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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS & ACRONYMS 

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
CFR  Code of Federal Regulations 
COC Contaminant of Concern 
CSO Combined Sewer Overflow 
DEQ Department of Environmental Quality 
EPA  United States Environmental Protection Agency 
FYR Five-Year Review 
HI  Hazard Index 
HQ Hazard Quotient 
IC  Institutional Control 
MCL Maximum Contaminant Level 
mg/kg Milligrams per Kilogram 
NA Not Available 
NCP  National Contingency Plan 
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NPL  National Priorities List 
MLK Martin Luther King 
O&M Operation and Maintenance 
OU Operable Unit 
PFAS  Perfluoroalkyl Sulfonate 
ppb Parts per Billion 
PRP Potentially Responsible Party 
RAO Remedial Action Objective 
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
RI  Remedial Investigation 
ROD Record of Decision 
RPM Remedial Project Manager 
RSL Regional Screening Level 
UU/UE Unlimited Use and Unrestricted Exposure 
TCRA  Time-critical removal action 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of a five-year review (FYR) is to evaluate the implementation and performance of a remedy to 
determine if the remedy is and will continue to be protective of human health and the environment. The methods, 
findings and conclusions of reviews are documented in FYR reports such as this one. In addition, FYR reports 
identify issues found during the review, if any, and document recommendations to address them. 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is preparing this FYR pursuant to the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 121, consistent with the National 
Contingency Plan (NCP) (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 300.430(f)(4)(ii)) and considering EPA 
policy.  

This is the sixth FYR for the Allied Plating, Inc., Superfund Site (Site). The triggering action for this statutory 
review is the completion date of the previous FYR. The FYR has been prepared because hazardous substances, 
pollutants or contaminants remain at the Site above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure 
(UU/UE).1 

The Site consists of one operable unit (OU), which is the focus of this FYR which addresses contaminated soil, 
sediment, surface water, and groundwater. 

The Allied Plating, Inc. Superfund Site FYR was led by Laura Hanna, EPA Region 10 Remedial Project Manager 
(RPM). A site inspection to inform this FYR was performed on 12/1/2022. Site visit participants also included 
Sarah Miller from Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) and Johnny Zimmerman-Ward from the 
EPA support contractor, Skeo. 

Site Background  
The 12-acre Site is located at 8135 Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLK) Boulevard and is part of an industrial and 
commercial district in northeast Portland, Oregon (Figure 1). There are three main areas at the Site: the former 
administrative and storage buildings; the former layout area (the location of the former plating operations building 
and storage yard); and the former impoundment area, which is located in a low-lying area of the Site (Figure 2). 
The Basic Fire Protection Company, which makes and installs fire prevention sprinkler systems, operates on the 
eastern part of the former administrative area. A freight shipping and hauling company, 5 Star Hauling LLC, uses 
the western part of the former administrative area for storage and vehicle parking. The Pacific Coast Fruit 
Company operates in the former layout area. The former impoundment area is used for truck maintenance and 
storage.  

The past and current land use for the Site is industrial and commercial. The impoundment area and the former 
administrative building are zoned as Heavy Industrial (zoning code IH) and the former layout area is zoned as 
General Employment 2 (zoning code EG2) by the City of Portland (Chapter 33.140 [Portland Maps 2023]). 
Chapter 33.140.030(A) states the �emphasis of the zones (e.g., general employment) is on industrial, industrially-
related, and office uses�. Both zoning codes IH and EG2 are considered industrial. In the future, it is likely that 
the area will remain industrial, however, residential use of the area is a remote possibility if zoning changes.  

The Site is adjacent to industrial and manufacturing businesses to the north, west and east, and a restaurant to the 
south. Two hotels, the Holiday Hotel and the Portland Inn are located approximately 750 feet to the southeast of 
the Site across MLK Boulevard. To the north/northeast, on the other side of the Columbia Slough (Slough) is a 
mobile home park with 180 mobile homes that is located within approximately 1,200 feet of the Site and is 
accessible by bridge. 

