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Major efforts have been undertaken to transform the global dependence on fuel as a major source of energy. The renewable energy that is safe and clean has been unable to mitigate the current reliance on fuel.  Thus, even though the global preference for energy is shifting to renewablesrenewable, such as solar, and wind,. Also though the worldwide preference of energy is turning to renewables, fossil fuels remain a significant source of energy. Fuels will need to be protected and managed adequately, given the current crises of global warming (Northern Gateway pipeline in Canada approved, 2014). The transportation of fuel has been until recently undertaken based predominantly through the use onf two three methods, via ocean tankers, at sea, which include pipeline and road transport, through the use of large trucks, and railway, through the use of trains. The use of boats in unavoidable, however, train road, and truck transport of fuel has been associated with significant challenges, such as the further consumption of fossil fuels, as well as slow transport times. that These and other factors have led to increased adoption attention of a pipeline transport systems. The Northern Gateway Pipeline (NGP) is a pioneer project in Canada that is aimed at transforming the lives of individuals as well as the state province of Alberta. If supported, the project could help transform the entire national economy based on the potential benefits that have been associated with the project once completed. The project is not without its detractors who think that this change would not be for the best. Even at the time of writing are loudly voicing concerns about the environmental impact, the security of their jobs, and the project’s impact on the indigenous population. It will be valuable to weigh these concerns over the possible benefits of the NGP project. 	Comment by Jordan: I personally would add nuclear, But I get a sense that she would think that nuclear=bad.

Also maybe cite something that shows this. You can probably find an opinion piece in a few seconds in google.	Comment by Jordan: Responsiably is also a good word here	Comment by Jordan: Personally I would use “hitherto”, though its old fashioned this will to.	Comment by Jordan: You may also use the word Would here as, there would be changes, you can say with certainty that things would be different. The whole debate is to whether it is worth it or not.
Background Origins of the Northern Gateway project
The NGP project was conceived in the mid-2000s(Cite, p.XX). However, it has been postponed several times based on the challenges that have occurred in its initial stages, especially the acceptance by the communities. Natural gas giant Enbridge Inc. signed the initial cooperation agreement with PetroChina in 2005, which was aimed at ensuring that the utilization of the pipeline capacity (Cite, p.XX). The agreement involved PetroChina purchasing approximately 200, 000 barrels of crude oil daily, and transported through the Pipeline prospective pipeline (Galbraith, 2014). However, challenges ensued from onset leading to delays and subsequent withdrawal from the project by Petro China. However, there was still interest in a pipeline, and in 2009, there was saw a new agreement for the project commencement led by Canada's National Energy Board (NEB) and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA) (Cite, p.XX). The agreement offered new terms of referenceconditions for the projects approval, highlighting the significant concerns that have beend led to the stalled failure of the original project. The key issues that were a significant impediment to the commencement of the project involved an inadequate review of the risk assessment analysis (Public Services and Procurement Canada, Real Property Branch, 2019).	Comment by Jordan: Cite and give a more definite date	Comment by Jordan: Which communities? When 	Comment by Jordan: Who is Enbridge?
These guys?:
https://www.enbridge.com/	Comment by Jordan: This isn’t wrong but it is awkward, is it the original plan or the NEB/CEAA plan that had the inadequate review? If it’s the PetroChina one you need to say that, if it’s the latter why was this input and why was it inadequate.
In June 2014, the Canadian government Government of Canada accepted the project proposal, though they stipulated and additional while setting out 209 conditions, which had initially been set out in the 2013 Joint Review Panel., which These were to be resolved during the next phase of the regulatory process. The Enbridge filled a request that sought to compel the National Energy BoardNEB to extend the sunset clause, which highlighted that the construction of the project must begin before the elapse of 2016. Currently, the NGP proposal is still pending, with numerous issues raised, having not been adequately addressed to the satisfaction of all parties involved (Vasil, 2016).	Comment by Jordan: This sentence was getting too long.	Comment by Jordan: This isn’t wrong but you could just say end.	Comment by Jordan: Good.
Economic benefits of the project
The Northern Gateway PipelineNGP was a model flagship project in the province of Alberta associated that was projected to result within a higher level of economic successgrowth. The project’s was insightful and had focused was on transforming the needs and wellbeing of the people within the project development. The project had significant benefits. The most impactful of which sought toTo this end it would  transform the economy of Alberta. The project was estimated to with the creation ofe more than 3,000 construction jobs, 560 expert positions, and an estimated additional 1,150 additional secondary jobs in service and maintenance (Boulton & Sandborn, 2010). These jobs will be necessary to ensure that the pipelines are operational and safe. 	Comment by Jordan: Is?	Comment by Jordan: Model project? 

