Subject: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Bill Lorentzen on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 20:26:02 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=

It's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
invented the internet...

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 20:55:02 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it was
weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little head!

DOn

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...
>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 21:44:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Timothy F. Ball is a well-known PROFESSIONAL global warming skeptic. He started
a non- profit in Canada (the Natural Resources Stewardship Project) from
which he and Tom Harris (NRSP head) are well paid.

The Canadian federal Lobbyists Registration System indicates that High Park's
clients (NRSP) include the Canadian Electricity Association and the Canadian
Gas Association.

The Toronto Star Newspapers have done several articles outing the NRSP as
a shill for Canadian energy giants.

Do a little research before you jump on board the energy-backed misinformation
train.
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Some info here:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timothy F. Ball

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_Resources_Stewardship_P roject

These people will never stop finding people willing to take money to spread
the falsehoods.

Gene

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote:
> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

>|t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>invented the internet...

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by dc[3] on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 21:48:20 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Gene,

You're going to have to do better than that. Character
assassination is a pretty poor response to the amount of
science in that piece.

best,

DC

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>

>Timothy F. Ball is a well-known PROFESSIONAL global warming skeptic. He
started

>a non- profit in Canada (the Natural Resources Stewardship Project) from
>which he and Tom Harris (NRSP head) are well paid.

>

>The Canadian federal Lobbyists Registration System indicates that High Park's
>clients (NRSP) include the Canadian Electricity Association and the Canadian
>Gas Association.

>
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>The Toronto Star Newspapers have done several articles outing the NRSP as
>a shill for Canadian energy giants.

>

>Do a little research before you jump on board the energy-backed misinformation
>train.

>

>Some info here:

>http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timothy_F. Ball

>

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_Resources_Stewardship_P roject

>

>These people will never stop finding people willing to take money to spread
>the falsehoods.

>

>Gene

>

>"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote:

>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6lPHmMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>>|t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
>

>>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>>invented the internet...

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:02:11 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DC" <dc@spammersinhell.com> wrote:
>

in the movie have take legal action against the producers for editing and
changing their actual comments recorded.

Mr. Steven Green
Head of Production
Wag TV

2D Leroy House
436 Essex Road
London N1 3QP

10 March 2007
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Dear Mr. Green:

| am writing to record what | told you on the telephone yesterday about
your Channel 4 film "The Global Warming Swindle." Fundamentally,
| am the one who was swindled---please read the email below that
was sent to me (and re-sent by you). Based upon this email and
subsequent telephone conversations, and discussions with

the Director, Martin Durkin, I thought | was being asked

to appear in a film that would discuss in a balanced way

the complicated elements of understanding of climate change---

in the best traditions of British television. Is there any indication

in the email evident to an outsider that the product would be

so tendentious, so unbalanced?

| was approached, as explained to me on the telephone, because

| was known to have been unhappy with some of the more excitable
climate-change stories in the British media, most conspicuously the notion

that the Gulf

Stream could disappear, among others. When a journalist approaches me suggesting
a "critical approach" to a technical subject, as the email states, my inference

is that we

are to discuss which elements are contentious, why they are contentious,

and what the arguments are on all sides. To a scientist, “critical" does

not mean a hatchet job---it means a thorough-going examination of

the science. The scientific subjects described in the email,

and in the previous and subsequent telephone conversations, are complicated,
worthy of exploration, debate, and an educational effort with the

public. Hence my willingness to participate. Had the words "polemic”, or
"swindle" appeared in these preliminary discussions, | would have

instantly declined to be involved.

| spent hours in the interview describing

many of the problems of understanding the ocean in climate change,
and the ways in which some of the more dramatic elements get
exaggerated in the media relative to more realistic, potentially

truly catastrophic issues, such as

the implications of the oncoming sea level rise. As | made clear, both in
the

preliminary discussions, and in the interview itself, | believe that

global warming is a very serious threat that needs equally serious
discussion and no one seeing this film could possibly deduce that.

What we now have is an out-and-out propaganda piece, in which
there is not even a gesture toward balance or explanation of why
many of the extended inferences drawn in the film are not widely
accepted by the scientific community. There are so many examples,
it's hard to know where to begin, so | will cite only one:
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a speaker asserts, as is true, that carbon dioxide is only

a small fraction of the atmospheric mass. The viewer is left to

infer that means it couldn't really matter. But even a beginning

meteorology student could tell you that the relative masses of gases

are irrelevant to their effects on radiative balance. A director

not intending to produce pure propaganda would have tried to eliminate that
piece of disinformation.

An example where my own discussion was grossly distorted by context:

| am? shown explaining that a warming ocean could expel more

carbon dioxide than it absorbs -- thus exacerbating the greenhouse

gas buildup in the atmosphere and hence worrisome.? It

was used in the film, through its context, to imply

that CO2 is all natural, coming from the ocean, and that

therefore the human element is irrelevant. This use of my remarks, which
are literally what | said, comes close to fraud.

| have some experience in dealing with TV and print reporters

and do understand something of the ways in which one can be

misquoted, quoted out of context, or otherwise misinterpreted. Some

of that is inevitable in the press of time or space or in discussions of
complicated issues. Never before, however, have | had

an experience like this one. My appearance in the "Global Warming
Swindle" is deeply embarrasing, and my professional reputation

has been damaged. | was duped---an uncomfortable position in which to be.

At a minimum, | ask that the film should never be seen again publicly

with my participation included. Channel 4 surely owes an apology to

its viewers, and perhaps WAGTV owes something to Channel 4. | will be

taking advice as to whether | should proceed to make some more formal protest.

Sincerely,

Carl Wunsch

Cecil and Ida Green Professor of

?? Physical Oceanography
Massachusetts Institute of Technology

cc: Hamish Mykura, Channel 4

(Hard copy to follow)

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone sided polemic BS
Posted by Jamie K on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:11:48 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message
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The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of
about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al
Gore might be more inclined to buy their spin.

If you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try
and avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with
facts and assess the risks yourself.

Here are a couple of useful web sites:
http://www.realclimate.org/
http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Don Nafe wrote:

> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it was

> weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little head!

>

> DOn

>

> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...
>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

>> invented the internet...

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone-sided polemic
Posted by Jamie K on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:20:00 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

It's a viewpoint that ignores the main body of peer-reviewed scientific
evidence for the sake of sensationalism. It was done that way
deliberately by the producers, with no attempt at an objective look at
the actual scientific evidence.

Google it to check out the story behind it. Fair and balanced it ain't.
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| do like the breathless announcer, fast cuts and dramatic music. It's
always fun to see a one-sided polemic that ironically accuses others of
being one-sided. | doubt anyone here is gullible enough to take it as an
objective authority.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Bill Lorentzen wrote:

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by dc[3] on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:24:14 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Here's something else from Carl:
http://www.royalsoc.ac.uk/page.asp?id=4688&tip=1

Read it and see how far his views diverge from Gore's and
despite the dispute over his appearance in the film, you will

see that Carl is not much on your side.

more
http://observer.guardian.co.uk/uk_news/story/0,,2031455,00.h tml
Here is a response to the smear campaign against the

movie from the filmaker himself. There is a direct response to

the point you raised.

http://mww.nrsp.com/NRSP-Media/Audio_Wave/Martin%20Durkin-15
-03-07-Charles%20Adler.wav

DC
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Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Deegj [4] on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:48:05 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Global warming is very real IMO.

Even the people in the fossil fuels business (me, for instance) know that
they produce sulphur based pollutants and C02. The only way, IMHO, to
explain away global warming is to explaining away the theory that C02
doesn't cause it. | ain't buying that one. Those who try to compare what is
happening now to what has happened in the past with climate change are
missing one serious fundamental....... never in the past have there been so
people on this planet burning so much carbon and never before have we had
the science to live as long as we do now, and for our spawn to survive the
in such staggering numbers. Also, if you stop and think about it, up until

50 years ago, we had major disease epidemics that culled the global
populations drastically and systematically and some pretty devastating wars
on a fairly regular basis that also culled the population, especially in
continental Europe and Asia, thus delaying the exponential population
explosion that we have seen over the last 30 years or so. In 1970, the world
population was 39 billion and change. right now it's estimated to exceed 67
billion. All of these folks are competing for and using vcarbon based energy
resources (and farting on a regular basis ;0).

The solutions we're proposing right now are too little too late (again IMO)
There are ways to reduce energy consumption but this will add to the costs
that none of us want to pay. At some point, diminishing returns will be
reached and alternative energy sources will start look more competitive. The
bigger problem is that the point of diminishing returns is quickly being
reached as far as global supply is concerned (yeah....that peak oil
voodoo...too bad it's as real as the day is long). This is already the

driving factor in our effort to survive in the brave new global economy.

It's gonna be expensive no matter what though. We are already starting to
see the price of products based on corn as food to rise as the shift to
ethanol starts to ramp up. the only way to sustain anything like the economy
we have right now and become energy independent would be to build new
refineries here,, build coal fired power plants, nuclear energy and drill

every drop and bubble of oil and natural gas that we have here within our
continental soveriegnty while rolling huge amount of the revenue from the
sale of that to alternative energy R&D. Big problem there....... the energy
interests won't do it and the environmentalists won't do it so we're gonna

be hosed in 20 years, if not *much sooner*.

the real problem is that there are just too many of *us*. | think we're
getting ready so see some stuff right out of the worst imaginable horror
movie that the most twisted mind could dream up.

Mother nature has always had a way of levelling our karma and our doomsday
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religiousity will do the rest. I've always believed that things happen if
enough energy is directed toward the particular end one is trying to
achieve. Well......... lots of folks believe that Armageddon is inevitable
and by god, it's our duty to make sure that it happens the *right* way so
that you go to hell and | don't.

shit!!!!....where'd | put my meds?

:oP

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>

> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of

> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore
> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>

> If you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try and
> avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with facts

> and assess the risks yourself.

>

> Here are a couple of useful web sites:

>

> http://www.realclimate.org/

>

> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> Don Nafe wrote:

>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it
>> was weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little
>> head!

>>

>>DOn

>>

>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>> news:460ec4f9@linux...

>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHmMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>
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>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global

>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man
>>> who invented the internet...

>>>

>>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 22:54:23 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

here and point out that the majority of mathematicians feel that 2 + 2 =
4.

Breast implants reduce cancer. | love it.

You should read a little about Martin Durkin, the man you are defending.

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by dc[3] on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 23:09:09 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Gene,

No matter what we say to each other here, the whole thing
is out of our hands. What troubles me is that we who grew
up in the 1960's learned to rebel against Nixon, but we drew
the line at Gore and Hillary didn't we? How did we get so
many sacred cows?

What if these scientists are right?
Remember, in the 1970's the same people were squealing
about global cooling. Worse, the ice core evidence shows

that increases in carbon dioxide level historically follows warming
not precedes it. Carbon may not be the problem.

DC

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:
>
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>here and point out that the majority of mathematicians feel that 2 + 2 =
>4,

>

>Breast implants reduce cancer. | love it.

>

>You should read a little about Martin Durkin, the man you are defending.
>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Don Nafe on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 23:19:18 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

I'm not about to get into an argument about Global warming...but | do

remember my Grade 10 science and the chemical make up of the atmosphere and
from that perspective alone Global Warming being caused by CO2 doesn't make
any sense and it makes even less sense when you use the numbers the IPCC
uses to prove that CO2 emmissions are the cause...bad science...plain and
simple.