The Site slopes slightly to the north and in the early 1960s drained into the Slough, which is located 1,000 feet 

1 The 2013 FYR Report indicated that FYRs may no longer be necessary. EPA will continue to conduct FYRs at the Site 
because contaminant levels do not allow UU/UE. 
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west of the Site (Figure 1). The Slough flows northwest for approximately 6 miles before merging with the 
Willamette River. 

A combined sewer overflow (CSO) pipeline runs in a northerly direction under the former impoundment area to 
an outfall in the Slough. The CSO line is a 36-inch square pipe constructed in 1928. During the 1992 removal 
action (described below in Section II) a remote-control video camera was used to inspect the pipeline. The 
pipeline appeared to be in good condition, and therefore not considered a conduit for drainage from the pond. 

Appendix A lists additional resources used in preparation of this FYR Report. Appendix B provides the Site's 
chronology of events. 

Groundwater 

A single unconfined aquifer, the Troutdale Aquifer generally flows to the northwest, is located beneath the Site at 
about 10 feet below mean sea level. A localized perched shallow zone was found above the Troutdale Aquifer 
beneath the impoundment area, as reported in the Remedial Investigation (RI). This zone was located 5 feet below 
the surface (equating to 15 feet above mean sea level).  

Following the draining of the pond, backfilling, and paving (described below in Section II), it can be surmised 
that this perched aquifer is no longer there or is significantly smaller. EPA has not, however, investigated to 
determine its current conditions. Groundwater is used by nearby facilities for irrigation and industrial processing, 
but drinking water at the Site and in the vicinity is provided by the City of Portland. 

Site History and Activities Leading to Contamination 

Available data indicate that prior to 1947, the site was vacant and most likely utilized as pasture. In 1947, the site 
was leased for use as a wrecking yard. In 1957, the building was leased by Allied Plating, Inc.as a chrome plating 
facility which operated until 1984 when the company declared bankruptcy and ceased operations.  

For over 25 years, the company discharged untreated wastewater into an unlined impoundment onsite, which was 
the main source of environmental contamination. Wastewater from plating operations was discharged to a swale 
draining to the Slough. Fill activities after 1969 altered the topography and cut off drainage to the Slough, which 
caused wastewater to collect in the impoundment area pond. The metals in the plating wastewater precipitated out, 
forming a layer of contaminated material on the bottom of the impoundment area. The former impoundment area 
pond was approximately 1.5 acres and 3 feet deep and was removed during the 1992 removal action (water and 
sediment base) and backfilled with quarry spalls.  

Plating activities and waste disposal practices contaminated the perched shallow groundwater, surface water, 
sediment, and soil with metals. The contamination of the Site was mainly limited to the layer of plating waste in 
the impoundment area which primarily impacted the soil within the top six to 12 inches and concentrations 
decreased with depth. 
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Figure 2: Detailed Site Map 
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II. RESPONSE ACTION SUMMARY 

Basis for Taking Action 
The Site operated as a chrome plating company from 1957 until 1984. In 1984, after Allied Plating stopped 
discharging liquid waste, the impoundment area pond receded, leaving a dry area covered with plating waste. In 
September 1984, EPA and Oregon DEQ jointly requested closure and post-closure plans from the current Site 
owner as part of a requirement of a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) permit. In November 
1986, EPA and Oregon DEQ reached an agreement that transferred program jurisdiction from RCRA to 
Superfund. EPA proposed the Site for listing on the National Priorities List (NPL) in January 1987. EPA finalized 
the Site�s listing on the NPL in February 1990. 

During the pre-listing Site investigations, elevated levels of lead, chromium and nickel were found in both the 
perched aquifer and the Troutdale Aquifer. EPA conducted a RI at the Site between January 1990 and April 1992. 
The RI investigated contamination resulting from the direct discharge of wastewater or dumping of wastes, and 
the dispersal of these contaminants through the groundwater. The RI determined that the Site contamination was 
mainly limited to the layer of plating waste formed in the surface soil of the impoundment area.  

