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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND                SUPERIOR COURT 
PROVIDENCE, SC. 
        
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND,   ) 
       ) 
 Plaintiff,     ) 
       ) 
v.       ) C.A. No. PC-2024-04526 
       ) Business Calendar  
AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES, INC.,  ) 
AETNA BRIDGE COMPANY,   )  
ARIES SUPPORT SERVICES INC.,   ) 
BARLETTA HEAVY DIVISION, INC.,  ) 
BARLETTA/AETNA I-195 WASHINGTON ) 
BRIDGE NORTH PHASE 2 JV,   ) 
COLLINS ENGINEERS, INC.,   ) 
COMMONWEALTH ENGINEERS &   ) 
CONSULTANTS, INC.,    ) 
JACOBS ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.,  ) 
MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL, INC. ) 
PRIME AE GROUP, INC.,    ) 
STEERE ENGINEERING, INC.,   ) 
TRANSYSTEMS CORPORATION, and  ) 
VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.,  ) 
       ) 
 Defendants.     ) 

 
RULE 502(d) ORDER 

 
This order is entered pursuant to Rule 502(d) of the Rhode Island Rules of Evidence. 

The provisions below shall govern the parties’ disclosure of information in connection with 

the pending case: 

(a) No Waiver by Disclosure. Subject to the provisions of this Order, if a party 

(the “Disclosing Party”) discloses information in connection with the pending litigation that 

the Disclosing Party thereafter claims to be privileged or protected by the attorney-client 

privilege or work product protection (“Protected Information”), the disclosure of that 

Protected Information will not constitute or be deemed a waiver or forfeiture—in this or any 

other action—of any claim of privilege or work product protection that the Disclosing Party 

would otherwise be entitled to assert with respect to the Protected Information and its subject 
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matter. 

(b) Notification Requirements; Best Efforts of Receiving Party. A Disclosing 

Party must promptly notify the party receiving the Protected Information (“the Receiving 

Party”), in writing, that it has disclosed that Protected Information without intending a waiver 

by the disclosure. Upon such notification, the Receiving Party must—unless it contests the 

claim of attorney-client privilege or work product protection in accordance with paragraph 

(c)—promptly (i) notify the Disclosing Party that it will make best efforts to identify and 

return, sequester or destroy (or in the case of electronically stored information, delete) the 

Protected Information and any reasonably accessible copies it has, and (ii) provide a 

certification that it will cease further review, dissemination, and use of the Protected 

Information. Within five business days of receipt of the notification from the Receiving 

Party, the Disclosing Party must explain as specifically as possible why the Protected 

Information is privileged. [For purposes of this Order, Protected Information that has been 

stored on a source of electronically stored information that is not reasonably accessible, such 

as backup storage media, is sequestered. If such data is retrieved, the Receiving Party must 

promptly take steps to delete or sequester the restored protected information.] 

(c) Contesting Claim of Privilege or Work Product Protection. If the 

Receiving Party contests the claim of attorney-client privilege or work product protection, the 

Receiving Party must—within five business days of receipt of the notice of disclosure—move 

the Court for an Order compelling disclosure of the information claimed as unprotected (a 

“Disclosure Motion”). The Disclosure Motion must be filed under seal and must not assert as 

a ground for compelling disclosure the fact or circumstances of the disclosure. Pending 

resolution of the Disclosure Motion, the Receiving Party must not use the challenged 

information in any way or disclose it to any person other than those required by law to be 
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served with a copy of the sealed Disclosure Motion. 

(d) Stipulated Time Periods. The parties may stipulate to extend the time periods 

set forth in paragraphs (b) and (c). 

(e) Attorney’s Ethical Responsibilities. Nothing in this order overrides any 

attorney’s ethical responsibilities to refrain from examining or disclosing materials that the 

attorney knows or reasonably should know to be privileged and to inform the Disclosing 

Party that such materials have been produced. 

(f) Burden of Proving Privilege or Work-Product Protection. The Disclosing 

Party retains the burden—upon challenge pursuant to paragraph (c)—of establishing the 

privileged or protected nature of the Protected Information. 

(g) In Camera Review. Nothing in this Order limits the right of any party to 

petition the Court for an in camera review of the Protected Information. 

(h) Voluntary and Subject Matter Waiver. This Order does not preclude a party 

from voluntarily waiving the attorney-client privilege or work product protection. The 

provisions of Rhode Island Rule of Evidence 502(a) apply when the Disclosing Party uses or 

indicates that it may use information produced under this Order to support a claim or defense. 

(i) Rule 502(b)(2). The provisions of Rhode Island Rule of Evidence 502(b)(2) 

are inapplicable to the production of Protected Information under this Order. 

 
ENTER: PER ORDER: 
 
 
 
  
_________________________ ______________________ 
Stern, J. Clerk 
  
 
DATED:  _________, 2025 
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Respectfully Presented By,  
Plaintiff,  
The State of Rhode Island,  
By its Attorneys,  
 
/s/ Stephen N. Provazza 
PETER F. NERONHA 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND 
Sarah W. Rice, Esq. (#10588) 
Stephen N. Provazza, Esq. (#10435) 
Assistant Attorneys General 
150 S. Main Street 
Providence, RI 02903 
Tel: (401) 274-4400 
srice@riag.ri.gov 
sprovazza@riag.ri.gov 
 
/s/ Theodore J. Leopold 
Theodore J. Leopold (admitted pro hac vice) 
Leslie M. Kroeger (admitted pro hac vice) 
Diana L. Martin (admitted pro hac vice) 
Poorad Razavi (admitted pro hac vice) 
Takisha Richardson (admitted pro hac vice) 
Adnan Toric (admitted pro hac vice) 
Cohen Milstein 
11780 U.S. Highway One, Suite N500 
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33408 
tleopold@cohenmilstein.com 
lkroeger@cohenmilstein.com 
dmartin@cohenmilstein.com 
prazavi@cohenmilstein.com 
trichardson@cohenmilstein.com 
atoric@cohenmilstein.com 
 
/s/ Jonathan N. Savage   
Jonathan N. Savage, Esq. (#3081) 
Michael P. Robinson, Esq. (#6306) 
Edward D. Pare III, Esq. (#9698) 
Savage Law Partners, LLP 
564 South Water Street 
Providence, RI 02903 
Tel: (401) 238-8500 
Fax: (401) 648-6748 
js@savagelawpartners.com  
mrobinson@savagelawpartners.com  
epare@savagelawpartners.com 
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