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Warming
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From: krw <krw@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx>• 
Date: Sun, 08 Feb 2009 10:33:55 −0600• 

On Sun, 08 Feb 2009 09:35:51 GMT, nico@xxxxxxxxxxx (Nico Coesel)
wrote:

krw <krw@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx> wrote:

On Sat, 07 Feb 2009 19:44:14 GMT, nico@xxxxxxxxxxx (Nico Coesel)
wrote:

Jim Thompson
<To−Email−Use−The−Envelope−Icon@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx>
wrote:

On Sat, 07 Feb 2009 14:05:53 GMT,
nico@xxxxxxxxxxx (Nico Coesel)
wrote:

Jim Thompson
<To−Email−Use−The−Envelope−Icon@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx>
wrote:

On Sat, 07
Feb 2009
00:47:58
GMT,
nico@xxxxxxxxxxx
(Nico
Coesel)
wrote:

John
Larkin
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<jjlarkin@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx>
wrote:

On
Fri,
6
Feb
2009
04:44:06
−0800
(PST),
bill.sloman@xxxxxxxx
wrote:

I'm
not
surprised
when
Eeyore
imagines
that
a
localised
spot
of
cold
weather
in
England
is
evidence
against
anthropogenic
global
warming,
but
I
had
thought
that
John
Larkin
would
have
had
more
sense.

Here's
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a
piece
of
−
equally
weak
−
evidence
in
favour
of
global
warming

http://earthobservatory.nasa.gov/IOTD/view.php?id=36900

Why
do
you
obsess
on
something
that
will
never
affect
your
life,
that
you
can
personally
do
nothing
about,
and
that
is
plainly
bad
science?

Why
don't
you
do
something
real,
something
that
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matters,
something
with
tangible
results?
Something
that
involves
soldering
irons?

I'm
wondering
about
the
same
question.
Bill
lives
in
NL
like
me.
Half
the
country
is
already
several
meters
below
sea
level.
The
higher
parts
sometimes
have
problems
with
flooding
due
to
rivers
that
can't
handle
the
water
during

Re: OT IEEE Spectrum on Anthropogenic Global Warming

Re: OT IEEE Spectrum on Anthropogenic Global Warming 4



the
spring,
but
we're
working
on
that.

The
countries
that
don't
have
water
management
are
in
danger
when
sea
levels
rise.

What
_sound_
scientific
evidence is
it that
convinces
you that sea
levels will
rise?

The sea levels are already
rising by a few mm per year.
So assuming
the trend stays the same, sea
levels will continu to rise.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sea_level

Until they start to fall.

Know anything about the word "cyclical"?

Yes, but there is no data that indicates a short term cycle.
The trend
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has been 'up' for more than 200 years. Sure it will start to fall
or
stabilize for a period but there is no data that indicates when
that
will happen. The hard evidence indicates the sea levels will
continue
to rise.

By chance, would your real name be Noah?

No, if I keep paying water management tax (not a joke), the government
will keep my feet dry :−)

If the "sea levels will continue to rise", your candy−assed government
isn't going to keep your feet dry, no matter what taxes you pay.
....and you will pay.

.
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