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SUPERIOR COURT
CZVIL ACTION
DOCKET NO.    RE-09-111

ROBERT F. ALMEDER and VIRGINIA S. ALMEDER

Plaintiff,

VS.

Defendants Jean ~rench and David Gre~

NOW COME Defendants, Jean French and David Green (hereinafter referred to as

"Defendants") hereby answers the Plain~itf’s Complaint as follows:

Defendants admit the allegations contained in ParaQraph i of Plaintiffs’

Complaint.

Defendants neither admit nor deny the alleqations contained in Paragraph

2 of Elaintiffs’ Complaint and calla upon the Plaintiff to prove same.

3. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 and calls ~pon

the Plaintiff to prove same.

4. Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 and calls upon

the Plaintiff to prove same.

5. Defendants neither ainnit nor deny the allega~ions contained in Paragraph

5 of Plaintiffs" Complaint and calls upon the Plaintiff to prove same.

6. Through 27. Defendants neither admit nor deny the allegations contained

in Paragraphs 6 through 27 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint which allege they are owners of

certain properties and calls upon the Plaintiff to prove the same.

28.      Defendants admit the allegations of Paragraph 28 of Plaintiffs’

Complaint.
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29. Defendants are w~thout knowleJge of all unknown people who migh~ have a

claim to the use ot the beach an<: ca!is upon the ~i~intitf ~o prGduce whether or not

there are any other people that know an answer to this suit.

30.      Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 30 of Flaintif[s’ Complaint.

3].      Defendants deny the a!le~ations o[ Paraqraph 91 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

but do acknowledge there are high and l~w tides at Goose Rocks Beach,

40. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 40 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

(a.) Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 41 (a) of Plaintiffs’
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{e.)     In reference to Exhibit 24 the Defendants deny any inference that the

Town has refused to act properly in support of the beach in accordance with the law.

42. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 42 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

and calls upon the Plaintiff to prove same.

43. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 43 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

and further say the public has a right to use all portions of the Upper Beach and the

Intertidal Zone.

44. Defendants deny the allegatiol]s of Paragraph 44 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

47. Defendants re-affirm all answers in Paragraphs 1 through 46 and

over the Intertidal and Upper (dry sand) ar~a.

and call upon the Plaintiff to prove same.
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53. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 53 of Plaintiffs’ Complaint

ana further state that the Public has an e~sement over Dry Sand and use of the

Intertidal Area has been established by over 20 years of open and notorious use.

WHEK5~’OKE, Defendants demand ]udgments against the Plaintiffs as follows:

a) Plaintiffs’ Complaint be dismissed.

b) The Court finds an Easement By Presc[iption has been established for the

Property Owner of
260 Kings Highway
Kennebunkport, Maine

David ~reen
Property Owner of
260 Kings Highway
Kennebunkport, Maine


