How Swifts Attempted to Claim 10" of Beach Frontage and a 50-foot Strip of Land on the Kent Back Border

Swifts have a long history of land grabbing. In 1933 Arthur Swift sold Ed Collins a beach lot without the beach. In the The Original Maps Describing Kent Property
1950s Emerson Swift sold to George Mack 564 feet of road frontage which with false deeds and maps was reduced to The 1947 and 1967 Swift maps are Identical
468 feet. Swifts are claiming a large swath of land behind their cottages belonging to Selectman David Stevens. That
issue is in process of being settled. Evidence below regarding the Kent beach property on Willoughby Lake in Vermont
will be presented in Court. In the 1960s Swift tried to claim land of John Middlebrook & Lester Bill. Kent vs Swift below. Crescent
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This Map shows how Swifts shifted their lots 10 feet to increase their Frontage
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In 1941 he Gavin Swift deeds read "along the sand WOODS
beach 100 feet to a cedar tree, marked" which was
changed in 1966 to an "iron stake.”

1fB = 58" and b =16’,
then a = 10'.

1941 Book 18 Pages 33-34 [cedar tree, marked]
1966 Book 21 Page 325 [iron stake] .
R~ 1973 Book 23 Page 11 [iron stake] a5

R 1973 Book 23 Page 12[iron stake] b
]| 1986 Book 27 Page 23 [iron stake] ainted yellow]
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The map shows the frontages of beach stretch his frontage from 106' [as recorded in all deeds] to 116'. When 1964 Book 21 Page 184 [cedar tree, marked] o~ i

lots from the SW end to Crescent Brook the battle came to steal 10’ of frontage from Kent's beach, all they need 1984 Book 26 Page 123 [cedar tree, marked] TREE LINE

The Kent lot is to the NE of the brook. Sun linetiniosaiill say would be "oh, that 116' must be a mistake" and change it back to
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