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Development Services Department 

 Applicant:          Luisa I Alonso   Zoning: RSC-6 

Location:            6802 Rosewood Ct., Tampa, FL        Folio:                                7864.0000 

 
Request Summary: 
The applicant is requesting a variance to accommodate a front porch on the existing home. 
 
 
Requested Variances: 
LDC Section: LDC Requirement: Variance: Result: 

6.01.01 
6.01.03.I.7 

Front porches may project into the 
required front yard no more than 10 

feet or 50 percent of the required front 
yard setback, whichever is less.  The 

RSC-6 district requires a 25-foot front 
yard setback. Therefore, a 15-foot front 

yard setback is required for a front 
porch. 

6.8 feet 

 
8.2-foot front yard setback 

for front porch 
 

 

Findings: There is an open Code Compliance violation, HC-CMP-24-000134. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Zoning Administrator Sign Off:  

Colleen Marshall
Wed Dec 24 2025 10:55:39  

DISCLAIMER: 
The variance(s) 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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Variance Criteria Response 

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.

The subject property is a corner lot with dual street frontage on W. Elm Street and Rosewood Court. Under 
Hillsborough County’s zoning regulations, both street frontages are treated as “front yards” and are therefore subject 
to front yard setback requirements. This dual-frontage designation significantly limits the buildable area of the lot 
compared to interior parcels, which have only one front yard setback to comply with. 

This constraint is further compounded by the lot’s existing home placement and orientation. For a porch to be functional 
and aesthetically consistent with the home, and compliant with the openness and design requirements of the Land 
Development Code, a modest reduction in the W. Elm Street front yard setback is necessary. 

Interior lots in the same zoning district typically have greater flexibility in porch placement because they are only 
subject to one front yard setback and can utilize side or rear yards for additions. This dual-frontage condition is unique 
to corner lots like the subject property and creates a practical difficulty not commonly experienced by neighboring 
properties with similar zoning. 

The requested variance is narrowly tailored to address this unique constraint and will not result in any special privilege 
inconsistent with limitations on other properties in the area. 

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.

Under the Land Development Code, the subject property must maintain a 10-foot front yard setback along its W. Elm 
Street frontage. This requirement, when applied literally, limits the ability of a functional porch in this location. 

Other properties in the same zoning district with similar lot sizes — particularly interior lots or those with different 
orientations — can place porches closer to the street within the allowable projection limits, giving them greater 
flexibility in porch design and size. Without the requested variance, the property owner would be deprived of having 
a porch of practical depth and proportion on the W. Elm Street side, a feature that is commonly enjoyed by other homes 
in the neighborhood. 

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 requested variance would allow the front porch to extend to a setback of 8.2 feet from the W. Elm Street property 
line, a modest 1.8-foot reduction from the required 10 feet. The porch will remain open on all sides except where 
attached to the principal structure and will be consistent in style and scale with other residential porches in the 
neighborhood. 

The design ensures continued compliance with sight visibility requirements and does not obstruct pedestrian or 
vehicular views along W. Elm Street. The setback reduction is minimal and will not encroach on adjacent properties 
or public rights-of-way. 

Because the porch will enhance the architectural appearance of the home and maintain adequate separation from the 
property line, it will not substantially interfere with or injure the rights of neighboring property owners. Instead, it will 
contribute positively to the neighborhood’s character and streetscape. 
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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 supports the general intent and purpose of the Land Development Code and the Comprehensive 
Plan by promoting compatible development, enhancing neighborhood character, and protecting the health, safety, and 
welfare of residents. 

Section 1.02.02 of the LDC emphasizes guiding development in a manner that is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan, promotes orderly growth, and maintains the quality and character of established neighborhoods. The porch 
matches the existing architectural style of the home, will remain open as required by the Code, and its location preserves 
visual openness along W. Elm Street. 

Section 1.02.03 outlines purposes, including providing for light and air, ensuring safe and convenient movement, and 
promoting aesthetic improvements. The porch does not obstruct visibility for drivers or pedestrians, maintains 
appropriate separation from the street, and enhances the appearance of the property in a way that is consistent with 
other residences in the area. 

By allowing a modest 1.8-foot reduction to the W. Elm Street front setback, the variance balances flexibility for the 
property owner with the preservation of the neighborhood’s character, fulfilling the overall goals of the LDC and 
Comprehensive Plan. 

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 need for this variance arises from a prior violation. While the violation exists, strict enforcement without relief 
could cause greater harm than benefit, as it would prevent the property owner from having a functional and aesthetically 
compatible porch on the W. Elm Street frontage. 

The situation is not the result of intentional wrongdoing or negligent action by the applicant, but rather the constraints 
of a corner lot with dual frontages, which limit the ability to comply fully with the 10-foot front setback while achieving 
a practical and visually consistent porch design. Granting the variance allows the property to be brought into 
compliance in a reasonable and balanced manner, preserving neighborhood character and minimizing any negative 
impact. 

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.

Granting the requested variance will achieve substantial justice by allowing the property owner to make reasonable 
and functional use of the W. Elm Street frontage without undermining the public benefits intended by the Land 
Development Code. The LDC’s setback provisions are designed to preserve neighborhood character, maintain open 
space, and ensure safety for pedestrians and vehicles — all of which will remain intact with the porch design. 

The requested 1.8-foot reduction is minimal, maintains adequate distance from the property line, and will not interfere 
with visibility, access, or the enjoyment of neighboring properties. The porch will remain open on all sides except 
where attached to the principal structure and will be consistent with the architectural style of the home, thereby 
contributing positively to the streetscape. 

If the variance is denied, the property owner would be unable to enjoy a porch of practical depth and proportion due to 
the unique W. Elm Street setback constraint. This would impose a hardship not shared by similarly zoned properties 
with more flexible lot configurations, while offering no meaningful public benefit. Approving the variance, therefore, 
strikes a fair balance between upholding the public purposes of the LDC and alleviating a unique, site-specific hardship. 
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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:X  AREA OF MINIMAL FLOOD 
HAZARD 

Flood Zone:AE BFE = 9.0 ft

FIRM Panel 0189H

FIRM Panel 12057C0189H

Suffix H

Effective Date Thu Aug 28 2008

Pre 2008 Flood Zone AE

Pre 2008 Flood Zone X500

Pre 2008 Firm Panel 1201120190D

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: 011613
Block: 1000

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

110' AMSL

Aviation Authority Landfill Notification Area

Competitive Sites NO

Redevelopment Area NO

Folio: 7864.0000
PIN: U-36-28-17-0CT-000050-00025.0

Sonia Medina
Mailing Address: 

6802 Rosewood Ct
null

Tampa, Fl 33615-3318
Site Address: 

6802 Rosewood Ct
Tampa, Fl 33615 

SEC-TWN-RNG: 36-28-17
Acreage: 0.26

Market Value: $570,165.00
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.
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