On the otherhand, | reduce, reuse and recycle and have spent thousands of
dollars making my home energy efficient and drive as clean and efficient a
car as | can afford...I'm doing my part and will continue to due so...but

not because of scare tactics and bullshit science but because it's the smart
thing to do.

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>

> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of

> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore
> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>

> |f you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try and

> avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with facts

> and assess the risks yourself.

>

> Here are a couple of useful web sites:

>

> http://www.realclimate.org/

>

> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/
>

> Cheers,
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> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> Don Nafe wrote:

>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it
>> was weighed down with 2000 |b weight and dropped on his chicken little
>> head!

>>

>>DOn

>>

>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>> news:460ec4f9@linux...

>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHmJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>

>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global

>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man
>>> who invented the internet...

>>>

>>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 23:30:32 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

And speaking about Canadians....David Susuki used to be common sense
environmentalist - highly respected and a good messenger for science, but
after seeing a few of his intervires of late he has thrown science roght out
the friggin window and become a fear mongering shill for the left.

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message
news:460ed64b$1@linux...

>

> Timothy F. Ball is a well-known PROFESSIONAL global warming skeptic. He
> started

> a non- profit in Canada (the Natural Resources Stewardship Project) from
> which he and Tom Harris (NRSP head) are well paid.

>

> The Canadian federal Lobbyists Registration System indicates that High
> Park'’s

> clients (NRSP) include the Canadian Electricity Association and the

> Canadian

> Gas Association.
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>
> The Toronto Star Newspapers have done several articles outing the NRSP as
> a shill for Canadian energy giants.

>

> Do a little research before you jump on board the energy-backed

> misinformation

> train.

>

> Some info here:

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timothy_F._Ball

>

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_Resources_Stewardship_P roject

>

> These people will never stop finding people willing to take money to

> spread

> the falsehoods.

>

> Gene

>

> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote:

>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6lPHmMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>>|t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>

>>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>>invented the internet...

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Deegj [4] on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 23:39:07 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460eed97$1@linux...
> I'm not about to get into an argument about Global warming...but | do

> remember my Grade 10 science and the chemical make up of the atmosphere
> and from that perspective alone Global Warming being caused by CO2 doesn't
> make any sense and it makes even less sense when you use the numbers the
> |[PCC uses to prove that CO2 emmissions are the cause...bad science...plain
> and simple.

>

> On the otherhand, | reduce, reuse and recycle and have spent thousands of

> dollars making my home energy efficient and drive as clean and efficient a

> car as | can afford...I'm doing my part and will continue to due so...but

> not because of scare tactics and bullshit science but because it's the
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> smart thing to do.

| think that's to be applauded and | don't disagree that some of the models

that arebeing put out there (by both sides) are flawed, but to me, it's one

of those obvious things and | just don't get how something so relavent as

global pupulation can be overlooked. It's as idiotic as when | hear people

saying that we *started* a war in Iraq when the war that was started by

Sadaam never ended. The fundamental facts are being overlooked for the sake
of political posturing while a very real disaster looms on the horizon

because there is no commonality of purpose..

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Sat, 31 Mar 2007 23:39:46 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460ef03c@linux...
> And speaking about Canadians....David Suzuki used to be common sense
> environmentalist - highly respected and a good messenger for science, but
> after seeing a few of his interviews of late he has thrown science right

> out the friggin window and become a fear mongering shill for the left.

Man | have got to learn to type ARGH!!!

>

> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote in message

> news:460ed64b$1@linux...

>>

>> Timothy F. Ball is a well-known PROFESSIONAL global warming skeptic. He
>> started

>> a non- profit in Canada (the Natural Resources Stewardship Project) from

>> which he and Tom Harris (NRSP head) are well paid.

>>

>> The Canadian federal Lobbyists Registration System indicates that High

>> Park's

>> clients (NRSP) include the Canadian Electricity Association and the

>> Canadian

>> Gas Association.

>>

>> The Toronto Star Newspapers have done several articles outing the NRSP as
>> a shill for Canadian energy giants.

>>

>> Do a little research before you jump on board the energy-backed

>> misinformation

>> train.

Page 14 of 154 ---- GCenerated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=45
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=12183&goto=82428#msg_82428
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=82428
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>
>> Some info here:

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timothy F. Ball

>>

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural _Resources_Stewardship_P roject

>>

>> These people will never stop finding people willing to take money to

>> spread

>> the falsehoods.

>>

>> Gene

>>

>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote:

>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHmJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>

>>>|t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
>>

>>>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>>>invented the internet...

>>>

>>>

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Don Nafe on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 00:00:39 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| understand what you're saying DJ and I'm in no way saying that humans
aren't contributing to greenhouse gases..my only problem is that greenhouse
gases make up such a small (almost insignificant) portion of our atmosphere
that | personally find it hard to believe that Global Warming; if there is

such a thing happening, is being driven by human activity

DOn

"DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote in message news:460ef23c$1@linux...

>

> "Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460eed9731@linux...
>> |'m not about to get into an argument about Global warming...but | do

>> remember my Grade 10 science and the chemical make up of the atmosphere
>> and from that perspective alone Global Warming being caused by CO2

>> doesn't make any sense and it makes even less sense when you use the

>> numbers the IPCC uses to prove that CO2 emmissions are the cause...bad
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>> science...plain and simple.

>>

>> On the otherhand, | reduce, reuse and recycle and have spent thousands of
>> dollars making my home energy efficient and drive as clean and efficient

>> a car as | can afford...I'm doing my part and will continue to due

>> s0...but not because of scare tactics and bullshit science but because

>> jt's the smart thing to do.

>

>

> | think that's to be applauded and | don't disagree that some of the

> models that arebeing put out there (by both sides) are flawed, but to me,

> it's one of those obvious things and I just don't get how something so

> relavent as global pupulation can be overlooked. It's as idiotic as when |

> hear people saying that we *started* a war in Iraq when the war that was

> started by Sadaam never ended. The fundamental facts are being overlooked
> for the sake of political posturing while a very real disaster looms on

> the horizon because there is no commonality of purpose..
>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Sarah on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 02:27:46 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Bill, Bill, Bill . . . how could you? You realize this is going to go

on for days now, people throwing their favorite scientists at each other,
spinning off into barely related left vs right sub-debates, and in the end,
everyone will continue to believe exactly what they WANT to believe.

That being said, | guess I'll get my 2 cents in: first of all, this
slick little film was written and directed by well-known
anti-environmentalist Martin Durkin, who is in trouble now with some of the
experts he used in the film for misrepresenting them by editing their
sequences.

The most amusing part of this was his answer to the "better safe than
sorry" approach -- that if by fighting global warming we doom the Third
World to poverty by preventing development. AS IF the
anti-environmentalists and the corporations funding the global warming
denyers give a flying f*** about people in the Third World for anything
other than another market to exploit. Yes, we all know that without the
burning of fossil fuels, there is no possibility of progress. Gimme a
friggin’ break.

Greed kills, people. Follow the money.

Sarah
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"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Sarah on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 02:29:28 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Oh, and by the way, here's some detail.
http://news.independent.co.uk/environment/climate_change/art icle2326210.ece

S

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@Ilinux...

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone sided polemic BS
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 02:40:47 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:

> I'm not about to get into an argument about Global warming...but | do

> remember my Grade 10 science and the chemical make up of the atmosphere and
> from that perspective alone Global Warming being caused by CO2 doesn't make
> any sense and it makes even less sense when you use the numbers the IPCC

> uses to prove that CO2 emmissions are the cause...bad science...plain and

> simple.

Cool. This makes me think of three things:
1) Memes in our vocabulary.

2) Following the money.
3) Examining the scientific consensus.
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MEMES

Phrases like "bad science" and "junk science" are often used by PR
flacks paid by fossil fuel lobbies. Previously those sorts of phrases
were used by PR flacks paid by tobacco lobbies. It's an interesting
connection...

From: http://www.cbc.ca/fifth/denialmachine/index.html

*kkkkk

"Who is keeping the debate of global warming alive?

The documentary shows how fossil fuel corporations have kept the global
warming debate alive long after most scientists believed that global
warming was real and had potentially catastrophic consequences. It shows
that companies such as Exxon Mobil are working with top public relations
firms and using many of the same tactics and personnel as those employed
by Phillip Morris and RJ Reynolds to dispute the cigarette-cancer link

in the 1990s. Exxon Mobil sought out those willing to question the

science behind climate change, providing funding for some of them, their

organizations and their studies."
*kkkkk

FOLLOWING THE MONEY
So as always, follow the money:
You can check out some of the connections here:

http://www.exxonsecrets.org/

SCIENTIFIC CONSENSUS
The scientific consensus is actually pretty clear.

From: http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/full/306/5702/1686

*kkkkk

"PCC is not alone in its conclusions. In recent years, all major

scientific bodies in the United States whose members' expertise bears
directly on the matter have issued similar statements. For example, the
National Academy of Sciences report, Climate Change Science: An Analysis
of Some Key Questions, begins: "Greenhouse gases are accumulating in
Earth's atmosphere as a result of human activities, causing surface air
temperatures and subsurface ocean temperatures to rise" [p. 1 in (5)].

The report explicitly asks whether the IPCC assessment is a fair summary
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of professional scientific thinking, and answers yes: "The IPCC's
conclusion that most of the observed warming of the last 50 years is
likely to have been due to the increase in greenhouse gas concentrations
accurately reflects the current thinking of the scientific community on

this issue” [p. 3 in (5)].

Others agree. The American Meteorological Society (6), the American
Geophysical Union (7), and the American Association for the Advancement
of Science (AAAS) all have issued statements in recent years concluding
that the evidence for human modification of climate is compelling (8).

The drafting of such reports and statements involves many opportunities
for comment, criticism, and revision, and it is not likely that they

would diverge greatly from the opinions of the societies’ members.
Nevertheless, they might downplay legitimate dissenting opinions. That
hypothesis was tested by analyzing 928 abstracts, published in refereed
scientific journals between 1993 and 2003, and listed in the ISI
database with the keywords "climate change" (9).

The 928 papers were divided into six categories: explicit endorsement of
the consensus position, evaluation of impacts, mitigation proposals,
methods, paleoclimate analysis, and rejection of the consensus position.
Of all the papers, 75% fell into the first three categories, either

explicitly or implicitly accepting the consensus view; 25% dealt with
methods or paleoclimate, taking no position on current anthropogenic
climate change. Remarkably, none of the papers disagreed with the
consensus position."

*kkkkk

And finally, here is the Bush administration's perspective on the IPCC
report, from: http://www.energy.gov/environment/4704.htm

*kkkkk

"The Administration welcomes the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change report, which was developed through thousands of hours of

research by leading U.S. and international scientists and informed by
significant U.S. investments in advancing climate science research,"”

U.S. Secretary of Energy Samuel Bodman said. "Climate change is a global
challenge that requires global solutions. Through President Bush's

leadership, the U.S. government is taking action to curb the growth of
greenhouse gas emissions and encouraging the development and deployment
of clean energy technologies here in the United States and across the

globe."

*kkkkk

So we are at consensus, both scientific and political.
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The discussion has moved on to what to do about the challenge of human
influenced global warming.

> On the otherhand, | reduce, reuse and recycle and have spent thousands of
> dollars making my home energy efficient and drive as clean and efficient a
> car as | can afford...I'm doing my part and will continue to due so...but

> not because of scare tactics and bullshit science but because it's the smart
> thing to do.

