Filed - May 3, 2000

STATE OF RHODE ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS

PROVIDENCE, SC. SUPERIOR COURT

MICHAEL VOLPE
VS ) C.A.NO. 96-0227

LISA RICCIO, ALIAS

DECISION

GIBNEY, J. Plaintiff and defendant were a one time engaged. Plaintiff had purchased an

$8,000.00 diamond ring for the defendant. In July, 1995, the couple ended the engagement.
Defendant returned thering.

Paintiff contends that defendant returned a different ring, one of lesser qudity and vaue.
Faintiff contends that shortly prior to ending the engagement, defendant went to Angelo Lauro of Bellini
Jewders to have a substitute, look-dike ring made.

Paintiff contends that as soon as defendant returned the engagement ring, he knew immediately
that it was not the origind. Plaintiff went directly to Gerardi Jeweders where it was confirmed that the
returned ring was not a diamond.

Both witness Lauro and plaintiff \Volpe were credible. Defendant Riccio was not credible at al.
Nothing about her versgon of events rings true. Plaintiff has proven his dam dearly and convincingly.

Judgment for plaintiff for $8,000.00.
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