Two rounds of groundwater monitoring were conducted during the RI in January and April 1991. The RI results 
indicated that Site-related groundwater contamination was no longer present in the Troutdale Aquifer above 
background levels. This was attributed to the fact that discharges from plating operations had ceased. Manganese 
was detected above background levels; however, it is not associated with plating operations at the Site. 
Manganese is prevalent upgradient and downgradient of the Site and is an area-wide contaminant. The monitoring 
wells installed in the lower aquifer zone generally contained lower concentrations of potential plating waste 
derived contaminants.  

During the RI, one well screened in the shallow perched aquifer beneath the impoundment area exceeded the 
nickel maximum contaminant level (MCL) for drinking water, however, the MCL for nickel was later remanded 
in 1995.2 The risk assessment for the Site determined the localized perched aquifer was not a potential drinking 
water aquifer and it was not included in the risk assessment. Based on the limited area of contamination, lack of 
evidence of contaminant migration since operations ceased, and plans to remove the remaining contaminant 
source, EPA concluded that no groundwater cleanup or further monitoring was necessary. Therefore, the last 
groundwater monitoring took place in April 1991 during the RI. 

A baseline risk assessment was conducted as part of the RI. No soil contamination was found in the former 
administrative building area. Soil concentrations in the former layout area exhibited relatively low levels of 
contamination and were well below the industrial screening levels. For a residential scenario using conservative 
assumptions, hazard quotients (HQs) were less than 1 and excess lifetime cancer risk was less than 1 x 10-4. 
Currently, EPA considers soil in the former layout area to be safe for industrial use (see Section V of this FYR 
Report). 

RI results indicated that Site contamination was primarily limited to the impoundment pond area, and a risk 
assessment determined that the impoundment area was solely responsible for the unacceptable risks associated 
with the Site through exposure via direct contact and/or ingestion of impoundment area soil. The main 
contaminants of concern (COCs) were antimony, arsenic, copper, and nickel. 

2 EPA remanded the MCL for nickel on February 9, 1995. This means that while many water suppliers continue to monitor 
nickel levels in their water, there is currently no EPA legal limit on the amount of nickel in drinking water. Note that at the 
time of each subsequent review, including this review, there is still no drinking water standard for nickel.  The residential 
risk-based screening level for nickel is 390 parts per billion (ppb): ( https://www.epa.gov/risk/regional-screening-levels-rsls-
generic-tables) 
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The ROD did not require a deed restriction to restrict residential land use of the impoundment area. The ROD 
indicated that FYRs will be conducted to ensure that Site land use remains industrial.  

Status of Implementation 
The TCRA took place between October 20 and November 10, 1992. During the removal action, the surface water 
in the impoundment area pond was drained, treated, and discharged and about 900 tons of contaminated sediment 
and soil were excavated and transported for disposal at an appropriately permitted hazardous waste landfill. The 
impoundment area was backfilled with one foot of quarry rock and compacted. Approximately 5,600 tons of 
quarry rock were placed as backfill. As reported from the 1998 FYR site walk, the impoundment area was 
backfilled again after the removal action with approximately 5 to 10 feet of material leaving it on the same grade 
as the operational areas of the Site and additional partial paving has been completed to create a parking lot over 
the impoundment area. The impoundment area remained below the surrounding grade, allowing water to 
accumulate at the lowest point. 

Following the removal action, and although shallow aquifer use was unlikely, EPA had the Site owner place a 
deed restriction on the former impoundment area to prevent the use of a well for drinking water unless the top of 
the screened interval is deeper than 20 feet below mean sea level, and the water from the well is tested to ensure 
that it meets drinking water standards before use. Following the removal action, the Site monitoring wells were 
abandoned in accordance with Oregon Water Resources Department regulations. 

Since the ROD selected No Further Action for the Site�s final remedy, there were no associated implementation 
activities. EPA deleted the Site from the NPL in November 1994. Except for FYRs, EPA has not conducted any 
activities at the Site since the removal action. Although the remediation goal for the TCRA was to remediate the 
site to industrial standards, the residual risk for a hypothetical residential scenario at the Site is only slightly above 
residential Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) discussed in Question B of this FYR Report for the Site COCs. 

