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I

' 1 COMES NOW DEFENDANT PACIFICA FOUNDATION, INC., who answers, by its
2 | attorneys, the unverified complaint of Plaintiff LONNIE HICKS, as follows.
5 1. Defendant generally denies each and every allegation of Plaintiff's complaint.
4 2 Defendant alleges the foliowing additional reasons that Plaintiff is not entitled to
5 | recover anything:
6 FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
71 3. Neither Plaintiff’s complaint as a whole, nor any claim or cause of action alleged

8 | 1therein, states facts sufficient to constituie any cause of action against this answering Defendant.

9 SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSL
10 & 4. The complaint as a whole, and each claim or cause ol action alleged, is barred by
11 ' the applicable stawte of limitations and or administrative filing periods.

12 THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

13 5, The claims are barred 10 the extent that Plaintiff failed to timely and properly
14 | exhaust all necessary administrative, statutory and or jurisdictional prerequisites for the

15 I commencement ol this action.

16 FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

17 6. Plaintiff is barred from obtaining the relicf sought by reason of his unclean hands.
18 FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

19 7 Plainti{f. by reason of the knowledge, statements and conduct of himself, his

20 | agents and employees, is estopped to complain of any alleged acts or omissions by the Defendant.

21 SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
22 8. Plainuiff, through his wanton conduct and actions, is equally culpable for any

23 || alleged damages incurred.

24 SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
25 9. Plaintiff, by reason of the knowledge, statements and conduct of himself, his

26 1| agents, representatives and employees, waived any rights, which he might have regarding any
27 | acts or omissions of Defendant.
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