Great!

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of
>> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore
>> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>>

>> |If you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try and
>> avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with facts

>> and assess the risks yourself.

>>

>> Here are a couple of useful web sites:

>>

>> http://www.realclimate.org/

>>

>> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it
>>> was weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little
>>> head!

>>>

>>>DOn

>>>

>>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>>> news:460ec4fo@linux...
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>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>>

>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global

>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man

>>>> who invented the internet...

>>>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 02:55:15 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DC wrote:
> Remember, in the 1970's the same people were squealing
> about global cooling.

That's pretty funny, Don. Who were those "same people" and what speech
impediment caused the "squealing"” that you think we all remember?

What | remember about the 70's is some pretty cool music.
Anyway, here's some info on the stock mid century global cooling objection.
From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/11/4/14560/6189

"Objection: There was global cooling in the '40s, '50s, and '60s, even
while human greenhouse-gas emissions were rising. Clearly, temperature
is not being driven by CO2.

Answer: None of the advocates of the theory of anthropogenic global
warming claim that CO2 is the only factor controlling temperature in the
ocean-atmosphere climate system. It is a large and complex system,
responsive on many different timescales, subject to numerous forcings.
AGW only makes the claim that CO2 is the primary driver of the warming
trend seen over the last 100 years. This rise has not been smooth and
steady -- nor would it be expected to be.

(graphic, go look at the link to see it)

If you look at the temperature record for the 1990s, you'll notice a

sharp drop in '92, '93, and '94. This is the effect of massive amounts

of SO2 ejected into the stratosphere by Mount Pinatubo's eruption. That
doesn't mean CO2 took a holiday and stopped influencing global
temperatures; it only means that the CO2 forcing was temporarily
overwhelmed by another, opposite forcing.

The situation is similar to the cooling seen in the '40s and '50s.
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During this period, the CO2 warming (a smaller forcing at the time) was
temporarily overwhelmed by by other factors, perhaps foremost among them
an increase in human particulates and aerosol pollution. Pollution
regulations and improved technology saw a decrease in this latter kind

of emissions over the '60s and '70s, and as the air cleared, the CO2

signal again emerged and took over. Below, courtesy of Global Warming
Art, is an image of the current understanding of the factors and their
influence for the climate of the past century.

(graphic)

As the graph shows, in addition to aerosol pollution (the sulphate

line), volcanic influences were increasingly negative during the period

of global cooling, and solar forcing slightly declined. All forcings

taken together and run through the model are a very good match for the
observations. (Please see the source page for details of what model and
what study this image is derived from.)

Rather than confounding the climate consensus, mid-century cooling is
actually a good test for the climate models, one they are passing quite
convincingly.

Addendum: The opposing effect of cooling from airborne pollutants is
often referred to as "Global Dimming", and Real Climate has a couple of
articles on it:

Global Dimming?

Global Dimming I

One emerging concern is that as the pollution causing this effect is
gradually cleaned up, we may see even greater greenhouse gas warming."

Worse, the ice core evidence shows
> that increases in carbon dioxide level historically follows warming
> not precedes it. Carbon may not be the problem.

That's unlikely.

From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76

"Objection: In glacial-interglacial cycles, CO2 concentration lags

behind temperature by centuries. Clearly, CO2 does not cause
temperatures to rise; temperatures cause CO2 to rise.

Answer: When viewed coarsely, historical CO2 levels and temperature show

a tight correlation. However, a closer examination of the CH4, CO2, and
temperature fluctuations recorded in the Antarctic ice core records
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reveals that, yes, temperature moved first.

Nevertheless, it is misleading to say that temperature rose and then,
hundreds of years later, CO2 rose. These warming periods lasted for
5,000 to 10,000 years (the cooling periods lasted more like 100,000
years!), so for the majority of that time (90% and more), temperature
and CO2 rose together. This remarkably detailed archive of
climatological evidence clearly allows for CO2 acting as a cause for
rising temperatures, while also revealing it can be an effect of them.

(graphic)

The current understanding of those cycles is that changes in orbital
parameters (the Milankovich and other cycles) caused greater amounts of
summer sunlight to fall in the northern hemisphere. This is a small
forcing, but it caused ice to retreat in the north, which changed the
albedo. This change -- reducing the amount of white, reflective ice
surface -- led to further warmth, in a feedback effect. Some number of
centuries after that process started, CO2 concentrations in the
atmosphere began to rise, which amplified the warming trend even further
as an additional feedback mechanism.

(You can go here for a discussion of exactly this question by climate
scientists, with greater technical detail and full references to the
scientific literature.)

So itis correct that CO2 did not trigger the warmings, but it

definitely contributed to them -- and according to climate theory and

model experiments, greenhouse gas forcing was the dominant factor in the
magnitude of the ultimate change.

This raises a warning for the future: we may well see additional natural
CO2 come out of the woodwork as whatever process took place repeatedly
over the last 650K years begins to play out again. The likely candidates
are out-gassing from warming ocean waters, carbon from warming soils,
and methane from melting permafrost.”

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone sided polemic BS
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 03:03:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Global warming is not being denied by anyone who reads the data. The
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earth is clearly warming, according to actual measurements.

The science of how CO2 helps trap heat in a "greenhouse effect" is
pretty well understood.

If you want to read an overview of the current scientific view on global
warming, carefully stated without a lot of hyperbole, try this report
and its recent update, both linked here:

http://www.thescientificworld.com/SCIENTIFICWORLDJOURNAL/mai n/Home.asp

Overview:
"In 2003 TheScientificWorldJOURNAL published a seminal review on Global
Warming: The Balance of Evidence and Its Policy Implications by Charles

delighted to announce the long awaited update: Global Warming: UPDATE 2007.

some of the bigger controversies and assertions about global warming,
how these assertions arose, and how the controversies have been resolved
in recent years.

In its recently released summary the new IPCC report does not provide
the how and the why behind the increased certainty of global warming and
the human involvement in it. While Dr. Keller's update is not intended

to be a substitute for the scholarly and important IPCC report, it does
make the entire picture about the global warming controversy more

The reality of global warming still might have hotly contested issues,
but now the informed outnumber the ill-informed, which is another step
to developing educated policy changes.

About the author:
After a distinguished career in the national security establishment, Dr.

California’'s Institute of Geophysics and Planetary Physics Branch at the
Los Alamos National Laboratory prior to his retirement in 2001. During
these years he became involved in a variety of issues related to climate
change and its causes and took on the task of developing
counter-arguments to some of the more vexing issues raised by climate
skeptics. His two contributions in TheScientificWorldJOURNAL summarize
his work in this area."
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| was turned onto this report by an amazing guy | work with. The report
was written by his father.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Don Nafe wrote:

> | understand what you're saying DJ and I'm in no way saying that humans

> aren't contributing to greenhouse gases..my only problem is that greenhouse
> gases make up such a small (almost insignificant) portion of our atmosphere

> that | personally find it hard to believe that Global Warming; if there is

> such a thing happening, is being driven by human activity

>

> DOn

>

>

> "DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote in message news:460ef23c$1@linux...
>> "Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460eed97$1@linux...
>>> |'m not about to get into an argument about Global warming...but | do

>>> remember my Grade 10 science and the chemical make up of the atmosphere
>>> and from that perspective alone Global Warming being caused by CO2

>>> doesn't make any sense and it makes even less sense when you use the
>>> numbers the IPCC uses to prove that CO2 emmissions are the cause...bad
>>> science...plain and simple.

>>>

>>> On the otherhand, | reduce, reuse and recycle and have spent thousands of
>>> dollars making my home energy efficient and drive as clean and efficient
>>> g car as | can afford...I'm doing my part and will continue to due

>>> s0...but not because of scare tactics and bullshit science but because

>>> it's the smart thing to do.

>>

>> | think that's to be applauded and | don't disagree that some of the

>> models that arebeing put out there (by both sides) are flawed, but to me,

>> jt's one of those obvious things and | just don't get how something so

>> relavent as global pupulation can be overlooked. It's as idiotic as when |

>> hear people saying that we *started* a war in Irag when the war that was

>> started by Sadaam never ended. The fundamental facts are being overlooked
>> for the sake of political posturing while a very real disaster looms on

>> the horizon because there is no commonality of purpose..

>>

>

>
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Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone sided polemic BS
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 03:15:40 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Sorry if | left the impression that everyone in fossil fuels is ignorant
about global warming, far from it. Thanks for clarifying, Deej!

| agree that we should be using the opportunities we have with our
finite fossil fuel resources to lay the groundwork for the smoothest
possible transition to a renewable energy strategy.

This will probably require people getting out of their partisan fighting
stances and well worn rhetorical grooves and actually working together.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

PS. You might want to double check your population figures:

http://www.census.gov/ipc/www/world.html

DJ wrote:

> Global warming is very real IMO.

>

> Even the people in the fossil fuels business (me, for instance) know that

> they produce sulphur based pollutants and C02. The only way, IMHO, to

> explain away global warming is to explaining away the theory that C02

> doesn't cause it. | ain't buying that one. Those who try to compare what is

> happening now to what has happened in the past with climate change are
> missing one serious fundamental....... never in the past have there been so
> people on this planet burning so much carbon and never before have we had
> the science to live as long as we do now, and for our spawn to survive the
> in such staggering numbers. Also, if you stop and think about it, up until

> 50 years ago, we had major disease epidemics that culled the global

> populations drastically and systematically and some pretty devastating wars
> on a fairly regular basis that also culled the population, especially in

> continental Europe and Asia, thus delaying the exponential population

> explosion that we have seen over the last 30 years or so. In 1970, the world
> population was 39 billion and change. right now it's estimated to exceed 67
> billion. All of these folks are competing for and using vcarbon based energy
> resources (and farting on a regular basis ;0).

>

> The solutions we're proposing right now are too little too late (again IMO)

> There are ways to reduce energy consumption but this will add to the costs
> that none of us want to pay. At some point, diminishing returns will be
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> reached and alternative energy sources will start look more competitive. The
> bigger problem is that the point of diminishing returns is quickly being

> reached as far as global supply is concerned (yeah....that peak oil

> voodoo...too bad it's as real as the day is long). This is already the

> driving factor in our effort to survive in the brave new global economy.

> |t's gonna be expensive no matter what though. We are already starting to
> see the price of products based on corn as food to rise as the shift to

> ethanol starts to ramp up. the only way to sustain anything like the economy
> we have right now and become energy independent would be to build new
> refineries here,, build coal fired power plants, nuclear energy and drill

> every drop and bubble of oil and natural gas that we have here within our
> continental soveriegnty while rolling huge amount of the revenue from the
> sale of that to alternative energy R&D. Big problem there....... the energy

> interests won't do it and the environmentalists won't do it so we're gonna

> be hosed in 20 years, if not *much sooner*.

>

> the real problem is that there are just too many of *us*. | think we're

> getting ready so see some stuff right out of the worst imaginable horror

> movie that the most twisted mind could dream up.

>

> Mother nature has always had a way of levelling our karma and our doomsday
> religiousity will do the rest. I've always believed that things happen if

> enough energy is directed toward the particular end one is trying to

> achieve. Well......... lots of folks believe that Armageddon is inevitable

> and by god, it's our duty to make sure that it happens the *right* way so

> that you go to hell and | don't.

>

> shit!!!l....where'd | put my meds?

>

> ;0P

>

V V.V VYV

>
> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of

>> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore
>> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>>

>> |If you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try and

>> avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with facts

>> and assess the risks yourself.