Maybe use flagship project or Proof of concept project	Comment by Jordan: This is obvious, if someone is involved in a successful project they will be better off. Hence we should let them have the project?

Reword this sentence it is awkward.	Comment by Jordan: These would be temporary, say how long the construction contracts would be and how expensive. Who would they hire? Hopefully Alberta contractors. 	Comment by Jordan: Is the project still a thing or not, you use the word was at the beginning of the paragraph, either it is still a possibility: is, will be. Or it has been cancelled: was, would have been.

Tense needs to be consistent throughout the entire assignment.
The economic impact on the local and provincial levels are estimated to be $2.6 billion in annual revenue for 30 years (Northern Gateway pipeline in Canada approved, 2014). This presents a highly capable project has the potential to that can help in improving the lives of the entire province. The viability of the project is substantial, especially when assessing the economic perspective and the ability to transform the lives of individuals across communities along the Pipeline.	Comment by Jordan: Again is this over 30 years or per year?	Comment by Jordan: Says who? If it’s the guys building it of course they will say that. Find  a third party source, who can tell you why.	Comment by Jordan: You didn’t tell me why it will stimulate economic growth. Will the oil sector grow? What will the new jobs be? What makes the project’s  plan so viable. Im not convinced, I need details.
Pipelines vs. Trains
Finding a more cost-effective and environmentally friendly method The of transportatingon of fuel fossil fuels has been an interest of the oil industry for some time. major challenge, especially considering the most cost-effective and environmentally friendly method. Transportation of fuel throughThe use of truckstankers is hazardous and dangerous, considering the inability to control traffic along the roads likelihood of vehicle accidents on roads and highways(cite, p.XX). The trucks share the roads with other road users despite carrying highly flammable products. This means that the decision to construct the Northern gateway Pipeline had assessed Despite the current safety regulations there transportation risks still existthe possible transportation risks in carrying huge amounts of fuel on the roads. Railways are more safe and secure, and as it is difficultthe incidents of accedents involving  to have spills are less likely. However, a spill involving a train that would have a much more disaterous negative impactcan endanger on the environment, as well as the greater possibility of affecting the lives of humans.	Comment by Jordan: Trains?	Comment by Jordan: You NEED to bring this up, this is essential to making your point:

For example, 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lac-M%C3%A9gantic_rail_disaster
The transportation of oil using tankers was considered a significant risk to the people (Grenire, 2016). Hence the need to develop a comprehensive plan that would provide a better understanding of the need to diversify the commitment to improved outcomes in environmental conservation and management. Therefore the NGP project offers enhanced safety and maintaining a clean environment (Boulton & Sandborn, 2010).	Comment by Jordan: Don’t just cite her tell me why Grenier thinks this. 
Use a citation. 

The transportation of oil using tankers was considered a significant risk to the people. Grenier writes that “an oil spil can do bad things to people like burns and respritory stuff” (Jordan, 2034, p.34). 
	Comment by Jordan: This sentence is terrible. It doesn’t say anything. The comprehensive plan is the pipeline, the better understanding is how to build pipes, and that oil spills are bad, diversify the commitment (looking at things in more ways?), improved outcomes = fewer spills. 

