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REJOINDER TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS R. CHIAPPETTA

Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 1 
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A. My name is Francis R. Chiappetta, MAI, 1225 8th Avenue, Beaver Falls, 

Pennsylvania. 

 

Q. HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY FILED TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

A. Yes.  I have filed written Rebuttal Testimony on behalf of Trans-Allegheny Interstate 

Line Company (“TrAILCo”), which has been designated as TrAILCo Rebuttal 

Statement No. 17.   

 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE THE PURPOSE OF YOUR REJOINDER TESTIMONY. 

A. This Rejoinder Testimony addresses assertions about my rebuttal testimony, 

contained in surrebuttal testimony from Energy Conservation Council ("ECC") 

witness Robert Q. Hanham in ECC Surrebuttal Statement No. 2.  The specifics are 

set forth below.  

 

Q. WILL THE USE OF VARIOUS TERMS IN YOUR REJOINDER TESTIMONY BE 

CONSISTENT WITH THE DEFINITIONS ASSIGNED TO THOSE TERMS IN 

THE TABLE OF NOMENCLATURE ATTACHED TO TRAILCO WITNESS 

FLITMAN'S DIRECT TESTIMONY AS TRAILCO EXHIBIT DEF-1? 
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A. Yes.  In addition, I may define other specific terms in my rejoinder. 

 

Q. PLEASE COMMENT ON THE HANHAM SURREBUTTAL POINTS WITH 

WHICH YOU DISAGREE. 

A. At pages 5-6 of his Surrebuttal, ECC witness Hanham attempts to attack my analysis 

and conclusions concerning impacts on real estate values in Washington and Greene 

Counties resulting from the TrAIL project.  His testimony presents an incorrect and 

distorted view of my analysis, asserting that I have no evidence to back up my 

conclusions and that my analysis was limited to visual impairment.   

 

In my Rebuttal I described and summarized my specific property analysis and 

conclusions, as well as my review of various published articles on the subject.  In 

view of ECC witness Hanham's effort to distort my testimony, I am attaching to this 

Rejoinder, as TrAILCo Exhibit No. FRC-1, my entire report that underlies and 

corroborates my opinions.  Contrary to witness Hanham's assertions, my analysis and 

conclusions expressly reflected various matters that were considered by property 

owners with respect to property crossed by HVPLs.  The same is true for the 

published literature I reviewed.  The fact that I did not single out EMFs or any of the 

other specific factors taken into account by property owners does not mean that such 

factors were not considered.  In fact, numerous factors were considered, and were 

included in my analysis.  This fact is apparent from a review of my report. 
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Q. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR REJOINDER TESTIMONY? 

A. Yes.  However, I reserve the right to file additional testimony as may be necessary or 

appropriate. 
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