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BEFORE THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL 

In the Matter of: 
Application No. 2013-01 

TESORO SAVAGE, LLC 

TESORO SAVAGE DISTRIBUTION 

CASE NO. 15-001 

SWORN PRE-FILED TESTIMONY 
OF I. KELLY THOMAS, Ph.D. 

6 TERMINAL 

7 

8 I, J. Kelly Thomas, Ph.D ., state as follows: 

9 1. I swear under the penalty of pe1jury of the laws of Washington and the 

10 United States that the following testimony is true and col1'ect. 

11 2. I am over eighteen years of age and am otherwise competent to testify in 

12 this matter. My testimony is based upon my education, training, experience, professional 

13 qualifications, and understanding of the matters herein. 

14 3. I am Vice President and Blast Effects Section Manager with Baker 

15 Engineering and Risk Consultants, Inc. ("BakerRisk®"). In my professional career, my 

16 primary technical focus has been on the development and application of empirical, 

17 analytical and numerical models for the characterization of flammability and explosion 

18 phenomena. I actively participate in the investigation of accidental industrial explosions, 

19 explosion consequence assessments and testing. I have led explosion consequence 

20 assessments for refineries, chemical processing plants, offshore oil production platforms, 

21 other industrial facilities and U .S. Department of Energy sites. I have attached a true and 

22 col1'ect copy of my culTiculum vitae as Attachment A. Based on my professional 

23 experiences and training, I have developed an expe1tise in risk analysis. 

24 4. BakerRisk® was hired to evaluate the risk of the proposed Vancouver 

25 Energy Terminal located in Pmt of Vancouver, Washington ("Terminal"). In my role as 
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Vice President and Blast Effects Section Manager, I presided over a team that worked 

2 under my direction to complete a Facility Siting Study and Quantitative Risk Assessment 

3 ("FSS & QRA"). My opinions and conclusions on the potential risks of the Terminal are 

4 contained in the FSS & QRA attached hereto as Attachment B, which is incorporated 

5 herein by reference. The FSS & QRA identifies the information upon which my 

6 conclusions are based and explains the methodology used to analyze the facility risk. In 

7 summary, I conclude that the risk to offsite populations is within the range that is typically 

8 considered negligible and risk to onsite populations is within the range that is typically 

9 considered tolerable, presenting a total risk that is within typical industry risk tolerance 

1 0 criteria. 

11 5. Prior to completing the FSS & QRA, BakerRisk® was asked to perform a 

12 qualitative risk assessment based on information that had been provided and analysis that 

13 had been completed by that time. That qualitative analysis was provided in a letter dated 

14 January 22, 2016, a copy of which is attached hereto as Attachment C. The more recent 

15 FSS & QRA confirms the more qualitative conclusions that were provided in the letter 

16 dated January 22, 2016. 
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6. The following documents are attached to my testimony for reference: 

Attachment A : 

Attachment B : 

Attachment C: 

Curriculum Vitae of J. Kelly Thomas, Ph.D. 

Facility Siting Study and Quantitative Risk Assessment 

BakerRisk® Letter dated January 22, 2016 

[Signature on Following Page] 
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1 DATED this (L d ay ofMay, 2016. 
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STATE OFI'iZ-')LA-·S ) 

~) 
COUNTYOF ) 

h IY\~ ~ \(eJ tV -, ~ ~Ct~ being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and 
I 

says: The foregoing testimony is true, correct and complete to the best of my knowledge, 

information and belief and is given subject to the laws of petjury in the State of 

Washington. 
-~ (1n 

GIVEN under my hand and official seal this l ;;2 day of---=-_1__._ \~-="'\---' 2016 

NO}AfuUBLIC in and for the State of: 

--r-~~s 

Residing at: ~ ~~~~ 
My Commission Expires: ~h tb1~tB 
Printed Name ofNotary: 

J~Q.. ~C)~ 
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