
1 
VARIANCE 

 

ST. LOUIS COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
STAFF REPORT                                                                Case: 6248 

INSPECTION DATE: 3-15-21          REPORT DATE: 2-22-21          MEETING DATE: 4-8-21 
 

APPLICANT INFORMATION 
 

APPLICANT NAME: Joseph Leoni 
 
APPLICANT ADDRESS: 6324 Juniper Ln. Gilbert, MN 55741 
 
OWNER NAME: Same as above 

 
SITE ADDRESS: 6324 Juniper Ln. Gilbert, MN 55741 

 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: THAT PART OF LOT 5 of Esquagama North Beach Plat LYING ELY OF THE FOLLOWING 
DESCRIBED LINE BEG AT A PT 75 FT E OF NW COR OF LOT 5 ON N LINE THENCE SLY PARALLEL TO W LINE OF 
LOT 335 FT THENCE SWLY 22DEG7' 87 FT TO SHORELINE and THAT PART OF LOT 5 of Esquagama North Beach 
Plat LYING ELY OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE BEG AT A PT 75 FT E OF NW COR OF LOT 5 ON N LINE 
THENCE SLY PARALLEL TO W LINE OF LOT 335 FT THENCE SWLY 22DEG7' 87 FT TO SHORELINE, S27, T58N, 
R16W (Biwabik) 

 
PARCEL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (PIN): 260-0028-00050 and 260-0028-00052 
 
VARIANCE REQUEST: The applicant is requesting relief from St. Louis County Zoning Ordinance 62, 
Article III, Section 3.4, to allow a nonconforming principal structure to be replaced at a reduced 
shoreline setback where 75 feet is required. 

 
PROPOSAL DETAILS: The applicant is proposing a replacement dwelling to be located 50 feet from the 
shoreline of Lake Esquagama where 75 feet is required. There is currently a dwelling on the property 
that is located approximately 25 feet from the shoreline. The proposed replacement dwelling would be 
located in a similar location, but at a shoreline setback of 50 feet rather than the current setback of 
approximately 25 feet.   
 

 
PARCEL AND SITE INFORMATION 

 
ROAD ACCESS NAME/NUMBER: Juniper Ln. ROAD FUNCTIONAL CLASS: Local Public Road 
 
LAKE NAME: Esquagama Lake   LAKE CLASSIFICATION: GD 
 
RIVER NAME: N/A     RIVER CLASSIFICATION: N/A 
 
DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT ON PARCEL: The development on the property consists of a dwelling, 
several accessory structures, a well, and a septic system that is also propose to be replaced. 
 
ZONE DISTRCT: SMU  11      
 
PARCEL ACREAGE: 2.1 ACRES    LOT WIDTH: 203 FEET 
 
FEET OF ROAD FRONTAGE: 215 FEET   FEET OF SHORELINE FRONTAGE: 425 FEET 
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