposes of the LDC, because it aids in the 
orderly and harmonious development of the surrounding area, by being consistent with the many 
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additions of surrounding houses to their rear yards.  It respects the rights of the Applicant as a property 
owner to the full enjoyment of his property, and respects the rights of surrounding property owners by 
making a proposal that will not be detrimental to the value of their own homes.   

The requested variance is also in harmony with the goals of the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use 
Element.  It ensures optimization of both the potential for economic benefit (by improving the Property 
and modernizing the home with a larger master bedroom that is in line with 21st century standards of 
living) and the Applicant’s enjoyment of his Property.  The proposed addition to the home is consistent 
with the character of the surrounding area, and the active canalfront community.  The requested variance 
poses no threat to health, safety, or welfare as it does not constitute a hazard, nuisance, incompatible land 
use, or cause environmental degradation.  

5. Explain how the situation sought to be relieved by the variance does not result from an illegal act 
or result from the actions of the applicant, resulting in a self-imposed hardship. 

The existing layout, siting, and design of the home was in place before the Applicant purchased the 
Property, therefore the situation sought to be relieved is of no fault of the Applicant and is therefore not a 
self-imposed hardship.   

6. Explain how allowing the variance will result in substantial justice being done, considering both 
the public benefits intended to be secured by the LDC and the individual hardships that will be 
suffered by a failure to grant a variance. 

Allowing this variance request will result in substantial justice being done by allowing the Applicant 
to make a meaningful improvement to his Property, and to gain the full enjoyment of the use of his home.  
The surrounding property owners will not be negatively impacted by this proposal and, in fact, the 
upgrading of the Property will increase its value, which will positively affect value of the surrounding 
area.  The requested variance is in line with the pattern of development of rear yards of the canalfront lots 
in the surrounding area similar to the Applicant’s, and is therefore an appropriate request.  
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Application Number: _________________ 

4 

 

VARIANCE CRITERIA RESPONSE 
 

You must provide a response to each of the following questions. If additional space is needed, please attach 
extra pages to this application.   

 
1. Explain how the alleged hardships or practical difficulties are unique and sing ular to the subject property  and are not 

those suffered in common with other property similarly located?  
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
2. Describe how the literal requirem ents of the Land Development Code (LDC) would deprive you of rights commonly 

enjoyed by other properties in the same district and area under the terms of the LDC. 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

3. Explain how the variance, if allowed, will not substa ntially interfere with or injure the rights of others whose propert y 
would be affected by allowance of the variance. 

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
4. Explain how the variance is in harmon y with and serves the general intent and  purpose of the LDC and th e 

Comprehensive Plan (refer to Section 1.02.02 and 1.02.03 of the LDC for description of intent/purpose). 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

5. Explain how the situation sought to be relieved by the variance does not result from  an illegal act or result from  the 
actions of the applicant, resulting in a self-imposed hardship. 

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

6. Explain how allowing the variance will result in substantia l justice being done, consider ing both the public benefit s 
intended to be secured by the LDC and the individual hardships that will be suffered by a failure to grant a variance. 

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 

Please see attached narrative.

Please see attached narrative. 

Please see attached narrative.

Please see attached narrative.

Please see attached narrative.

Please see attached narrative.
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Variance Hardship Narrative 

8706 Cobblestone Drive 

Request for Reduced Rear and Side Setback 

General Request 

This is a request for a reduction of the rear yard setback from 25.0’ to 17.0’ to edge of new 
structure and 14.1’ to edge of chimney, and a reduction to the side yard setback from 7.5’ to 7.1’ to edge 
of new structure, for the property located at 8706 Cobblestone Drive, Tampa (the “Property).  The 
applicant, Timothy Healey (the “Applicant”), owns the Property.  The Applicant has lived at the Property 
since 2013, as his primary residence.  The home on the Property was built in 1970, and its layout and 
design reflect its outdated age.  Especially in the pandemic era 2020s’ decade, where the Applicant, like 
many individuals, spends significantly more time at home and is in need of home office space, modern 
standards of living influenced by modern standards such as the effects of COVID-19 render older 
structures obsolete and untenable. 