Are these the words that she is making you use? If so I guess keep it, but it doesn’t add anything, details are more effective than $10 words.	Comment by Jordan: You cant say therefore coming off of a sentence that does not tell me anything, and then not give any details.
The above sentence needs a follow up showing, in detail, what safety measures the NGP will abide by. Use quotes extensively here.
Energy generation, even including renewable sources, have been perceived to have significant adverse outcomes such as “ a quote from galbraith” (Galbraith, 2014). These consiquenses factshow that there is a need for a higher level of integration of X,  presents a highly specific platform that can help improve the overall commitment to X. Most of these outcomes have a detrimental influence on individual development of X, Y, and Z, which is an important factor in building a strong focus in the minds of A, and B, on the improved level of development of the industrial infrastructure. 	Comment by Jordan: Integration of what? X is what you are integrating and committing to.	Comment by Jordan: You will need to have listed outcomes in detail with citations in the previous sentances in order to say Most of these outcomes.
The words you are using cannot be used by themselves they act on other words. You cant just talk about commitment and development as something, ideas, infrastructure, or people can be developed, or integrated. You cannot integrate development with commitment, without nouns I have no idea what you are talking about.
In Canada, there is an informal moratorium on large tanker traffic in Dixon Entrance, Hecate, Starit, and the Queen Charlotte Sound since the year 1972 (super cite!, p.XX). Different Multiple studies have been commissioned aimed at assessing the viability of huge tankers on the roads, and the possibility of lifting the tanker moratorium.  However, the The studies conducted highlighted that risks of oil spills in large tankers were too high, making it impossible to be considered in the PetroChina deal that involved thousands of oil barrels(cite the studies). The moratorium was formalized in 2015 by prime Minister Trudeau's mandate letter making Pipeline the only viable option left for the project (Northern Gateway pipeline in Canada approved, 2014).	Comment by Jordan: Tell me about them and their findings, you cant mention them and not talk about the findings.
You cant just mention studies and just leave it. The reader needs to know who did them, when they were done, how many, and their results, were they in accord or did they disagree?? All these questions need to be answered in this last paragraph for it to work
Ecologic impacts
Despite these obvious ecological benefits of the project, there have still been challenges from groups claiming that such a project would be detrimental to the environment which are not wholly without merit (Dusyk, Axsen, & Dullemond, 2018). Notwithstanding the firm position that Canada has taken in advocating for clean energy in the past, such as the Clean Energy initiative whose goal was to reduce the environmental impact of government buildings (Government of Canada, 2019). The use of Fossil fuels is directly connected to significant global warming. Global warming has been a substantial source of focus in recent years, considering the considerable increase in the release of harmful gases as well as activities that have created significant concerns on the sustainability of life on Earth (Public Services and Procurement Canada, Real Property Branch, 2019). Understandably, there are substantial concerns about the risk of the project to speed up this process. These realities associated with., Environmental environmental issues within the global context have been detrimental significantly developed to the creatione of a stressful environment under which it is possible to have a confident understanding under which better mechanisms can be designed to develop a well-engaged climate. Hamilton noted that “something Hamilton said in his work that explains what you meant in that last sentence” (Hamilton, 2018). Your simpler explanation of the issue.	Comment by Jordan: They are not obvious or you would not have to talk about it.	Comment by Jordan: I think I understand the last sentence, but I don’t.

