


narrow scope of when they would be conducting their analyses. Appellants functionally seek to flip
the process for site investigation by obtaining broad ability to enter the Property then narrow the
specifics after that is granted. The Court will not issue an unreasonably broad order for site-
investigation that is not specific to any person or entity or time limited in any way on the grounds that
the parties may reach a narrower scope of investigation later. Thus, as presented, Appellants’ request
for access must be DENIED.

In reaching this conclusion, the Court specifically notes that nothing within this Entry Order
limits Appellants ability to hire a delineator(s). Once that person and/or entity is known, the Coutt
hopes that the parties can work together to find specific dates and times for a site investigation. While
review of such a narrow request is not before the Court, the Court notes that such investigation by a
professional is very likely reasonable and the Court would hope that, in such circumstances, the parties
could reach agreement about the time and scope of such investigation without Court assistance.
Should they be unable to do so, the parties are free to file appropriate motions.

Electronically signed this 12" day of May 2025 pursuant to V.R.E.F. 9(D).

T LI

Thomas G. Walsh, Judge
Superior Court, Environmental Division
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