The Property is zoned RSC-6, therefore the standard setbacks are 25’ for the front and rear yards, 
and 7.5’ for the side yards.  The Property was platted in 1969, with lot dimensions of approximately 75’ 
in width and 125’ in length.  With 25’ setbacks on either end, that leaves approximately 75’ of buildable 
length area.  The home was constructed almost in the exact center of the Property, and therefore, due to its 
siting, and the other factors described more fully herein, any current or future owner of the Property is 
significantly constrained from making any meaningful improvement to the home thereon without a 
request for a variance from setbacks.  The siting of the home relative to the Property’s boundary lines also 
result in a slight angle, with the eastern boundary line veering closer to the home structure than the 
western line.  

The layout of the home is such that the small, single-window master bedroom is tacked on at the 
southeastern corner of the home, next to a large, concrete “Florida Room” that spans the southwest corner 
to middle of the home’s rear facade.  The Florida Room has its own roofline, different from the rest of the 
home’s roof.  The location and structural uniqueness of the Florida Room prevent expansion of the Home 
to the southwest.   

Expanding into the north/front yard of the Property is prevented by the location of the garage and 
access drive on the northwest side of the home, and the front entryway/front room on the northeast side of 
the home.  The front room itself has a front setback of 25.2’ from the edge of the front entry room, 
therefore any expansion in this direction would require a variance, and would significantly alter the flow 
and layout of the home.  Therefore, in order to expand the master bedroom, the only direction the 
Applicant can build is outward into the rear yard setback.   

Variance Criteria 

1. Explain how the alleged hardships or practical difficulties are unique and singular to the subject 
property and are not those suffered in common with other property similarly located? 

Built in 1970, the siting of the home relative to its position on the Property, and the home structure’s 
outdated and unique layout as described above, result in a practical difficulty that is unique to the 
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Property.  Any current or future owner of this Property is constrained in their ability to make meaningful 
improvements to it without a variance request, since the southeast corner is the only feasible location on 
the home to make structural improvements.  Many other properties in the immediately surrounding area 
have structures additions to their homes in their rear yards, whether by encroaching into the setbacks or 
because the home structures were sited such that more room for expansion was feasible without a 
variance.  

2. Describe how the literal requirements of the Land Development Code (LDC) would deprive you 
of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same district and area under the terms of 
the LDC. 

Many of the property owners in the surrounding area have full enjoyment of their property by adding 
pools, Florida Rooms, patios, and other features on the rear of their homes.  The Applicant cannot fully 
enjoy his property in the same way as these surrounding owners, because the as-built siting of the home is 
essentially in the middle of the Property, constraining him both in the front and the back.  In addition, the 
slight angle of the home relative to the Property line results in a need for a variance for any addition to the 
southeast side of the home.  The structure was not built exactly parallel with the boundary lines and the 
side yard narrows towards the south end of the Property.  Without the requested variances, the Applicant 
cannot make meaningful improvements to his home similar to what other properties in the surrounding 
area enjoy.  

3. Explain how the variance, if allowed, will not substantially interfere with or injure the rights of 
others whose property would be affected by allowance of the variance. 

The variance request will not interfere with surrounding owners.  The adjacent property owner to the 
east is the property owner with the potential to be affected by the variance request.  That property owner 
has been provided the details of this variance request and, as of the date of filing, has no objection to the 
request.  The adjacent owner’s own rear yard contains various patio additions, which project into the rear 
setback at a degree similar to that of the Applicant’s proposed structural addition.  Therefore, this 
variance request will be compatible with the adjacent neighbor’s own existing setbacks, and in fact may 
have the added privacy benefit of “buffering” the neighbor’s patio space from the Applicant’s backyard 
with the proposed structure.   

