SUPPORT AB 40 — COMMUNITY FIRST COAL REVIEW ACT
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Co-sponsored by Earthjustice and West Oakland Environmental Indicators Project

* AB 40 is needed to ensure that enormous bulk coal facilities fully disclose impacts and develop
mitigation measures before they are granted lead agency or air district approval.

e Arecent CARB-funded study measured the air pollution emitted by passing coal trains and coal
terminal operations and found that they increase local levels of harmful fine particulate matter
(PM2.5),* which can cause or worsen lung and heart conditions and result in premature death.?

e Coal dust also contains harmful toxins like arsenic, lead, and mercury.?

¢ AB 40 responds to the Trump administration’s plan to fund a high-volume coal terminal in West
Oakland* and Big Coal’s intention to build out other large West Coast coal facilities.®

e Building new coal infrastructure reinforces the serious consequences of climate change that hurt
state residents and the economy, including more severe droughts, forest fires, and heatwaves.

FACTS not Myths

8 CEQA review was already performed for the Oakland coal project.

A 2002 environmental impact report (EIR) prepared for the much broader Oakland Army Base
Redevelopment Plan did not consider a coal facility.® A 2012 Addendum stated the site might
be used as a bulk goods terminal, but did not identify any potential commodities and wholly
fails to examine the impacts of storing, handling, or shipping coal.’

Q Coal was always acknowledged as a possible commodity for the project.

In December 2013, the developers stated in their own community newsletter that they were

“publicly on record as having no interest or involvement in the pursuit of coal-related

operations at the former Oakland Army Base.”®

@ A potential high-volume terminal was disclosed and analyzed previously.

While the 2012 Addendum noted that a (non-coal) bulk goods terminal might serve one vessel
with a maximum capacity of 80,000 deadweight tons each week,’ equating to a throughput of
approximately 4 million tons annually, developers now want to build a coal facility triple the

size at “12 million tons per year.”*°

@ A recent report shows coal trains in Oakland do not affect air quality.
Opponents of AB 40 tout a paid consultant’s report that has not been released for public
scrutiny." The limited info they have shared shows the report focused on 1 or 2 individual coal
cars passing through Oakland in a day, while the developers plan for 300+ coal cars daily.™

@ The courts have settled all issues related to the Oakland coal project.

Federal and state court litigation between the developers and the City of Oakland addressed
and enforced contractual commitments made by the city. The decisions do not address or
limit the authority of other agencies with duties to regulate the project.’

The Oakland coal project has already been fully approved.
Proponents acknowledge the project requires more than 76 permits**—including permits from
the Bay Area Air District and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development
Commission, which proponents have yet to even apply for as of August 25, 2026.

(see reverse for footnote references and a full list of supporters)
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