
STATE OF RHODE ISLAND      SUPERIOR COURT 

PROVIDENCE, SC. 

 

        

STATE OF RHODE ISLAND   ) 

       ) 

VS.       ) 

       )  C.A. No. PC-2024-4526 

AECOM TECHNICAL SERVIES, INC.,  ) 

AETNI BRIDGE COMPANY,   ) 

ARIES SUPPORT SERVICES, INC   ) 

BARLETTA HEAVY DIVISION, INC.,  ) 

BARLETTA/AETNI I-195 WASHINGTON  ) 

BRIDGE NORTH PHASE 2 JV,   ) 

COLLINS ENGINEERS &    ) 

CONSULTANTS, INC.    ) 

JACOBS ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.  ) 

MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL INC. ) 

PRIME AE GROUP, INC.    ) 

STEERE ENGINEERING, INC.   ) 

TRANSYSTEMS CORPORATION, and  ) 

VANISSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.  ) 

 

 

 

DEFENDANT, ARIES SUPPORT SERVICES, INC.’S FIRST SET OF 

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF 

 

DEFINITIONS 

 

Aries:   Defendant, Aries Support Services Inc. 

 

Subcontract: Executed proposal between Aries and AECOM Technical Services, Inc 

dated March 14, 2014, attached as Exhibit A. 

 

Washington Bridge:  The former westbound portion of the Washington Bridge designated  

Bridge 700. 

  

INTEROGATORIES 
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1. State whether you have knowledge of any photographs depicting the areas of Bridge 700 

(the Bridge”) inspected and/or tested by Aries Support Services, Inc.(“Aries”) as they 

existed during the period January 1, 2009 through January 1, 2020. If so, with respect to 

each, state what it depicts, the date taken, the name and address of the photographer and 

the name and address of the person having present custody of it. 

 

2. State whether you or your agents have knowledge of any statements, reports, voice 

recordings or other transcriptions of any kind given by you or other witnesses or 

individuals having knowledge concerning the work Aries performed on the bridge 

pursuant to the Subcontract.  If so, with respect to each, state the name and address of the 

person giving it, the date taken, the name and address of the person taking it and the 

name and address of the person having present custody of it. 

 

3. Identify each and every piece of the Washington Bridge preserved by the State since 

December 1, 2023, including in your answer: 

 

(a)   a description of each piece; 

(b)   the date it was removed; 

(b)  the precise location from which it was removed; 

(c)   the identity of the individual or entity having current possession; 

(d)   its current location; 

(e)   whether any testing has been performed upon it; 

 

4. State whether any person, firm or corporation other than Aries has made any inspection 

or tests of the portions of the bridge allegedly covered by Aries’s scope of work as 

defined in its Subcontract during the period January 1, 2009 through January 1, 2019 and 

if so, with respect to each such inspection or test please state the following: 

 

(a) the name and address of each person, firm or corporation who or which 

performed each inspection and/or test; 

(b) if each was performed by a firm or corporation, state the exact name, 

address and occupation of the person of each such firm or corporation who 

performed each such inspection and/or test; 

(c) the approximate date of each such inspection and/or test; 

(d) the exact nature or description of each such inspection and/or test by 

describing the step by step procedure or procedures of each such inspection 

and/or test on each such occasion; 

(e) the name and address of each person, firm or corporation known or believed 

by you to have present custody or control of any report, report or 

memoranda of each such inspection and/or test; and 

(f) a description of the substance of each such record, report or memoranda. 

 

5. State whether any person, firm or corporation has made any inspection or tests of the 

portions of the bridge covered by Aries’s scope of work as defined in its Subcontract for 

the purpose of determining any alleged deficiencies in Aries’s work as alleged in 
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plaintiff’s complaint and, if so, with respect to each such inspection or test please state 

the following: 

 

(a) the name and address of each person, firm or corporation who or which 

performed each inspection and/or test; 

(b) if each was performed by a firm or corporation, state the exact name, 

address and occupation of the person of each such firm or corporation who 

performed each such inspection and/or test; 

(c) the approximate date of each such inspection and/or test; 

(d) the exact nature or description of each such inspection and/or test by 

describing the step by step procedure or procedures of each such inspection 

and/or test on each such occasion; 

(e) the name and address of each person, firm or corporation known or believed 

by you to have present custody or control of any report, report or 

memoranda of each such inspection and/or test; and 

(f) a description of the substance of each such record, report or memoranda. 

 

6. Identify with specificity each and every regulation, statute or standard which plaintiff 

claims provides a standard not met by the Aries in the performance of its Subcontract. 

 

7. Identify each and every document you claim defines the relationship between AECOM 

Technical Services, Inc. and Aries in connection with the Design-Bid-Build Project as 

identified in paragraphs 46 through 60 of the Amended Complaint. 

 

8. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries owed the State a duty to 

conform to the standard of skill, care, and diligence exercised by the average professional 

engineering, consulting, construction, inspection, and design firm. 

 

9. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had a duty to “conduct a reasonably adequate detailed research and review of 

previous inspection reorts, drawings, and plans – including, but not limited to, the original 

Design plans, and the plans for the 1996-1998 rehabilitation project.”  

 

10. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had a duty to “recognize the importance and significance of the tie-down rods 

as critical to the stability of the Washington Bridge.” 

 

11. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had a duty to “ perform an investigation into or evaluation of the cracking 

discovered along the post-tensioned cables in the post tensioned cantilever beams.” 

 

12. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had a duty to “recommend repairs to address the cracking discovered along 

the post tensioned cables in the post tensioned cantilever beams.” 

 

13. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, as it relates to the performance 
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of its Subcontract, had a duty to “ensure they possessed adequate technical competence, 

experience and skill to perform the work.”  

 

14. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, as it relates to the performance 

of its Subcontract, had a duty to “honestly convey their past experience and competence 

when soliciting to be chosen by the State to perform the work.” 

 

15. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had breached its duty to “honestly convey their past experience and 

competence when soliciting to be chosen by the State to perform the work.” 

 

16. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries, in the performance of its 

Subcontract, had breached its duty to “ensure they possessed adequate technical 

competence, experience and skill to perform the work.” 

 

17. Identify all documents upon which you rely in claiming that Aries, in its Subcontract, 

assumed the responsibilities of AECOM Technical Services, Inc. as set forth in the 2014 

Contract between the State and AECOM Technical Services, Inc. 

 

18. Identify in detail all physical damage to its property and economic damages suffered by 

the Sate as a proximate result of the negligence of Aries. 

 

19. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that “AECOM, Steere, Prime and Aries 

Support Services are joint tortfeasors.” 

 

20. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in claiming that the State is free from blame in 

connection with the alleged need to demolish the Washington Bridge.    

 

21. Set forth all facts upon which you rely in alleging that Aries is liable in tort for damages 

the State claims in connection with the demolition and reconstruction of the Washington 

Bridge. 

 

 

Defendant, Aries Support Services, Inc., 

       By its attorneys, 

 

        /s/ John F. Kelleher    

       John F. Kelleher, Esq. (3854) 

       Brent S. Davis, Esq. (9081) 

       LASALLE & KELLEHER, P.C. 

       One Turks Head Place, Suite 450 

       Providence, RI 02903 

       (401) 421-8080 

       jkelleher@lasallekelleher.com 

       bdavis@lasallekelleher.com 
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CERTIFICATION 

 

 I hereby certify that on 23rd  day of January, 2026, the within document was served upon 

all counsel of record through the Court’s electronic filing system. 

 

         /s/ Brent S. Davis    
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