Institutional Control (IC) Review 
The 1993 ROD noted that a deed restriction was placed on the former impoundment area parcels to preclude use 
of groundwater in April 1993. The objective of the institutional control (IC) was to ensure that wells would not be 
screened in the shallow aquifer zone. A copy of the restriction placed on the deed is in the Administrative Record 
for the Site. The deed restriction contains the following language: 

�The undersigned as owners of said tracts agree to burden the above described real property with 
a restriction prohibiting the use of a well for drinking water unless the top of the screened  
interval is deeper than 20' below mean sea level, and the water from the well is tested to ensure  
that it meets drinking water standards before use.� 

The 1992 Action Memorandum for the Site stated �deed restrictions: The site owner has agreed to place a deed 
restriction on the property so that it will remain zoned for industrial use only.� However, no IC restricting land 
use to industrial use was placed on Site. In the ROD, Section XIII stated that �A 5 year review will be conducted 
to ensure that the land use for the Site remains industrial.� The ROD indicated that the post-removal action 
contaminant concentrations resulted in a cancer risk of 8 x 10-5 and an HI of 2.5 under a residential-use scenario. 
The ROD indicated these values are extremely conservative due to the presence of one or more feet of rock 
backfilled after the removal action and that the area would need to be filled even further to allow for development 
due to the shallow water table.  

The impoundment area is in an area zoned for heavy industrial uses, and its current use is industrial. The 
surrounding area also remains zoned for industrial purposes. 
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Figure 3: Institutional Control Map 





14 

Site Inspection 
The Site inspection took place on 12/1/2022. Participants included EPA RPM Laura Hanna, Sarah Miller from 
Oregon DEQ, and Johnny Zimmerman-Ward from EPA support contractor Skeo. The purpose of the inspection 
was to assess the protectiveness of the remedy. The completed Site inspection checklist and photographs are 
provided in Appendix E and Appendix F, respectively.   

Site inspection participants toured and photographed the former impoundment area, the former layout area, and 
the administrative and storage building area. The former impoundment area is now a truck storage area. This area 
had standing water and appeared to have poor drainage. A stormwater manhole was observed in the impoundment 
area. Other Site areas were well maintained by current business operations on Site. The west side of the former 
layout area is secured storage for trucks and buses. The east side of the former layout area still has a building with 
tenants. It is also used for truck storage. The former administrative building area is in use by a local business and 
is also secured by fencing. Discussions and interviews were conducted with operators of current businesses at the 
Site. Current Site uses are consistent with industrial use.  

V. TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT 

QUESTION A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents? 

Question A Summary: 

Yes, the remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents. Contaminated soils and sediment were 
excavated from the impoundment area during the TCRA and the area was backfilled with quarry rock and later 
with more fill and compacted gravel and was partially paved. The impoundment area was remediated to industrial 
use standards. Current and anticipated future land use and zoning at the Site remains industrial. The 1992 Action 
Memorandum indicated a deed restriction would be used to ensure industrial uses at the Site in the future. 
However, EPA determined that a deed restriction was not required. The 1993 ROD indicated that FYRs would 
ensure the Site uses remain industrial. The 1993 ROD also indicated that the property would likely remain in 
industrial use and any development would involve adding extra fill material, further isolating any contaminated 
material that may remain. 

A groundwater use restriction is in place for the impoundment area. It appears to be functioning as intended. 
There are no drinking water wells in the impoundment area. The Site was observed to be in good condition during 
the Site inspection. The impoundment area remains slightly below grade and retains shallow surface water 
intermittently. 

QUESTION B:  Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels and remedial action objectives 
(RAOs) used at the time of the remedy selection still valid? 

