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Introduction
Climate change has become a defining environmental issue in the 21st century in different countries. Climate change has become a national security threat in Canada and United States since its impacts are immersed, ranging from disastrous to catastrophic (Melillo, Richmond & Yohe, 2014). From shifting weather patterns to rising sea levels, all these impacts of climate change are in the global scope and have become unprecedented in scale in both countries (Melillo, Richmond & Yohe, 2014). In the United States, because of global warming, there has been a significant concern that the states should reduce the amount of greenhouses gas emitted since it is relatively high per capita. The country is considered to be the second-largest in the world in the production of the gases.
Canada is also a country which is graced by the menace. In 2012, the Canadian government showed that global warming has caused many changes in the country and the trends included, melting ice in lakes, plants blooming and multiple animal species. In both countries, mitigation of anthropogenic climate change and global warming is among the priorities being addressed more seriously by the government. According to Change (2007), Canada’s annual average land temperature has increasingly warmed since 1948. Impacts of climate change are unparalleled. The research will focus on how the two countries are dealing with the issues and what measures or strategies have they put in place so that the problem can be solved or decrease at a specific rate. Evidence given in the research will prove the countries have similar approaches in addressing the issue and at the same have different strategies used in addressing climate change
Literature Review
Impacts of Climate Change in Both Countries
United States of America
An increase in heatwaves and massive downpours can be the general effect of climate change. In a study done by Hunt & Watkiss (2011), an increase in heat and humidity in the USA over the past years has affected weather conditions. This has brought about events that increased stressful weather conditions in many regions in the country. Over the years, researchers such as Change (2007) have stated the causes of climate change from 1995 to present have increased the Atlantic storm activity and explained that the frequency of abnormal weather conditions such as hurricanes and storms are due to the heating of the ozone layer.
Canada
Environment and Climate Change Canada report (2013) stated that climate change is an issue that is affecting the public and the environment (Füssel, 2007). Human-induced climate change has the most significant potential threats that have brought about the alteration of weather conditions and has promoted the prevalence of extreme weather conditions such as heatwaves, storms and droughts. According to Reinsborough (2003), with continued global warming, extreme weather conditions are likely to increase and also become more frequent with stronger winds and more extreme wave heights. Spies and colleagues (2010) explained that in comparison to the country mid- the 1800s and mid-2000s, where the state experienced a perfect climate, it would be impossible to recover since more the impacts are growing more severe.
Comparison of how the Two Countries Solve Climate Change
Climate Change Policies
In both countries, federal, state, and local governments have formulated climate change policies that have been used in lawsuits to implement regulations and any voluntary agreements. For instance, the United States has environmental laws such as the Clean Air Act where the government has the power to regulate emissions from vehicles and electricity generation as well as other industries. In a study done by Lemmen, Warren & Directorate (2004), the government has the potential to reduce emissions from their operations by purchasing alternative fuel vehicles and reducing waste. Some states have financed a variety of programs to boost green energy industries, such as the production of wind turbines. Areas that are heavily dependent on coal suffer from an economic recession due to the competition brought by lower-priced natural gas (Lemmen, Warren & Directorate, 2004). This reduces the choices that have proven to increase the level of global warming.
Canada, on the other hand, is a signatory of the Kyoto protocol. Furthermore, the Canada government later signed the accord so that they can meet their greenhouse gas emissions (Change, 2007). Canada has committed to reducing 6% reduction of its gas emissions below the 1990 level a mandate of the Kyoto protocol. The country under the tenure of the prime minister, the clean air act was unveiled and the state had rules of the amount of gases that could be emitted individually or in an industry.
The main aim of the Clean Air Act was to improve the health of Canadians, especially those who suffer from chronic disease. This was done through greenhouse gas reduction, which was set in consultation with provinces that are encroached with industries (Füssel,  2007). This dynamic was an efficient approach to ensure better results for the environment.
International Agreements
[bookmark: _GoBack]During the 21st conference in Paris, both countries participated, and the meeting reached an agreement to combat climate change and to accelerate and intensify the actions that were needed to acquire for a sustainable low carbon future (Cooper, 2000). The Paris agreement was built for the first time to bring all nations into a common cause, which was to undertake ambitious efforts to combat climate change and also adapt to the effects. Both Canada and the United States were present do as to mitigating measures and also contribute to the efforts to combat climate change. To both countries, the central aim of the Paris agreement that they made was to strengthen their response to climate change by keeping their countries global temperatures well below 2 degrees and also pursue measures to limit their temperatures rising to a further 1.5 degree ( Bentz et al., 2010).
The Contrast in How the Two Countries Handle Climate Change
Different Focus in Combating Climate Change
The two countries have to meet their respective emission. However, their focus on how to reduce emission differs, and ways to mitigate emission also differ ( Bentz et al., 2010). The United States has passed rules that reduce conventional pollutants while Canada's experience in designing and implementing these standards is recent compared to the USA. The Canada system relies heavily on the federal government in enforcing emission standards. However, the United States each state has an environmental regulatory agency that has the responsibility to monitor and implement measures, and this becomes a problem since most of the congresses have to be persuaded to pass any climate legislation.
Canada has a centralized government that can develop, monitor, and enforces approaches that are needed to implements national air pollution standards (Lemmen, Warren & Directorate, 2004). The local government has the power to tools specific enforcement, and so it does not have the issue of a federal system such as the United States.
The United States, on the other hand, has a decentralized government, and so measures used to mitigate climate may receive strong opposition (Melillo, Richmond & Yohe, 2014). For instance, in recent years, the carbon-reducing target received substantial resistance, and the Supreme Court failed to support the administration approach, thus rejecting the project.
Reducing Carbon Emission Approach
The second area of comparison is coals combustion, in a study done by Hunt & Watkiss, (2011), it is revealed that burning coal emits approximately twice the carbon. In the USA, the coal industry and its large customers have resisted efforts made to mandate reductions in coal combustion. However, they have embraced new electricity generation facilities. This is a measure that can reduce climate change.
For Canada, the government has released regulations that encourage the phasing out of the country coal. The legislation requires a stringent performance that requires them to emit fewer greenhouse gases. In a report done by Melillo, Richmond & Yohe, (2014), Canada has encouraged the push to phase out coal-fired power plants in Ontario. They have introduced carbon taxes in coal regions. This kind of approach will cut carbon emission cuts by 46 percent. And the country will have reduced some of the effects of climate change.
The emission policy of Canada is more stringent than those of the United States. For example, the carbon tax rule, which is a mandatory comprehensive approach compared to the U. S, where better factories programs are voluntary, not compulsory to all (Hunt, A., & Watkiss, 2011). This means that energy efficiency efforts are less.
Conclusion
In summary, it is evident that both countries are facing similar impacts of climate change, and both are working for a safe and sustainable environment for its citizens. The countries the primary focus is on environmental protection and promotion of a safe environment for future generations. Both countries are working toward practical climate adaptation approaches and a robust ecosystem that can withstand many types of disruption. As discussed, it is evident that both countries have a similar attitude to combat the issues but at the same time, have their differences, but all in all, they all have strategies planned to deal with the problems in their countries.
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