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Would need to be a pretty systematic intrinsic redshift to see it
uniformly in all directions and for it to progress acording to Hubble's
law. Sure, there's some intrinsic redshift. But we see a uniform RS
out to the causal horizon, at which point the redshift = c. And there
is more Universe beyond that, we just cant see it , just like on Earth,
we cannot see beyond our horizon but there is surely more earth past
that. Gee, just like the song:

"And I think to myself, what a wonderful world."

Except when people on this usergroup start in with the discourtesy and
foul language. That bites Limousin bull penis.

.
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