Question B Summary: 

Yes, the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels and RAOs used at the time of the remedy remain 
valid. Exposure at the Site was based on direct contact and ingestion of soil and groundwater, which remain valid. 
Removal action cleanup levels for the impoundment area were based on acceptable risk for industrial use. A 
screening-level risk assessment was conducted on the cleanup levels (Appendix G, Table G-1). The cleanup levels 
remain valid and protective, with HQs less than 1 and excess cancer risk less than 1 x 10-4 for the industrial use 
scenario. Removal action cleanup goals in the impoundment area and the maximum concentrations post-removal 
action were also compared with residential RSLs (Appendix G, Table G-2 and G-3). The results indicate that the 
cancer and noncancer risks are outside EPA�s acceptable risk range for some contaminants when compared to the 
RSLs for residential use. However, the RSLs are not intended to be cleanup goals and are conservative and the 
cleanup was not meant to support residential use. In addition, the Site is not used for residential purposes and is 
zoned for industrial use.   
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APPENDIX C � PUBLIC NOTICE 
Figure C-1: EPA Website Notice 

Website: www.epa.gov/superfund/allied-plating 
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Figure C-2: Five-Year Review Listserv Notice 
See Item Number 3 in the email below. 

From: Knudsen, Laura <Knudsen.Laura@epa.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 7:54 AM 
To: Knudsen, Laura <Knudsen.Laura@epa.gov> 
Subject: December 7 Virtual Portland Harbor Collaborative || And Other Information || Thank You! 

From the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Please share with your 
networks! 
Note:  You are receiving this email from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency because you have expressed 
an interest in our work at the Portland Harbor Superfund Site. We will not share your contact information with 
any third party. All recipients are blind copied. If you would like to unsubscribe, please reply to this message. 

Hello everyone! Please read below for more information about: 
This Sunday�s (December 4th) In-Person River�s Lament Walk 
(12:45pm � 3pm) in partnership with the Portland Harbor Collaborative, 
Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon, University of Portland, and EcoFaith 
Recovery. 

If you would like to attend, please RSVP via email to 
phcollaborative@triangleassociates.com or call/text 206-458-5710. 

Next week�s virtual Portland Harbor Collaborative meeting on 
Wednesday, December 7 (5pm � 7pm Pacific) via Triangle�s Zoom link.  
Five-Year Review for the Allied Plating, Inc. Superfund Site (not 
related to the Portland Harbor Superfund Site but located in northeast 
Portland). Input requested by March 1, 2023. 
Environmental Justice updates from EPA (including grant 
announcements). 

1. *Sunday, December 4 � Please RSVP* December 4 In-Person River�s 
Lament Walk, 12:45 � 3:00pm (Pacific) with Ecumenical Ministries of 
Oregon, University of Portland, and EcoFaith Recovery 
The Portland Harbor Collaborative is partnering with Ecumenical Ministries of 
Oregon, University of Portland, and EcoFaith Recovery to host an in-person 
River�s Lament outdoor walk. The River�s Lament is a walk to seven stations 
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along the perimeter of the University of Portland campus where faith leaders will 
tell the story of the Willamette River from the river�s perspective. This walk was 
first sponsored by EcoFaith Recovery in 2011 and has now become a regular 
event where many groups have participated. 

RSVP? An RSVP is kindly requested for this in-person event. If you would 
like to attend, please RSVP via email to phcollaborative@triangleassociates.com 
or call/text 206-458-5710. 
Who: Cherice Bock, Ecumenical Ministries of Oregon, will lead the walk 
and EPA Remedial Project Managers, Josie Clark and Rich Francis, will 
also attend. All Collaborative Group members and observers (anyone!) are 
encouraged to attend! 
When: Sunday, December 4th, 12:45 � 3:00 p.m. The walk should take 
approximately two hours. 
Where: Meet-up location is on a footpath at the University of Portland, 
near the Chiles Center. Directions are provided below: 

o Travel to the University of Portland, located at 5000 N Willamette 
Blvd, Portland, OR 97203. 

o If you drive, please park at the Main Parking Lot. Carpooling is 
encouraged! 

o Then walk to the northeast end of the Main Parking Lot and begin 
walking on the footpath towards the Chiles Center. 

o There will be signage at the meeting spot until 1:00 p.m., when the 
walk will begin. 

o A pin marking the exact meetup location can be found on the 
attached map and on page 2 of the flyer attached to this email. 

Length/Mobility: The walk is approximately one mile in length and 
requires walking on some non-paved surfaces and standing for the full two 
hours. If you have mobility concerns, please let Triangle Associates know 
when you RSVP and they will provide a modified path. 