Read these closely
 The rate of climate change has been significantly increased by industrial levels of fossil fuel emission., which is detrimental to the ecosystem leading to many challenges. (Galbraith, 2014). Industrial emissionsEmissions from industrial processes contain harmful compounds that are released into the ecosystem without any countermeasures. The most common of these emissions into the atmosphere are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), and Nitrous Oxide (N2O) ( Dusyk, Axsen & Dullemond, 2018). These, as well as other greenhouse gases, have exposed the Earth's ecosystem to unprecedented climatic changes in the last century. Methane gas is greatly responsible for the trapping of heat in the atmosphere, through a process of the greenhouse effect, and is considered to be of more significant concern than carbon dioxide (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change & Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2015).
These effects of climate change have caused a shift in global weather patterns, such as rising surface temperature, the melting of polar ice and, more erratic weather. This creates a challenging environmentpresents challenges for the development of infrastructure within the ecosystem, as these very projects have been linked to the increasing rate of climate change. Boulton and Sandborne assert “quote them here” (Cite,). that Their argument is that the recent exponential growth of the human population have been detrimental to sustainable environment(Boulton & Sandborn, 2010). The population’s resulting exponential use of fossil fuels has resulted in a need to adopt new rules to ensure that human beings can survive.  These trends in human activity have been detrimental to sustainable environmental development (Boulton & Sandborn, 2010).
The decision to focus on utilizing Pipeline as the means to transport the fuel from the fieldlong distances over land was is a technical and strategic decision that was would be made by not just the Federal and Provincial governments but the Enbridge and the citizens affected by the pipeline.undertaken, taking All parties must take into consideration the underlying ecological influence costs, and benifits of the project.  Enbridge highlighted that upon completion of the pipeline construction, the company will employ individuals to work on the sites to ensure high level of maintenance hence limiting the risk of pipeline ruptures (Wood & Rossiter, 2017). They are quoted as saying “quote heres what we at Enbridge are going to specifically do, we are cool” (cite). Additionally The the plan will place the Pipeline pipeline was also developed reasonably far from residential placesareas,(cite). which This is being done with the intention focused on limiting any potential negative outcome to the lives of individuals in case of pipeline ruptures. Enbridge also sought to use high-quality technology in building the Pipeline. The risk assessment, as presented by the Enbridge company to the Canadian authorities, highlighted 30 years before any potential risk of a pipeline rupture. Enbridge believes that these measures This will makes the whole project viable and sustainable (Grenire, 2016).	Comment by Jordan: This paragraph should be about the potential risks and how they are being delt with.	Comment by Jordan: Id hope so. It better not be a guy with an old lever pump and some duct tape.
Public Perception
Not all are convinced however. Though the NGP is projected to have a lesser impact in the transportation of fossil fuels than the alternitives, Colton et al. (2016) note the inability of the public to accept it. Colton states, “ these dudes over in somewhereville are totes not convinced” (Colton et al, p.XX). The project’s ties to the oil industry make it difficult to convince the general population of its merits. Though the NGP plan expected to that is implementedbe implemented is expected to be sustainable, many are finding ways to be concerned. However, even though there There are significant aspects of the project that are difficult to control, such as a pipeline’s vulnerability to sabotage and natural disasters like earthquakes. it is developed on a reliable platform for change as well as the development of different measures that promote a successful level of development. 
These concerns and others Many people have the population of Canada divided in their perception towards the AGP project, further making  complicating its implementation difficult. Currently, based on an online poll conducted, 58% of those who voted think that the project should not be implemented in its current state until the aboriginal groups agree (cite). In contrast, 42% agreed that the project should be implemented as it is because it is a well-planned project and has a significant impact on the social and economic wellbeing of the region (Northern Gateway Pipeline Poll Results. (n.d.). Some people within the region the pipeline is expected to cross still think that risk assessment has not been done effectively, taking into consideration one of the largest oil spills in Northern Alberta in 2011 was approximately 28,000 barrels of oil spilled (Canadian Press, 2011). 	Comment by Jordan: This is a good use of data. 58% think this, 42% think that. This is good.	Comment by Jordan: This is also very good.
 Many environmental organizations in Canada, such as Dogwood Initiative Forest Ethics, Greenpeace Canada, and the International League of conservation photographers, have been actively campaigning against the NGP project. They highlight the potential impact on the Fraser River and the lives of those who live closer to the proposed site (Grenire, 2016).	Comment by Jordan: Good getting straight to the point and telling me who they are.	Comment by Jordan: Also good, use this paragraph to tell me more about what These NGO’s are doing in response to the pipeline. 
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