>>

>> Here are a couple of useful web sites:
>>
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>> http://www.realclimate.org/

>>

>> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it
>>> was weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little
>>> head!

>>>

>>> DOn

>>>

>>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>>> news:460ec4fo@linux...

>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>>

>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man
>>>> who invented the internet...

>>>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Sarah on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 06:27:01 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

(applause)

Sarah )

"DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote in message news:460ee64631@linux...
> Global warming is very real IMO.

>

> Even the people in the fossil fuels business (me, for instance) know that

> they produce sulphur based pollutants and C02. The only way, IMHO, to

> explain away global warming is to explaining away the theory that C02

> doesn't cause it. | ain't buying that one. Those who try to compare what

> is happening now to what has happened in the past with climate change are
> missing one serious fundamental....... never in the past have there been

> so people on this planet burning so much carbon and never before have we
> had the science to live as long as we do now, and for our spawn to survive
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> the in such staggering numbers. Also, if you stop and think about it, up

> until 50 years ago, we had major disease epidemics that culled the global
> populations drastically and systematically and some pretty devastating

> wars on a fairly regular basis that also culled the population, especially

> in continental Europe and Asia, thus delaying the exponential population
> explosion that we have seen over the last 30 years or so. In 1970, the

> world population was 39 billion and change. right now it's estimated to

> exceed 67 billion. All of these folks are competing for and using vcarbon
> based energy resources (and farting on a regular basis ;0).

>

> The solutions we're proposing right now are too little too late (again

> IMO) There are ways to reduce energy consumption but this will add to the
> costs that none of us want to pay. At some point, diminishing returns will
> be reached and alternative energy sources will start look more

> competitive. The bigger problem is that the point of diminishing returns

> is quickly being reached as far as global supply is concerned

> (yeah....that peak oil voodoo...too bad it's as real as the day is long).

> This is already the driving factor in our effort to survive in the brave

> new global economy. It's gonna be expensive no matter what though. We are
> already starting to see the price of products based on corn as food to

> rise as the shift to ethanol starts to ramp up. the only way to sustain

> anything like the economy we have right now and become energy independent
> would be to build new refineries here,, build coal fired power plants,

> nuclear energy and drill every drop and bubble of oil and natural gas that
> we have here within our continental soveriegnty while rolling huge amount
> of the revenue from the sale of that to alternative energy R&D. Big

> problem there....... the energy interests won't do it and the

> environmentalists won't do it so we're gonna be hosed in 20 years, if not
> *much sooner*.

>

> the real problem is that there are just too many of *us*. | think we're

> getting ready so see some stuff right out of the worst imaginable horror

> movie that the most twisted mind could dream up.

>

> Mother nature has always had a way of levelling our karma and our doomsday
> religiousity will do the rest. I've always believed that things happen if

> enough energy is directed toward the particular end one is trying to

> achieve. Well......... lots of folks believe that Armageddon is inevitable

> and by god, it's our duty to make sure that it happens the *right* way so

> that you go to hell and | don't.

>

> shit!!!l....where'd | put my meds?

>

> ;oP

>

vV V. V
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>
>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>>

>> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of
>> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore
>> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>>

>> |If you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try

>> and avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with

>> facts and assess the risks yourself.

>>

>> Here are a couple of useful web sites:

>>

>> http://www.realclimate.org/

>>

>> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it
>>> was weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little
>>> head!

>>>

>>> DOn

>>>

>>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>>> news:460ec4f9@linux...

>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>>

>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the
>>>> man who invented the internet...

>>>>

>>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by rick on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 10:41:47 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

finality someone mentions global dimming as one of the mitigating
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factors working against global warming. in areas where (solid
particulate pollution has been lessened is where the temperature
increase is greatest. areas where these controls are not being
implemented have stayed relatively cooler due to the 20-30% reduction
in sun hours.

On Sat, 31 Mar 2007 20:55:15 -0600, Jamie K <Meta@Dimensional.com>
wrote:

>

>DC wrote:

>> Remember, in the 1970's the same people were squealing

>> about global cooling.

>

>That's pretty funny, Don. Who were those "same people" and what speech
>impediment caused the "squealing” that you think we all remember?

>

>What | remember about the 70's is some pretty cool music.

>

>Anyway, here's some info on the stock mid century global cooling objection.
>

>From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/11/4/14560/6189

>

>"Objection: There was global cooling in the '40s, '50s, and '60s, even
>while human greenhouse-gas emissions were rising. Clearly, temperature
>is not being driven by CO2.

>

>Answer: None of the advocates of the theory of anthropogenic global
>warming claim that CO2 is the only factor controlling temperature in the
>ocean-atmosphere climate system. It is a large and complex system,
>responsive on many different timescales, subject to numerous forcings.
>AGW only makes the claim that CO2 is the primary driver of the warming
>trend seen over the last 100 years. This rise has not been smooth and
>steady -- nor would it be expected to be.

>

>(graphic, go look at the link to see it)

>

>|f you look at the temperature record for the 1990s, you'll notice a
>sharp drop in '92, '93, and '94. This is the effect of massive amounts

>of SO2 ejected into the stratosphere by Mount Pinatubo's eruption. That
>doesn't mean CO2 took a holiday and stopped influencing global
>temperatures; it only means that the CO2 forcing was temporarily
>overwhelmed by another, opposite forcing.

>

>The situation is similar to the cooling seen in the '40s and '50s.

>During this period, the CO2 warming (a smaller forcing at the time) was
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>temporarily overwhelmed by by other factors, perhaps foremost among them
>an increase in human particulates and aerosol pollution. Pollution
>regulations and improved technology saw a decrease in this latter kind
>of emissions over the '60s and '70s, and as the air cleared, the CO2
>signal again emerged and took over. Below, courtesy of Global Warming
>Art, is an image of the current understanding of the factors and their
>influence for the climate of the past century.

>

>(graphic)

>

>As the graph shows, in addition to aerosol pollution (the sulphate

>line), volcanic influences were increasingly negative during the period
>of global cooling, and solar forcing slightly declined. All forcings

>taken together and run through the model are a very good match for the
>observations. (Please see the source page for details of what model and
>what study this image is derived from.)

>

>Rather than confounding the climate consensus, mid-century cooling is
>actually a good test for the climate models, one they are passing quite
>convincingly.

>

>Addendum: The opposing effect of cooling from airborne pollutants is
>often referred to as "Global Dimming", and Real Climate has a couple of
>articles on it:

>

>Global Dimming?

>Global Dimming I

>0One emerging concern is that as the pollution causing this effect is
>gradually cleaned up, we may see even greater greenhouse gas warming."
>

>

>

>Worse, the ice core evidence shows

>> that increases in carbon dioxide level historically follows warming

>> not precedes it. Carbon may not be the problem.

>

>That's unlikely.

>

>From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76

>

>"Objection: In glacial-interglacial cycles, CO2 concentration lags
>behind temperature by centuries. Clearly, CO2 does not cause
>temperatures to rise; temperatures cause CO2 to rise.

>

>Answer: When viewed coarsely, historical CO2 levels and temperature show
>a tight correlation. However, a closer examination of the CH4, CO2, and
>temperature fluctuations recorded in the Antarctic ice core records
>reveals that, yes, temperature moved first.
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>
>Nevertheless, it is misleading to say that temperature rose and then,
>hundreds of years later, CO2 rose. These warming periods lasted for
>5,000 to 10,000 years (the cooling periods lasted more like 100,000
>years!), so for the majority of that time (90% and more), temperature
>and CO2 rose together. This remarkably detailed archive of
>climatological evidence clearly allows for CO2 acting as a cause for
>rising temperatures, while also revealing it can be an effect of them.

>

>(graphic)

>

>The current understanding of those cycles is that changes in orbital
>parameters (the Milankovich and other cycles) caused greater amounts of
>summer sunlight to fall in the northern hemisphere. This is a small
>forcing, but it caused ice to retreat in the north, which changed the
>albedo. This change -- reducing the amount of white, reflective ice
>surface -- led to further warmth, in a feedback effect. Some number of
>centuries after that process started, CO2 concentrations in the
>atmosphere began to rise, which amplified the warming trend even further
>as an additional feedback mechanism.

>

>(You can go here for a discussion of exactly this question by climate
>scientists, with greater technical detail and full references to the
>scientific literature.)

>

>So it is correct that CO2 did not trigger the warmings, but it

>definitely contributed to them -- and according to climate theory and
>model experiments, greenhouse gas forcing was the dominant factor in the
>magnitude of the ultimate change.

>

>This raises a warning for the future: we may well see additional natural
>C02 come out of the woodwork as whatever process took place repeatedly
>over the last 650K years begins to play out again. The likely candidates
>are out-gassing from warming ocean waters, carbon from warming soils,
>and methane from melting permafrost.”

>

>Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one-sided polemic
Posted by Don Nafe on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 11:34:.05 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Just so I've got this straight...according to the scientific data | am to
believe that the smallest portion of our atmosphere (less than 3%) is in
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charge of our planet's temperature and that the sun, the oceans and cosmic
triggers have little or no effect on our climate...and that the warming and
cooling trends of the previous 600 million years on the earth don't matter
because humans weren't a factor in those changes.

Ok got it

Don

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edf8a$1@linux...
>

> |t's a viewpoint that ignores the main body of peer-reviewed scientific

> evidence for the sake of sensationalism. It was done that way deliberately

> by the producers, with no attempt at an objective look at the actual

> scientific evidence.

>

> Google it to check out the story behind it. Fair and balanced it ain't.

>

> | do like the breathless announcer, fast cuts and dramatic music. It's

> always fun to see a one-sided polemic that ironically accuses others of

> being one-sided. | doubt anyone here is gullible enough to take it as an

> objective authority.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>

> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

>> invented the internet...

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by TCB on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 15:03:16 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

There's lots of stuff | can't talk about because of my job, but this is a
very good book that says some of the same things but draws slightly different
conclusions.

http://www.amazon.com/Thousand-Barrels-Second-Challenges-Dep endent/dp/0071468749
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| met the author and had a long discussion with him, and he knows his shit.

TCB

P.S. The _only_good thing that just might possibly come out of our current
middle eastern meddling is that if we do start a war with Iran, and they

do choke off the oil tankers, and gas does go to $15 per gallon it will be

a hell of a spank on the US economy but we might finally get serious about
conservation. And | don't see Iran going gentle into the night, they call

that piece of water the 'Persian Gulf' for a reason. Anyway, that's a good
book.

"DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote:
>Global warming is very real IMO.
>

>Even the people in the fossil fuels business (me, for instance) know that

>they produce sulphur based pollutants and C02. The only way, IMHO, to
>explain away global warming is to explaining away the theory that C02
>doesn't cause it. | ain't buying that one. Those who try to compare what

is

>happening now to what has happened in the past with climate change are
>missing one serious fundamental....... never in the past have there been

SO

>people on this planet burning so much carbon and never before have we had

>the science to live as long as we do now, and for our spawn to survive the
>in such staggering numbers. Also, if you stop and think about it, up until

>50 years ago, we had major disease epidemics that culled the global
>populations drastically and systematically and some pretty devastating wars

>on a fairly regular basis that also culled the population, especially in

>continental Europe and Asia, thus delaying the exponential population
>explosion that we have seen over the last 30 years or so. In 1970, the world

>population was 39 billion and change. right now it's estimated to exceed
67
>billion. All of these folks are competing for and using vcarbon based energy

>resources (and farting on a regular basis ;0).
>

>The solutions we're proposing right now are too little too late (again IMO)
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>There are ways to reduce energy consumption but this will add to the costs
>that none of us want to pay. At some point, diminishing returns will be
>reached and alternative energy sources will start look more competitive.
Igi(;ger problem is that the point of diminishing returns is quickly being
>reached as far as global supply is concerned (yeah....that peak oil
>v00doo0...too bad it's as real as the day is long). This is already the

>driving factor in our effort to survive in the brave new global economy.
>|t's gonna be expensive no matter what though. We are already starting to
>see the price of products based on corn as food to rise as the shift to

>ethanol starts to ramp up. the only way to sustain anything like the economy

>we have right now and become energy independent would be to build new
>refineries here,, build coal fired power plants, nuclear energy and drill

>every drop and bubble of oil and natural gas that we have here within our
>continental soveriegnty while rolling huge amount of the revenue from the
>sale of that to alternative energy R&D. Big problem there....... the energy
>interests won't do it and the environmentalists won't do it so we're gonna
>be hosed in 20 years, if not *much sooner*.

>

>the real problem is that there are just too many of *us*. | think we're
>getting ready so see some stuff right out of the worst imaginable horror
>movie that the most twisted mind could dream up.

>

>Mother nature has always had a way of levelling our karma and our doomsday

>religiousity will do the rest. I've always believed that things happen if

>enough energy is directed toward the particular end one is trying to
>achieve. Well......... lots of folks believe that Armageddon is inevitable

>and by god, it's our duty to make sure that it happens the *right* way so

>that you go to hell and | don't.
>
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>shit!!!l....where'd | put my meds?
>

>;0P

>

VVVYVYVYV

>"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edd9e$1@linux...
>>

>> The fossil fuels lobby would love to make this about Al Gore instead of
>> about global warming. Because then anyone who doesn't happen like Al Gore

>> might be more inclined to buy their spin.

>>

>> |f you don't happen to like Al Gore, check out the actual science. Try
and

>> avoid the spin from the fossil fuels lobby if you can. Stick with facts

>> and assess the risks yourself.

>>

>> Here are a couple of useful web sites:

>>

>> http://www.realclimate.org/

>>

>> http://www.ucsusa.org/global_warming/science/

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if
it

>>> was weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little

>>> head!

>>>

>>>DOn

>>>

>>> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

>>> news:460ec4fo@linux...

>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>>
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>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the
man

>>>> who invented the internet...

>>>>

>>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Bill Lorentzen on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 16:01:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

What fun!
Bill

"Sarah" <sarahjane@sarahtonin.com> wrote in message news:460f1a28%1@linux...
> Oh, and by the way, here's some detail.

> http://news.independent.co.uk/environment/climate_change/art icle2326210.ece
>

>S

>

>

> "Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message

> news:460ec4f9@linux...

>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

>> invented the internet...

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 16:46:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DC" <dc@spammersinhell.com> wrote:

>

>Gene,

>

>No matter what we say to each other here, the whole thing
>is out of our hands. What troubles me is that we who grew
>up in the 1960's learned to rebel against Nixon, but we drew

Page 38 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=213
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=12183&goto=82456#msg_82456
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=82456
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=161
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=12183&goto=82457#msg_82457
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=82457
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>the line at Gore and Hillary didn't we? How did we get so
>many sacred cows?

>

>What if these scientists are right?

>

>Remember, in the 1970's the same people were squealing
>about global cooling. Worse, the ice core evidence shows
>that increases in carbon dioxide level historically follows warming
>not precedes it. Carbon may not be the problem.

>

>

>DC

>

| know the Naysayers will just say nay, but you should read this:
http://www.cnn.com/2007/TECH/science/04/01/climate.report.ap /index.html
Personally | think we should just argue about the science for the next hundred
years or so. Then the people standing in the way of doing something about

it can simply claim that it would have happened anyway, and the people that

| will be gone when the shit really starts to hit the fan in about 50 years.

"The worst stuff is not going to happen because we can't be that stupid,"”

said Harvard University oceanographer James McCarthy.

This is the optimistic opinion of a person who does not frequent the Paris
users group.

Gene ~(

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Bill Lorentzen on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 16:51:39 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and
draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen AFTER
the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a fool to
believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global warming.
Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?
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Bill

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4fo@linux...

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Phil Aiken on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 17:11:07 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

For the record:
http://www.snopes.com/quotes/internet.asp

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote:

>The man who invented the internet wouldn't know a scientific fact if it

was

>weighed down with 2000 Ib weight and dropped on his chicken little head!

>

>DOn

>

>"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...
>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>> invented the internet...

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Deegj [4] on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 17:23:32 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460ef748%$1@linux...
>| understand what you're saying DJ and I'm in no way saying that humans
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>aren't contributing to greenhouse gases..my only problem is that greenhouse
>gases make up such a small (almost insignificant) portion of our atmosphere
>that | personally find it hard to believe that Global Warming; if there is

>such a thing happening, is being driven by human activity

>

> DOn

One thing to think about here Don......deforestation............. the planet

used to be covered with plants that utilized C02. C02 may constitute only a
small portion of our atmosphere, but it's a critical part of the atmosphere.
When you talk about *almost insignificant* things, a 3 degree F rise in
global temperature may seem insignificant in and of itself, and the
inundation of 60 miles of continental coastline that this could create may
seem insignificant when you consider that 60 miles is insignificant when
you're talking about a continent that is over 3000 miles across, but also
consider the fact that a huge portion of the earth's population lives within
that 60 miles and since water tends to adhere to the laws of gravity,
depending on the topo in these various areas, this 60 miles is gonna just be
a drainage area for waterflow seeking the lowest point which means you'd
best start buying beachfront real estate on the eastern edge of the Mojave
and the Appalatians.

A little goes a long way when you start jacking around with the life support
system of a living organism and the earth is a living organism. We're just
sorta' starting to behave like a malignancy within that organism. A *almost
insignificant* tumor can kill you. Suppose someone strapped a respirator on
you and started mixing in elevated levels of C02 at higher temperatures than
98.6 degrees, thus alterering the basic composition of the gases you needed
to survive and warming your body to the point that you basically were
running a fever 24/7, and you had to breathe this to the exclusion of
anything else. Depending on how drastically the C02 was increased, you might
survive and eventually adapt, but you would initially be weaked by the
imbalance of the toxic gas and the fever and the this weakening would likely
hamper your capability to evolve an adaptation to the new environment. Now
add that to the fact that as you are weakening, the C02 levels and
temperature in your environment are being constantly elevated.

Maybe a good thin (not for us, but for everything but us) is that our
population density is getting to the point that we are are fast becoming a
petrii dish for some new bugs out there that could be considered by some to
be the earth's immune system. when the :*bird flu" white cells start
travelling through the earth's aerial circulatory system that Boeing,
Lockheed, Airbus, et al has so conveniently provided it, all but the

*resistant strains* may get whacked.

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
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Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 17:27:12 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Bill Lorentzen wrote:

> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and
> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen AFTER
> the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a fool to

> believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global warming.

> Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>

> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2

> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

Bill, you can read a good explanation here:
http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76

In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is
the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are
now contributing to the current climate change.

If you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some
sense to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are
drawing.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one-sided polemic
Posted by gene lennon on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 17:27:20 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
---=_linux460feb78

Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote:
>Just so I've got this straight...according to the scientific data | am to

>pelieve that the smallest portion of our atmosphere (less than 3%) is in
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>charge of our planet's temperature and that the sun, the oceans and cosmic

>triggers have little or no effect on our climate...and that the warming
and
>cooling trends of the previous 600 million years on the earth don't matter

>pecause humans weren't a factor in those changes.
>

>0k got it

>

>Don

>

>

This is LA which is not as bad as Denver, which is not as bad as Mexico City,

---=_linux460feb78

Content-Type: image/gif; name="800px-Los_Angeles_Pollution.gif"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="800px-Los_Angeles_Pollution.gif"

