Mine Methane Capture Protocol (MMCP) Comment Summary
· California's Air Resources Board's (ARB) proposed Mine Methane Capture Protocol has extremely strong potential to become a major driving force in subnational, national, and international fossil fuel extraction profiteering and increased environmental degradation. 
· The MMCP purports to be about environmentally concerned methane capture and destruction, but it actually incentivizes and subsidizes the development of additional and potentially major natural gas extraction operations, including fracking and burning, in existing and future coal and trona mine areas. 
· The MMCP represents a future increase in business as usual for the fossil fuel industries, with expansions in extent, production, output, and infrastructure, including refineries and pipelines, together with permission to pollute. 

· Representatives of the mining and fossil fuel industries have contributed heavily to its development and have dictated its terms. Participants in the carbon trade industry have also participated in its development; the MMCP represents a valuable trading commodity as written. 
· The MMCP stands to be create a negative prototype for the future development of other carbon offsets because of its encouragement of unsustainable industry. 
· The MMCP's implementation is scheduled to coincide with the participation of the transportation fuels industry in California Cap-and-Trade, which was delayed until 2015; it has been pushed in its development because of a stated need in the fossil fuel industry for more carbon offsets. This is not a viable argument for pushing its implementation.
· The language of the MMCP permits open-ended possibilities in regard to location, extent of activities permitted, and environmental damage as the result of expansions and entrenchment of methane extraction operations and of potentially more extensive mining operations, in both abandoned and operating mines
· There is no anticipated substantial net effect on pollution in California by applying foreign (subnational, national, or international) offset credits for greenhouse gas emissions in California.
· ARB staff have determined "potentially significant environmental impacts may be unavoidable.
 Disclaimer was made that the environmental "analysis in these documents is necessarily programmatic in nature" because of site-specific or project-specific aspects that cannot be presently described.
 

· Despite the fact that the MMCP is currently designated for U. S. mines, the overarching program is anticipated to be international in scope. California has already established major international links; ARB is also informed by the REDD Offset Working Group. With international expansion, some current constraints will fall away, including the domestic laws and regulations that are now major buffers for negative environmental impacts. This poses grave dangers in environmental and social justice arenas that are international in scope 
· The MMCP's anticipated "capture and destruction" technologies (both euphemisms) are undefined and unlimited. Mentioned are drilling bore holes and new wells, oxidation, flaring (burning), refineries for conversions to compressed or liquefied natural gas, electric or thermal generating plants, gas pipeline systems, roads, and other infrastructure. Flaring is not a sustainable or carbon negative use. While fracking is not mentioned as a capture technology, neither is it specifically prohibited. 
· Focuses of coal extraction in the U. S. are federal and tribal lands. Because tribal lands are obvious sites for mine methane capture, tribes are at risk from the numerous environmental impacts of increased mining on their lands. MMCP requires that for offset project to be situated on tribal lands, tribes would have to issue a "waiver of sovereign immunity."
 This demand is obviously for liability purposes; no such demand of waiver of immunity for liability is demanded of the fossil fuel corporations involved. In fact, the carbon offset protocol trading mechanisms are a lucrative avenue for corporations to buy their way out of liability for their industry's pollution.
· The MMCP has built in major incentives for the fossil fuel industry to reap multitiered profits from a program of essentially deregulated resource extraction disguised as carbon abatement. It stands to increase global warming, rather than to mitigate it. 
� http://www.arb.ca.gov/regact/2013/capandtrade13/capandtrade13isorappa.pdf, pdf 24, SR 20. This pdf includes both staff report (SR) and regulations (Reg), each with separate page numbers.
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