Moreover, the surrounding area is a canalfront neighborhood.  The rear yards abut the canal, and 
many of the lots have individual docks and other waterfront uses.  Unlike waterfront lots in lake or 
beachfront communities, which tend to have “large estate” patterns of development, where a deeper rear 
yard setback is desirable, the canalfront community has a very active waterfront, where the rear yards are 
integral to the canalfront lifestyle, and living “up close” to the canal is desirable and expected.  Therefore, 
bringing a portion of the home structure closer to the waterfront, encroaching into the standard rear yard 
setback, is appropriate and is not a negative interference with the character of the area.  The side yard 
setback encroachment of 0.4’ reflects the existing siting of the home relative to its slight skew on the 
Property line, and for the same reasons as described above and herein, does not produce a negative 
impact.  

4. Explain how the variance is in harmony with and serves the general intent and purpose of the 
LDC and the Comprehensive Plan (refer to Section 1.02.02 and 1.02.03 of the LDC for 
description of intent/purpose). 

The requested variance is in harmony with the intent and purposes of the LDC, because it aids in the 
orderly and harmonious development of the surrounding area, by being consistent with the many 
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additions of surrounding houses to their rear yards.  It respects the rights of the Applicant as a property 
owner to the full enjoyment of his property, and respects the rights of surrounding property owners by 
making a proposal that will not be detrimental to the value of their own homes.   

The requested variance is also in harmony with the goals of the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use 
Element.  It ensures optimization of both the potential for economic benefit (by improving the Property 
and modernizing the home with a larger master bedroom that is in line with 21st century standards of 
living) and the Applicant’s enjoyment of his Property.  The proposed addition to the home is consistent 
with the character of the surrounding area, and the active canalfront community.  The requested variance 
poses no threat to health, safety, or welfare as it does not constitute a hazard, nuisance, incompatible land 
use, or cause environmental degradation.  

5. Explain how the situation sought to be relieved by the variance does not result from an illegal act 
or result from the actions of the applicant, resulting in a self-imposed hardship. 

The existing layout, siting, and design of the home was in place before the Applicant purchased the 
Property, therefore the situation sought to be relieved is of no fault of the Applicant and is therefore not a 
self-imposed hardship.   

6. Explain how allowing the variance will result in substantial justice being done, considering both 
the public benefits intended to be secured by the LDC and the individual hardships that will be 
suffered by a failure to grant a variance. 

Allowing this variance request will result in substantial justice being done by allowing the Applicant 
to make a meaningful improvement to his Property, and to gain the full enjoyment of the use of his home.  
The surrounding property owners will not be negatively impacted by this proposal and, in fact, the 
upgrading of the Property will increase its value, which will positively affect value of the surrounding 
area.  The requested variance is in line with the pattern of development of rear yards of the canalfront lots 
in the surrounding area similar to the Applicant’s, and is therefore an appropriate request.  
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VARIANCE APPLICATION 
IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS TO ALL APPLICANTS: 

You must schedule an appointment to submit this application by calling 813-272-5600. 
All requirements listed on the submittal checklist must be met. Incomplete applications will not be accepted. 

Property Information  

Address: __________________________City/State/Zip: _______________________TWN-RN-SEC: _______________ 

Folio(s):_________________________Zoning: ____________Future Land Use: ____________ Property Size: ________  

Property Owner Information 

Name: ________________________________________________________Daytime Phone: ______________________ 

Address: ___________________________________________City/State/Zip: ___________________________________ 

Email: _________________________________________________________FAX Number: _______________________ 

Applicant Information 
Name: ________________________________________________________Daytime Phone: ______________________ 

Address: ___________________________________________City/State/Zip: ___________________________________ 

Email: _________________________________________________________FAX Number: _______________________ 

Applicant’s Representative (if different than above) 

Name: ________________________________________________________Daytime Phone: ______________________ 

Address: ___________________________________________City / State/Zip: _________________________________ 

Email: ________________________________________________________FAX Number: ________________________ 

Office Use Only 
Intake Staff Signature: ____________________________________ Intake Date: _______________________________ 

Case Number: ____________________________________________Public Hearing Date: ________________________ 

Receipt Number: ________________________________________________________________ 

Development Services Department, 601 E Kennedy Blvd. 20th Floor      

I HEREBY S WEAR OR AFFIRM  THAT AL L THE INFORMATION 
PROVIDED IN THIS APP LICATION PACKET IS TRU E AND 
ACCURATE, TO THE BEST OF M Y KNOWLEDGE, AND 
AUTHORIZE THE REPRESENTATIVE LISTED ABOVE TO ACT ON 
MY BEHALF FOR THIS APPLICATION. 