2. *Wednesday, December 7 � No RSVP Needed* Virtual Portland 
Harbor Collaborative, 5:00-7:00pm (Pacific) 
Everyone is welcome to observe the next quarterly Portland Harbor Collaborative 
meeting! Please read below for more information on this event: 

Date:  Wednesday, December 7, 2022 

Time:  5:00�7:00pm Pacific (with optional sections between 4:30-5pm and 7-
8pm) 

Agenda Outline: The following agenda outline is subject to change. A final 
agenda will be shared in advance of the December 7 meeting. 

4:30-5pm: Optional Meet and Greet for Collaborative Members 
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5-5:20pm: Opening, Acknowledgments, and Community Member 
Storytelling 
5:20-5:45pm: Agenda, Introductions and Updates 

o Collaborative Group Updates 
o EPA General Updates 

5:45-6:25pm: Topic Spotlight: �Treatment Instead of Capping: Gasco 
Sediments Site� 
6:35-6:45pm: Consensus Recommendation on Performing Responsible 
Party Membership 
7-8pm: Optional Breakout Rooms (members and observers invited). If 
requested, a �Superfund and Portland Harbor 101� presentation will take 
place in the main meeting room during this breakout session. 

o Overall Site & Project Area Updates: For those who want to hear 
status updates for all project areas and overall Site work.  

o Portland Harbor Natural Resource Trustee Council: For 
those who want to learn about the Trustee Council�s recreation planning 
process.  

o Community Impacts Mitigation Plan (CIMP) Outline 
Update: For those interested in seeing and providing feedback on 
EPA�s revised CIMP outline. 

How do I Join the Online-Only Event? Please enter the virtual room at 
 

 
If prompted, please enter Meeting ID 
 If clicking the link above does not work or you have any audio issues, please 
feel free to join the meeting on the phone by using the following information: 

Call Number:  

Or use One Tap mobile:  # US 
Having problems signing in? Please contact Anna Hamilton at 206-458-5710 
Test your system and connections online in advance at 
https://zoom.us/test to ensure that you will be able to join us online! 

Captioning & Translation:  Live closed captioning will be provided in English. 
Please let Anna know (ahamilton@triangleassociates.com, 206-458-5710) if you or 
someone you know who might be attending needs any translation services. 

Disclaimer on Recording: Please be aware that when you join the Zoom 
meeting, your name and/or video may be displayed to other meeting participants 
and captured in the meeting recording. The meeting sections will be recorded and 
posted to the Portland Harbor Collaborative Group YouTube Page. By joining the Zoom 
meeting, you are consenting to the recording and dissemination of the recording 
as noted above. If you would prefer not to share your name and/or video, please 
email phcollaborative@triangleassociates.com.  

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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Participation for Members vs. Observers (Public):  Please note that while 
everyone is welcome to attend this meeting, participation will be focused on 
Collaborative members. As an observer (public), you will be viewing the meeting 
with Collaborative members in Triangle�s Zoom room. We invite you to 
participate by observing the meeting among the members from 5-7pm and 
joining the breakout groups between 7-8pm. If you have questions during the 5-
7pm portion, please hold them until we move to the breakout groups where 
questions from observers will be addressed. 

If you are interested in becoming a Collaborative member, please 
send an e-mail to phcollaborative@triangleassociates.com or call Triangle 
Associates at 206-458-5710. You may also review the Northeast Coalition of 
Neighborhoods Hey Neighbor! Winter 2021 article and the Collaborative Group 
Charter, both developed in collaboration with Portland-area community 
leaders and members. 

Do You Have Limited Internet Access? Need Language 
Interpretation? 

Please let Anna know (ahamilton@triangleassociates.com, 206-458-5710) if you 
or someone you know has limited Internet access or may need 
language interpretation.   

3. *Input Requested by March 1, 2023* Cleanup to be reviewed for the 
Allied Plating, Inc. Superfund Site (not related to the Portland Harbor 
Superfund Site, but located in northeast Portland) 

What is a Five-Year Review? A Five-Year Review provides a routine check-up 
to make sure that the completed cleanup continues to protect people and the 
environment. 