ROIGODIhWAKKAPCAAKY8us7UxSY0097jz6y6tUNEQOVDO4tvXdTXXINSTLXE
VUXMSOXLRMbNVFRqgcrvGvbzIxHeVnFNTU2hiVzpDRJIytrZWrrERLTDpESZzY5
OoWepDNDS4aanFtTTMbMxaSzrsrTvnZIVINMRNvizDplUTIBRFh5gkNMUKXR
SyxBSKasqFNNSzI7Q4yjpcuymrO+ukNFSOxSU9XXy2NbU1tUUo2lgsvPxWhm
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 XT+41ZjBctZ+CTK+DXYQLFG
tg7v7xiYtnzRfyFgNdGEQL/6N5mTuGzDH2pAsJgBRUky6vKbwbwEUAbKaHCR
+1JpDIc2x0O2LMIxzHIngkgjXRO5ewYmgu9Jip9Ex52Gdk5ieJtaFOXnuhS6k
21pShyjVhSwhOJOI7eTzukhlénYwy9Sj/2jmkYz854gN8MB/fka8JhroeCcp
VUOIREVVyeRbMdkW/XiUk6Y9jUNLYyV4Ys0dG76FPRCo6UXJURBYWNQ992EnW
suYYFDK97yfm6smFyAWutMOvi4bx118QI16S9eJFxYUskB4EDpP8EFjk7GkRcl
J1kviFXwkrgBGwbLphs11TBRCXxQNoklIIms5EB30e040K+SQxjK3wOSZU4XJm
aT6PfVJIRrkulzVIGs5alp2WWCubLhPiQnvXOIDi7SANEYoOGIApBQBtJzZwn
k1VRSH9YIB6QeKIYLWKFQOEp4/amFgLwgeUrVxMDZuAIFS2BpihOCQr8VCNP
eabGMHr8loX2+f82wfQPm/zs57ew1UUj7SONtIGMBBfKLuFwzHIPZFfhwkTR
1KDGgHkzIGz2p0m4cVI3NeTgmmoor4e2i4R/ypwqgVanCOFHHpaxMY SxXWcLk +t2k
R/hT2501nW1MtmaRIBR3uMV9GX5nmmxG2XCaza3mqls43Qdtt9Yvoxv3yntF
rJyOveM+YhTX1qTItmFsFkXjrH7K4CBJOMK|je9SViJrUxfRxwzvliw2MCIlyLX
Ld5VG/SS|DMPaQLt+LTzW1a2WjmckC+5yScfxnBbvnty3Rrag6OwMEMOWZ4H
TZXMLM/TOGZgOhYs/bC5LejNDzAgeBvR7UymDOOU6bjnunttGJQc9J7gMpCN
8KOU/EJTXTd5zbQNR9AbzsMc506eKb0jjuJZinTSZwIWmxz8b4XgWKjAOyL/
VEM997kv1+7IL3/cBT/kjQg3d+HvdMNToI3CQ68jTWpy7AdsILLg40OM]j93gC
WGVhtBRBMAJW5ntD4T1JoUbJIhkdox2590FQUKP 1dRftI0+pJOhgMyRHS8I+E
BVD8R3Q851GtgWgetmETOIH85m8WODYwmGbP9n//F3zodoN9BRvvc3zI9m4s
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]KG2fsGVQ8vIVBKNRMgDPG53EdJ4
EUfGVVPEXfgniYThf2SFXyDnjeJoeWyhlQpIRKEXWV/5IfimL/BoS/VYiGip
gWuGT3SGT3yxa7pGE6whlZM4G421WbCxkKioggh5KA05Su4Dg74XkfVFmMLFB
kYRmMIb5Wg+aGGQz2ch45Q0QYU5Q5dtMXQyKmOacVJ00YdVB4Bi0OJmUuEBk2E4
hTZJETOZmsC4mjMpIDeDY+4nIGOHIGHIU824TCwxccsIEKCzm60OChttINLPH
eFcJh3NoXub4hA2pVimTHHalgFbGiBxZS4dSIgGhOoVZmKZImloYkG+WbThB
QN7/uXOU6C88eHt9eZ3BgYstBnW+54InSY8bpWYdBXIXqWjNx3kcg4t8y XyP
2TAxhG/1dplIB4t2cn37yYpplwMs2aCNwihS6CgAsos7eRDo8FQEwWZM66Yuo
gRE4mUu9gqEQEMIOKUQIH0jzZUGCHAQgXGyt3jFCYfh+Hh9iIDCwZWW53hJEZbO
KYcHSDYpuzZnpmVYQqgzZ2xgWa8oRrimaRKgm2liGigo5dSp5craFvs6InLuZxp
eZYXNpWMSZXc+KWg9aRRKoRA+odbgx3TN5JHiJkyBW+fpJw45aAvGZQj2Sgj
c6cilzJ2qqcDgacX2ig51ivQ9TukmackcwY CgajDQYA6/7NMUBUgCxJdSZab]
MKRMoDP96WENECAIyhKD67AsIWvVrACGj2z/rsAS5TIqyKiZUkZwhdGsEvmnw;j
F6qOp4DBWxdcZ0PjlIB3FcJaghpe6InSFqumCxgLfEUC108SOxixt39Jyrod
1LI7gZc2qoCeak/Au40sQV5U6YaRu4MQrKSjaKSYBmMgsZryNtqOiubxGKGJj
McMcNr3Ym8XU27VcHL7gi79j06cB65LmKpph3KDru75gHLBQjL/3u8biOr+g
kiPOMOSOKsAKgIOMIJQEHAAJfKkxkcAl4MBIIbjggLil TLFz/xhyHZaCPGtl
33RX9QQIlIre7m2RhECyr/JRrLvxmMOyym9OwkSIqVrduS5BNPDt8ugH8eY+LWW
U7k/ivfaGhXzEMssvplq70BsbCUamXxcsAzglB1lpbCPgANvUxTucdWoy9WIu9
Wnu920sNoANnNcAzHZbse9lu/cjrNa/zG1tzN2vyv6Guw+kvAAcyUpsKb5mwD
DazOO0tjOIJDADRzPDjzIFpLI9nzPj2uRRVqPkOCcP/iAD/iwDGnKksVrimuyd
rvfJVaTQDF1YohyzJGjQsHxhv3t8RXq7BF2D+IWkicm7B+1xoPvRuOproKjL
a2HSVNzLSUiS8zal La3SDvW6IKsbhf9Q0zadzDidxcu8zNa7vdTrzDrttd1c
vOQLVMBQCw/wzeJav7Fwl1G+ADO/d1EOtzQ2gDORRsDIx3UsovOLVQvb1eQ8
uO1MwPJc1vAMzzIQAGINVmModtN2I1z4hsUMRpCP88XsxqCv6AT 1tKdK9HIEOr
O0IXHZCpaThjW0J3sLZkKuogNQR11JvO5G6K4pCP4VbVcylflgnnldiaP0g5z9
fBwDxc6r0t+g0k64kGOaKD1QCKIt0zed01oM1DnNO0zh9vbK9xQ9w1E3dxdP8
BredvTzd21kL1eHB27LtvUxtv++rvlYozu3XtwQMVdJ41n5s1mVi2GotGLOG
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 Cs1PqlvD
Qx5In6zs/ajsw97QZx7m2dTAILWOgOyx3K2sKNyYVnzarOulytGjEbliPSgk
QdzmeZmCZzZIInEV4AM+7APPdDNngh7hgh3xFF/XEY70PYDxGm/oFV7pkM7aL5Dp
rE3plIx/qIv/iomi7yrkK3gmX7plr7hOz3Nsf+er/GqTG/bwOhw4wB8Ejuf681u
49MNE/KM4+z01my97vG87M++90103clu9NBuSbne7VKP68+dIAgHUM8odyFB
CGEtwLLGILK2cdH+XaV73pQ9IngBInulu7b1+5WXPIOIEMPewu30pD766C9/Uu
A4RswUB+0KN4yjKIfHuVkiBJ8Hf0e7VL8Ili4le JAUZSDMVAAJQ/+QQw+Q8f
4QSg+ZzfA5tv8aAf+qD/AqRP+hZ++qn9As5A+hzf+hS/8R0Of8iuf8s6gCZau
CW+A+ySelK40mu+6t3ub88KPDjZwr7+PDjuf/[FPf7D+Pxze+zrLm6zY+/TVe XtppQ5Y4ZKmkCDGU0SYdMCzxQXRLFEmMk
FDGskMIPYoyRkBmVKmMbGYJRgakcee/SKLLSCDFItAogOki660LIgLKVKMils
[dMgK8m4nNHrhR6w7EsvK/8ILDFn3hgsTMTeKLMxyc54YLI1z1BmsjfdhDMW
ZeiEUSkGMCMNNeHwW3FM3QAPVLTZCBR1UP+NK2/9z2UUUVRacBdEp7NLjhKKUM
OufOyHTTyTitlLrgGuWvO9X6K/AhiQhCD9WI3Isvolbd+ygAGeh7gEDUZAPU
huluy+8/YAMMr7vXbmtNIQPXUzBBjxosqFZaBfLoPVkIfBGICOka6cQStd3W
p5i8DdFbcss1dOWQrplQRNZzbBfHHGNUOUd6veLqqiiFJAVKiI3UaiuugMpq
4H6NVAUVLF80RGGIFCCssDELKROXWRJIbDTDGLHOD4AWU4PgMCNjuG4AEISh45
[IlggwDMWTVmu00060OwuOM5oNtfinmQKWjVGfhKPXsTc/ynE60TDs915YGWL5U
00cr05Tp56LzOVTS+GP/jtfVCMS1PPYauu/A89Zb9b7TYtOt59R+Mw242La7
7i1sQhMPuOrzdQ7ZABQeC11ZX+1Z3QnLTHddcwgs3vFXOrUXgPcYRUAEQFT6I
HBRQ2P0gmMgjjzdepXT80BN2CemE3g6eMn1grJ4iJAuB8XW9SdidLOvegJ2q
HfV/XS/4LADYYisv4K8UnktNFMireEOeUED55RVYfmPoo4d+ZJNjeSBICLA3
eXvut8dM5e5L9gACD1KukO6UN4sS55fLTTx+z9e FH)WWUGyctitLwr7P8N+tH
+eij0Y9+alpMLBRDGQQMUIFPQ5gmMvMmy5zBMIGTYHFKkUXxsCZXBrG/SNfkwj
/zSmeaBpeHLTcOT|GeiZEE/BWSHPejadqv2JOzPcWt5sFZ++tUeHsuJh4iAU
ksMFUYIGESyE1IErxirPRWwxAcq4MQYPfEDgaAc50IBCndZDnTs6sQWPzc6
Gu0oDUOZYxrSYAQzgk6NqgcsdVpbSIYBtBY08Mt1STBc73eluSFIKWPCCpwm9
HAaQh3GY8wwpPUQQAALLGXNINFYy61EvZdalLZPgs2T1IQLIkmZzk9zpJJOxm
OpPZ86T/UgY9U6JsTUr7XyqtdzOCbgxji9HYAiGzQMoo7TIxchNmQENCoUnn
T7LJIznIGhBtj2YaGypzNbk5DGgeC0JcmbNnRHOAINf+t6Y Sg6SXVYPip4EhQ