____________________________________________________ 
Signature of Applicant       

____________________________________________________ 
Type or Print Name 

I HEREBY AUTHORIZE THE PROCESSING OF THIS APPLICATION 
AND RECOGNIZE THAT THE F INAL ACTION ON THIS P ETITION 
SHALL BE BI NDING TO THE PROPERTY AS WELL AS TO 
CURRENT AND ANY FUTURE OWNERS. 

____________________________________________________ 
Signature of Property Owner       

____________________________________________________ 
Type or Print Name 

8706 Cobblestone Drive Tampa 29 South, 17 East, 2

011285-0053 RSC-6 R-4

Timothy J. Healey

8706 Cobblestone Drive Tampa, FL 33615

SAME AS OWNER

Kami Corbett, Esq. / Jaime Maier, Esq. / Hill Ward Henderson, P.A.

101 E. Kennedy Blvd., Ste. 3700

kami.corbett@hwhlaw.com

813-227-8421

Tampa, FL 33602

9,875 sq. ft., m.o.l.

Jaime Maier, Esq., as Agent Jaime Maier, Esq., as Agent

07/02/2014
22-0955

22-0955
05/19/22

07/25/2022

Received 

05/19/2022 
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PARCEL INFORMATION HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY FLORIDA
Jurisdiction Unincorporated County

Zoning Category Residential

INFL i

Zoning RSC-6

Description Residential - Single-Family 
Conventional

Flood Zone:AE BFE = 9.0 ft

FIRM Panel 0327H

FIRM Panel 12057C0327H

Suffix H

Effective Date Thu Aug 28 2008

Pre 2008 Flood Zone AE

Pre 2008 Firm Panel 1201120327C

County Wide Planning Area Town and Country

Community Base Planning 
Area

Town and Country

Community Base Planning 
Area

Town and Country Focus

Census Data Tract: 011712
Block: 3000

Future Landuse R-4

Urban Service Area USA

Water Interlocal City of Tampa Water

Mobility Assessment 
District

Urban

Mobility Benefit District 1

Fire Impact Fee Northwest

Parks/Schools Impact Fee NORTHWEST

ROW/Transportation 
Impact Fee

ZONE 10

Wind Borne Debris Area 140 MPH Area

Aviation Authority Height 
Restrictions

130' AMSL

Competitive Sites NO

Redevelopment Area NO
Folio: 11285.0053

PIN: U-02-29-17-0FA-000001-00128.0
TIMOTHY J HEALEY

Mailing Address: 
8706 COBBLESTONE DR
TAMPA, FL 33615-4914

Site Address: 
8706 COBBLESTONE DR

TAMPA, Fl 33615 
SEC-TWN-RNG: 02-29-17

Acreage: 0.22579201
Market Value: $467,489.00

Landuse Code: 0100 SINGLE FAMILY
 

Hillsborough County makes no warranty, representation or guaranty as to the content, sequence, accuracy, timeliness, or 
completeness of any of the geodata information provided herein. The reader should not rely on the data provided herein for any 
reason. Hillsborough County explicitly disclaims any representations and warranties, including, without limitations, the implied 
warranties of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose. Hillsborough County shall assume no liability for:
1. Any error, omissions, or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of how caused.
Or
2. Any decision made or action taken or not taken by any person in reliance upon any information or data furnished hereunder.

 Page 1 of 1

https://maps.hillsboroughcounty.org/DSD/DSD.html
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