What is happening at the Allied Plating Superfund Site with the Five-
Year Review? EPA is starting work for the 6th Five-Year Review (due in July 
2023), and a Site visit is planned for December 1. In 1992, EPA removal actions 
included excavation and off-Site disposal of contaminated soil and sludge. Allied 
Plating was removed from the Superfund National Priorities List in 1994.  

All prior Five-Year reviews have shown that the Allied Plating 
Superfund Site cleanup remains protective of human health and 
the environment. To ensure the cleanup continues to be protective of 
human health and the environment, EPA performs this comprehensive 
review every five years. 

Do you have information on how the remedy is working? Have you 
witnessed any damage to signage or fencing? Do you have other information? If 
so, EPA wants to hear from you by March 1, 2023. Please contact: 
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Laura Hanna, EPA Remedial Project Manager at Hanna.Laura@epa.gov or 
206-553-1750 

Other Questions? Stay informed about the Allied Plating Superfund Site by 
visiting EPA�s website for the most up-to-date information at 
www.epa.gov/superfund/allied-plating 

4. Updates from EPA�s Environmental Justice Work 
Please read below for updates on EPA�s Environmental Justice work, including: 

(Past training) EPA�s EJScreen Tool pilot hybrid training � November 
10, City of Portland Water Pollution Lab. Thank you so much to all of 
you who attended the EPA pilot EJScreen training on November 10 at the 
City of Portland�s Water Pollution Laboratory and online! You can access a 
recording of the training on the Portland Harbor Collaborative Group�s 
YouTube channel. The slide deck used in the recorded training is available 
online for your reference.  

* Interested in future trainings? Please check the Portland Harbor 
Collaborative Group Mural Calendar and continue to monitor these EPA 
Listserv messages for updates!  

(Reminder!) EPA wants to hear from you on how to build the Clean Ports 
funding program via a listening session on December 6! EPA�s Ports 
Initiative works in collaboration with the port industry, communities, and all 
levels of government to improve environmental performance and increase 
economic prosperity. 

(Reminder! November 30-December 1, 2022) White House 
Environmental Justice Advisory Council (WHEJAC) Virtual 
Public Meeting. Everyone is welcome to register to attend the next 
WHEJAC in-person and virtual public meeting. For more information, 
please visit the WHEJAC website. 
(New!) Prepare to apply for EPA Grants! To better support potential 
EPA grant applicants, check out the new web page called �Prepare for a Grant 
Application.�  
(New! EJ Funding Opportunities - Anticipated to Launch Soon!) Request 
for Applications for EJ Collaborative Problem Solving Cooperative 
Agreements and the EJ Government-to-Government Cooperative 
Agreement Program! Please keep checking these websites over the next few 
weeks, as they will be updated with the most recent funding information. 
(Reminder!) EPA launched EJScreen 2.1 on October 11! This is an update to 
EPA�s publicly available environmental justice screening and mapping tool. 
Upcoming EJScreen office hours and training opportunities are available. 
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(Reminder) Upcoming National Environmental Justice Community 
Engagement Calls (registration is highly suggested and the next call is currently 
planned for Tuesday, December 13 from 11am � 1pm Pacific). 

Want up-to-date information about Environmental Justice funding 
opportunities, events, and webinars? Please consider following us on 
Twitter (@EPAEnvJustice) or subscribing to EPA's Environmental Justice listserv 
by sending a blank email to: join-epa-ej@lists.epa.gov 

If you have any questions, suggestions, or concerns about the Portland Harbor 
Superfund Site, please contact Laura Knudsen (knudsen.laura@epa.gov, 206-553-
1838) or visit EPA�s Portland Harbor Superfund Site webpage at 
www.epa.gov/superfund/portland-harbor. 
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APPENDIX D � INTERVIEW FORMS 
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APPENDIX F � 12/1/2022 SITE INSPECTION PHOTOS 

From north end of former impoundment area, looking toward former layout area. 

Former impoundment area, with truck storage and ponding 
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Fencing and vehicle storage on western part of former layout area 

Fencing at former layout area building and vehicle storage along NE Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard 
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Business at former administrative building area 

Fenced portion of former administrative building area 








