


done that here—the court declines to require the State to go back to the drawing board now.
Ms. Lyford’s general opposition to the State’s requests is clear enough, and further delay is
unwarranted.

Order

For the foregoing reasons, the State’s motion to clarify and for discovery is granted
as follows:

(a) The court adopts the Supplemental Site Investigation Workplan prepared by
GZA GeoEnvironmental as the specific expression of the current requirements of the more
general terms of the judgment.

(b) The parties shall confer in good faith within 10 days as to the reasonable timeline
for completion of the Workplan. If they are unable to agree, Ms. Lyford shall promptly file
an objection to the State’s proposal that explains in detail (a) why the State’s timeline is not
practically feasible and (2) why her counterproposal is the most advanced timeline
reasonable.

(c) Mr. Lyford shall respond to the State’s discovery requests, as set forth in its
Motion to Clarify at 13—14, according to the rules.

(d) The State has leave to depose Ms. Lyford thereafter.

SO ORDERED this 18t day of March, 2022

-

Robert A. Mello
Superior Judge