hKihld5uiEP6zEqdroqW4E4yRAN1IJHErgmdJfsggkKjHIhgZSAUAUYHHqgaBy
FaDcBOAhUCXWLhgLzZWKMvCgjL4JOdPViChzhuDqqVEW|c6ROR6lIR5Bmtlila
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+UrBKOQWbPpRpS8ApMMEScDPCCmymMe85qHYEZujHgX5KKIKZKOWAawTo4k
WijGtOnvqUyUJkOklyd5PUpGFarXU0z0ZukMWKKPMRc7IAJr'WUUIARCAG6a0g
MHIGNbSGCjWjAk7OSNXWD/6MmORDIPomw0o1KeCMarkeAutEzagFFoHCOV Sf
5LrCtOIng+tI1rEaqOSwtUr/WvDJYbQIVOQHTasgrjpittJFUAYX6FWE TKKyY KHpTIngqgbnkgMv6aaOgUoQAIAgORRQFDUOaJyE46p
MbKLGW/LO9DQDG|CjNBQKw/aFWRypkJxJhCkxcAbwQ2yDeuomrfyAFWYPASI
RsqiPGGUQX6jQWXkMsyrAHqgBC+gBXfQQR8UqCEYgoF6LcoxOMpRgt26Pd6y
rSFMs2+8Qtx610NDs9dCxyt8PdijMzljCtbZKGH4Pa2YLMEAUZEbOTVcQ7V4
gU7sATd0Q5V6hVd4AYNEYINMYyIMOHjIUROd5B0g0JIk8vONinvOXUCRAMJIEM
5MiJND85tJLpO8hDXMhDjD6RFMmV+y5ba706RC/ogUnyw6mrQ7uqy6IX4jSq
O7vuMzoHG6832EROYAtNULbum7pQVL/0GTG/OsWjgR9eupMIMKXP6JRY xBkfPage 47 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns
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SyB1gFM4hWqgoBsKkhXg4UmmcRi2tgCxVxiltzZIRVxmtU2CytUsukzP8hhClin
ikwlY70uuoZrKNOI2D0zPVNG6FL7giXLVINM6dc3YFFWXXVIAjJdmYXUMseUNB
20dieCINCAC6UINTQIZTolACWIMb+AQVUIEIMY luywLgUUNNoAaUM41I0AW+
vANaoAVBIgDg6R1Wpc3YLE/fEchXEFuydVVRjU2B5NralEIE7c04XLRZZb9X
OKN8NnJJCKARQqyFu96gQ/yIKAFFaWBC9CDFzgTFm+KFDIgT6XS9CgRDQql489r
SgMlylLdugbQI4BNOzsJ3RhRUpNMAp8GBJ+j+tyjKI3xOdOPIUC94wzWRdd1
NRSacR9QMh/PalElgIMWsF3bjdcabNOZLYP/GQ3eOJjL4bWA4WOBLDABfuhX
fw3YeKgGHDDSPDjSWIRBYMMIGGTGh9XShe2yIcjXfKOAVW]YOmvMzKwcyjnC
1msOPWIE9NVCP+bMu29LPi9+hWGNKjH/BUGT]DZehQ+OD3ZgexEAI7Z3pHZ{SDdewBIH8WR/TYB9G
/lup4uANgAAZ240QlalE42NO0IqIGOFMWI/rtEyKINQ/uQk8Et+8EsgheVqOAA|
RVJZzoM8cldfnktcvuXwpUHKnmzwDWZhptJiQuyGZThv9EZIZr34dV9nnl/e
MyP8zd80sGbWfultluZthuPe4V9vouY6vY pwdkP/RIUBXJCFW/{XU7iFMIAH
JHACVKCBGHCDC4gBIY2BK+CDI5iBFp4AgYaFGYAFJ4iBWOACHyDaBOjoGOgG
H3ADCUCDENnaCDpiBRSBAEMDADM3CCenaCCeACEZIATzUCHVSBezHi3PZm3hni
SjAjJA39tMyKAk2ZpBndDI0OZghuxT4HTb3IzPLebib3wjQgBkQCaANOAHEIfa
NcZiLOZO7nROBXdDFUtjEy/xkHxq7CvxTSXjZg6EqRYGLL5mKO60qgo/nvvq
8BEZrw7yREYqID9yUXukOSiClugAH;5SMOHAHKb/r3M1rUW4BDdjkGMXrXdiF
xPZXB1jeU1jlG2hsHJIhe/8g+82k0Xs1luczd3c87mbBrsXi+70grg8NEmM7dJG
7dRW71inl3/qlZvy95jQowCylhKGs5m30ggqghiXShVO4gTtghxOEQnrw2TCl
gS/YgRMIgwvYgXtWYSSIgR1o7hhwAjPYhE1YADeAhRUuABR+ABWSYAQIAgQVQ
AX9QYRLWAzdAgi/4AAVRGgxm4gQko9hmYADAAgXAAABLbGBMaOB3YgW|jC4Ay+I
CjQqQP4tQESACAPT5v59bTQ6IWPVNUJIHSZUI4P4V5wY/YD91Qz3NTSI+4gLk
4uD6KEDABY8WY zFuYK1tT5Z7yLXASSXACNSPEWTro0QNNvZsWpX696btHTQI
0/++9YPYXOK0GJI2KIgIPTMCbID+WXAwQ17UhR3KS36kAhJ45aAMgSHkwqGEp
[3IvoHIYtY QWBNExX2G TchdFdilN/DdJV9kvEFtgjlWUXOHMO07/JafnOIX/odPage 48 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns
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brBaoGeCHuYo03DhZIMFNjDAUcCJHAQAWDhAQJaumhQSWMDzMTwNghM2GCEDVu
UKBQ82gYOGCUjHzIEplyGpwAWEMABEKWhhFGpJHYgggm8WCABHDCIiYQUTIhh
hQAQQAAAHWT4IY ceisgQAK+U+IKJIIr7wwjMrAvDMIi4Y FQIgnfiSYxI45KKEI{jy
Y40DTd1x6QFVzPLI/MBWQYKKX5YR/4e0/StbVIn89yxkceValarLthK4Lblk
y1vklpdfABPBQP)iXIHoxOjYXxS7GWK1JwVBBKxrRiAOWwgHAIIECNKACRmMwg XuAhDUzEgiXNEVWHNoQIVsngCtZJ1B07/SNoM1EAD
FMQAHVAYIh50IEQYOFUWfg2DG9zwhTCEQQ/d6JhtJIDADWBYgsTjQQgfoUJOY
DDYM6gjDcm4wgUf8AhZVqEIULBEIgKIpbpOgRI3ktsggMdI/[RRGhQpUoCdZ
MnldciUmhdkjiMOUWbgOSW7sWVMplnRIAa+tb1jg0JCzFEku/Za2CCIRKTbwg
[7vkpZcmQA4DIhEhLW/pa5IibJicsxxpk9e AGVFDBNarK3mnWCKYIAoAnboWOc|jlQsgcdGPzrSbRzkIPs4yD/uHWCTbECWLLNg2EKgAVHSLW7p
gC+jHZ20MuiLvewjGO5gxyIGEYXVjHXP3eGOm/Xs1BPoUKvdoXNUscqltOg5
BFHNB1RxcQWM3NUHMIYHBRgtAVXPIQK2ICsOMZ3EStP1Z2Qa7QMYWTwP/Mmgj
BLBAWQfIBMMT7CAftsCsHvSghmGoAQyNvdR6aJELFajgA530xAV3vetocxDY
3waQsYvdIQExu/jEdza3GYIm1Ram2lszbo+CHWYy2Ud+4K1ouLfOmmAZt6Lxr
g5u5X3leYQbpl5W7Ptl0aSGwIdNy3z7IM+e0omkWCZr1X12LImulNmVyTgL3
WAPQYTQFIPLKW5sE2J003PFEXL9dkwAWXACAWRpOWIHNWSRMghAlgcetgh3Y
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POjgSn6WKLjDEtBEDJAETdakTd5kCwyhkBVhS/3Y00HdskgdkzWZEQg5IEX5I
XfhCBRhBGDQCK+]CrFCBG2IAyezAzoxMnLHVWg3MCOo0ZWI3VnPOdGKLGnckC
WMEA6YMGD93QF3zBapzAakBiAY QBWFWAGpSHx+DCF+hBDJgDPHQfQhILfjA
KNgMzFyBDFVaAtiMGcgVcJCBcTgBWdAnCpp3MDYDBBPQCJIBCPIDBIOzAJST/
gzvQHiv6Be7dniseRmq2C7j1TStVjZM8RrEVmywOm5JkEohgkoRoG2J8Gwc5
UiINXCCfVJIrb51jggFOM4Y7UJI40gknF100tkDrmZznkzZzk68hCDIFzvDJpoVs
2zhmlIzRyVzVSIzrqOv4VyTOEYyoVANMCDmMTAVpGgwzqcQT50nD+y1zM8w8Tp
YzQRyZUQjjTNCZ0cQsVNQXEMwyNgAiIbYwxr8QAdoASbY QT2RwSoUwWRFKkQAF4
Qz70gSOQQgFwWww58qBgMz0LNAI24Wh5gwze02CwYVIselDykwjdUwfXQhCTU
5122Q17egAboaAllwkzKZEAmXRNBA7LEQWOYKZKuU/9RI+aQRTguTkQVX7IIV
FmMXVWZ0OCxQUoVACZWYIwYIAr8AISmIM5CAA8qIPCyMwVNMMV3AASzOH|ydAt
ZAfdoRUS5J1YOdXeUYAsYMAGYJ1IW2UIMWAAGGMYFNMwO2MIX21JqY MwJJAMJ
XEAQ9gwD6NKK5sri+QADDCY NplfHMIBWnMAtBFbqrYAaCIEIXIWWZEATXQAV
UCYajMJlasgj2MEghAAIIAIMOAIXTMANXMMnuINoBcJeEOtw)Y7Y+UEGsQso
6dq8/Z5/TE2BVM228SJublimzeKCTM6E2GKQhEjOWY224ZaHPIgvigiECONr
[05zQmfmsGsqgpZIxLZLnaP+nkkRNhMBWsokNeDJEgXjJdHZbeb6A+gmnJsQf
kKUQNZMwJOjRsA95nvuVnJ80Jf72J021InYiJxIY CEBzBMA|BI+QRF+DTGkxD
B4ZDxs1BKZRCERwWCH6zAD2TAEzwBFXALTCAEKBCCDxCKszPHdBBHk|Br7Co giswhGUAXx/QgBnE/wcDFAAD+AAXO0Ooy
/IEEbhIAXHMATfIAIOYBgOVEIpIEIOusAnsAoNypgL5AKoeAEytMIS4AMRPVCOH
VLEGaECOG6ijWBgIMxgFN2tjXnm2RKgmQqW2TRkuSQZ2xEAso7AIIEEtYXIEG

MMKEY S4uIMEt3MIKfWFZ3VKK/FkcmiEeWoGfuQIVXMAFJAB2J0Oo0Z40IstFAK
MK4tUIEswNAGyMItfAHfnY DpyUJVSqUxiHIMKMAXFICqjYJ1OEEILMAFhAEM
UAJ91AINDAAKWMcgSsB3AJYbIJMAVXEABJIB4KeEWNQi4KFPMP+MANMAEOIAAf
2MM4Ny/OhkAPL9gMzIAQJEc8gP8AKGhGjnjvNXjvOn6v95LVKOY bjcDitHoJ
8tOW/Cqlg6jfLWmI3phvkKCrrrkilgBXYRQwbxmORRvw8mMVYN1DgnQ1SIgmzX
g0TGY8SbloBNBWtjNZLbMyywi8ibhgxID1iXIpR0O6cy0JljXf8rjOlrskQwl
ZgjDPgx1T2eTxI5JczFXO66Nj8CWAaCqCHBDQd7wgY1cAohAAtDAChxBCIAB
9E6CAYJAGRWBZBKAA9AAQ/7CI6jSHCTKkMkxDG1RCJaACJoxi8yzDAegRqlwK
gWRNPNWALVCCF9CBF7XETLQCHbRCBHBATVKO0jj4tTWOAHCWBZVN2jf1YPaDt
SulxSO3/QtwGULKI1LFbEwRrXihdcg9wai2q3wimUQFgRVQngYVa58iZuwDGs
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XArkdgrEtljhY SarkFa5gmo4B8H02Zs11Qa0wwZ4VW4nQzKkgOliB2pkVT4k
Qxy+YRiwwBXsgGUdAwX4hhmIAM4sAA8swMuMxwKcdS3MRydSmuBYylg0sx8Mk
304gAQ+gQMcssaqtQAeYARNBNXxnwwQwc8RptZgisgcWIRwWJIOQCOKADJI4AT2A
QIDIxXV74wpiNHT/3cynhDfmuJo10gmJwayMhmyblloTAb2sGiOQwdOTEJv4K
EwB4eLtoECx6jgHDeJMYsI8gyER]jjoh4ybaKjYhHRr++03A+/051/vileNeD
GNfpBCxDCDKqVRA7XI9P31+WVIkzXkYkCPXBoie+yeOKJILWIxFJzMTXn2BoD
BK8QOFgOG6SBOYAIIAAD/AB/T8MarEKIhNMAybMEatPUEHMIPPDUNZAEYVOIR
LEMHzEAHJAADZDUr8HcpGBjJ1fAjcMPKhuwjrMIN/CzRbEr6xAQtOEFP9KhN
2vGszIoXLMEVLKGNZXYLIO2PxQGNKVQLSDbtOQPtsQWzbEUca4CtEMUt4MIp
OME1leAE73AsIcMAp+JksulLJfSeUJpDIbfK4vrowGrPJz5/bK+WkJZLJIXopUo
M8DDGAMJIq6fYKAKYABztOMyKMK6¢/+3G5yAotpCPsRQDJgGDERMDBzDMbgV
HpjBoi9eFOoWyDDAAUSVKMPMBbgCLoDyDpDRNgcWJIaBYgrilOiBGRjMgx5B
LADBEaxBOSAxGoUAJhyBewQ8yfvABNyBsHJpAonZEPjCzH/VPm9viwlXRKem
EqTWIUkjgBB5k/eiktdSazqglLhlimSAwazV5uZrSY SwrtC3GNJljb+W4jnsJ
74Eb2hg0dFFIsHKjuOEObgbs2nifbln92IJMIUOE5QOXGI8gXe9L0BVI9J/plw
UA/1Pox5ubVjLD2Dirx0iQS+I12w0ITyBWbc5giLofZTCGmMRCcEYjAQkloJvzB
FWPCIQxCRK7/guuFAB/8wWCGswQTMgMstAAWQIAwWY AysUAA/wgBDggRBOQFjj
gevXAhObAWZ2gA+sAKeZgXKswB3cQclVw6eAivGzQ71j0zAgwx0gQzVUwx2w
g/EjMiUkMiUcsmGrALEswagDVi6AlkctQfW7QyssgixYgQoJrhX8FXBvoppt
gDT41cp58jFUuyJAgnP/dm63g24DRLINKVIs2rDhWBgqVGIOjLEDwWwWY SEzFg Mdjx Xva6lIBY170IR7NH4wWQIQJtEDIhAtO20EKV06gA0YE
4hKh+AWuU8MENEgjDtKJCg1Hg5AabuAErooWEpCABJIXidwwQWOIwvmIEGEOAG
MhblihsgAwlfwAAUbFERKYRDFiIXASgmsJRJIXEeQgJTilr3pljBQs64btulVB
NNCrwW20AA8s6CPaapY6FRGRWvCIFLhiBCwxQgRFucEOgkjGRIfQKICK5CAmMu
ELMjTOARavDgDB6BBx/ciwasCN4cyLCAHSxgAXoloB5qcQFWwUMIYdBjAsgQ
MzOgRAI7TECQc4SgBHzRMC2HBXxCp+BKQDIOMP8f9AUjy4UlIthzEANRVCDGIY(g
BGTQWhKV0Odk1QAEKUOKCL76IBGMYk4VABEIXxz3GOL4ZQtFIGIznlycIJndnma
12ShQkyDjXa+Bsytce00quFO1r6 GuLHB5jPgSZAmMoBkJ5/jtN9QpjW7SQA|q
LMc2soGMHzrRmcfwpm2wkQxtaGOb7eRnQfo5kIMetx//5Kc67QHQegjHT38C
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wDyM64Em9rmfEploc6Nzj4QAUKGmMYUhO9OSPREIOOPFQp27gXAMDEIALIQXD
CLarxDSikQFu4E4N40ODCGIljaAYJFWwWBC6MARRACENdCUFKQ44CHsggYWNGID
C8HeCVzBAWMWAEzcMAD/CIZAF2j8gAWSYIEJJLGqiIGCAAIY0oQQkKKLFa30QJ
MKDBANjwrCvMYAJjvYIbdIAAUUArATGAgQUYUEIYEWBEFJYBBS6Ayih3IYq47
UlhExJWPfFgJDRJY6xc2wWAIrbCBZULLIRASBAY S5QIwIMVY Pe2isKqZAEcll
IkFSONUSWAF7BjFlaA+CEFXRgCt6aNYi8IERH+JqlvKA7ExmsBP5UYEHKN3E
lyYgJwnQoCryQOFLsnTIHYThFnSMwRPjd4E41elRM+gACgQrSJTQiwcLQIEa
ZzMAFLmMAIBH/AASIMcQQW2AMWNWYDL9bArwmQoQOCcFIIBgOGFOFjAAoONRAIIP
/+mHQFwWDI8XAKkDCyAA]DNKYwtawMKIIBG8fMOprAJI01g3bh6LimmFtjJtZO
QwDV(gKg8+AFAcbD2G0O2c¢jThNc45uOEGILNh4mPiJjnl0UOXxyytJu6PyI1rLQ
G3Ta5z80+1t9zGbP1aGoPw8gRCHkOzjAlcZgAGqcfngwj33WR3WbmxAnmhYJ
YezDPgrSz0IfxCB74qc76vTDDxiwApcUY QI2tQMg5sAAAwDhpHjwOpMiBrsf
ePQQZGhpB1ZwAQbU5AhcmAEpPBJAJEIChBINnYKg8uwllagMOjBeCBCPhQJAaQ
AgYIrGOIWYWTr0772CQUwpB6icAEOdDWS8aKjvWN1wi//4ycQHtdAKDCIAARjU
RAILKIESMmMaUGH|LGDDYwZU4Eqg5FOMIWaPCBNhTLCJAMhIcbwlU5vhAGCbCC
BgyliDpuyG6CFOtWIhKIQRY hrlJgzwpWWIRgF6GIdx/KGPI72A40SAhXRYQN
yqriRGB73DTVNQXTGS5x73IFQV6ACMFYgAd90AY81KIADNFDDBJWAY xfpCbk
5UIR4melL+e2Ajgm41lwogxgVU+AhJ9pgDLMAQApP340Be9KMCEYEESLIDvjDel
BxwsUAYAB/|JApQTFZShsBAXvVAzI8UYzWazmEynygEOAzB8CAOWG+yFoHT4n
J5pTHK2NmMGrg6aaKsPPNFcf/BjrgOUOhNKGaSDTHD8kxTTkJIRnelAc8z4xN
ZAhxjcl/xg+YTtpYkOct5mmNvIRNXU4LyDdBCjJTO7cPCf3Aio3bj5tMxHh Tri5syq42ki
gRMAAEMCJ/TC7Mve8Z26045tCzA+EIAFWQAS4IAQeARH+ABEQ0QOOgZEQoRJU
ahiKAEwqoSdloSZEQATUBRqO5yb41BzKoQg4ygINIAYooKsK4AlkghukZQfa
hA9WYBDCaxDQgAZOUKG64Ag3QIP+0SryigAJYgAIGgQbScLmgQQQeMJIAEYRYyY
BgVglApiMgowQIlaoYH7ExXSC2ShHkIB92gAYwkQx8wF+iwAqeyORgQAIS8NOk
IWOAC2EMYJIPgAQPUYSJiiIAS4QgL/VpAr2Q2L6i0ZaosElshwDhMP9QoD9M2w
RmgrmgEDDG4DTuAWYUAY qlvVOoUEFgAWSBOACdtAV1AEe40GKPK4WSvMgZoUKPage 52 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns
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AB5clIQzcQAotQlyy5BHOIAYywSh2SoQTgARy4IWa+sAmPtQnhoRtQWABCEwW/0
QOYgZgKiYgdcwV8IkKAJWIR9ggApqogjmYLiOIP580BnkYQ16wR7A4BDs0S3y
4A/AwAdmMgDhriIQHOAK3MABxUZAJYIRfCO2RBYRAAYRbVMxYDjDHas+vosz6N
Zi+eDsDkky9QaQjisy8Uoz/JifACVJ0yqjg6 YWhRLDhOzDcCTzwGSvGW9poM
zzqK7PBUJDLc7ppyAz8YDMVUQ5tULPQ4TORIXMpONEXB9p72aSDR6UCOTHW+
CUAO5D1ql6Be9GnMDjIWT8UABMOYBAD/IANwlyIDjcDG7KacjoABPiOcqgFRk
IMBORGAN1MAO2gAS1EBGKOEjuUALYygHVZCOKUOIQWKEKkgSBS4+8mVsAMuUOFI
igSM6LSrNIUeOuAHSEEeSGHaToACFgAGVGEBChAI4gcGUKIChxcups3kzg07
k9cMJoAHQGAzY SANs/UCVrAEIDIKMiIGqJNDfSmh+EovR6jADGgFZtqoEjAGO
IhWOboUQg9tIbZAEeSKAMBEABCc/XeKstf500EXAEHI2LINSA]ZmXfBOJVtuci
IgIXhgVUEYIKzMFfYoAGBIigruKUbnlgF8sXj9KAARugoYgAbNmkCvsoMZLKO
1EEW9MgVIKCD//EAqQWIgAMCATXS32HBBBbkyA7yKCyxXu35SHUAIGvhgFcBA
Iv+ALCahZMan44JtBv7oEWpPBC2jhU8JTZVVWPt/zZtvz6crA6bDY6/aCPpsO
i7THYZtsTaF7pOaKREMzJF3DMMRID7H7MmoBP8EysOYpJOf7WaWODI/AONdYp
nNVWDPMRJzrARMQjxbZ4JPWwDOLRjbEXvnuppRE/UbFGObQFkRd22cLRM9cpx
QADga/GmoRgs8fDGxP6WPqgapyzhvN+TOIKPjxorjjDVhEMIECBABINtC+Zxz
GtogBCYSFcBhS4YrBCYBCA4h/AK1V+dF1H6AINbgEOREBMhABAZzgB/9+gEt+
gLhmIJpDUFoWYHuulAqypXxkE6YKIrQD6dAGOW020DY 7QwWAKUSHAVEI7SLQGO
00SecBTOIAVO0OAQgAgYK+ASaASsrwuColClIwQd+gAckYCuS8rRkyH/3L7JK
S4Y0QB3UoRF2wA1800RwtxHgjRcuOgZwt7KOtX9pC4hqy7Agalgwbasc67GA
yCCqgEIhI4AR6UygeQrwCdgOcQA2QwQcc5gsYQS+Lbbl4ggPMQA/M4RZUAdAMY
InzZAgQzTSk8XoPoqUJDy71UESUVAAQ/UgNEQg5gqWIWEGABMwWYRNC0oBS4YF99
YAG604A]WAKIUWGFmMgAUK7gjigQ44QK/hAlv//+EfauAfvtiLa4Cw4+CLawCM?2
u7ZItAeaO26BNLgpQ5kkVDRg4zx40zRwdDW6bHIOWbsFvnJIS+ZVpl7y7iQHU
AHIXKRymoRLaoAggARPsIL2E+ADKJAEqQARWE+KyP4CVEYAu2gBvgweSy8wijs
QBVWR86hlalGMirC4YVvASA3YKgywUtrOyNi2cgM2dcSNd66uQMQ3XChhgBQK
[17ivEOWyAfMoCtgY QX8SiNUOI5sQRbkAQa+QAJsoVC9I3NgY4CqJdrYSsXBZO
ANrOTQmxZ8ktq6LIV1pQWCFO4Bg2gBfU4QTCYKV/EKI1D2LI640gjKEAKHpY
n9Vc+pKzrooENINYL6IBOVa838CDVMCDZOIpeulcC/PUOXGEg6mwG7srNi+0E
UACMJIi5IWPgKHFj+qPoHooAUBJENF2ANSB3kpiXMt1APJaAW10ARjJIAEEhFN
0WSsVjoAqg3IfPI6vjaqEI6BQF7tUBNADWZf2w/xgMD7sMasBmGdvpWraKx9ib
[IBNISAQrBuWxK4TYCkQCAHhbQyYycNKOV9Tg2LJs9jCCPK+/zohslemxvOoY4
AlIJQJIAGECGXp5MelkWIEjGTxkyVixDQKCWQxwomARgAVXVQAQADKR5AhQ308
YRHARWI9P04EAFNjSIJAW/3u8KKSpUMUWMjX2wFmo0lueMoOQSCNMY9J9SgkKI
E8YpacOePVUy3amT5b4emnoYNVIWbEECKXKsSWAPEwI9aNGpxE1EESKU5gFBN
OhCiDSowB9qOKTLhOZEQBwW7MASLi0Joja9bYE1Gglg9olhlIkWFDgCS5jTyKr

Page 53 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

gqcVggQQaENnZQcIXhBAUKJ3bA2IGMJAEKMMIOs4UbAwYeBQahiXFhEIOFPETvV
GLQgAYWC97ShKSChwAUYGIyVsIKBNfDXgOtgslUGDYUoKUhgKFGCAgsoJRaV
MIZhw/nUVLLrVpciRaMTYVR7T5FMMIilsUF9++W2wQT4lYrBICmyksMMoo+yg
Jv86zezAiCwnyJIMCckseMIIMdjiygXmulJCihfEcCAUeOzTTzBW|LEBjAhJY
VosQKJISWYmg0zODDAtMpmIAaw4DzyAQdLBAeGgus4AMNZJIhBAwW2DgQEGLD+g
WAADO1yAAQIliwkDbBW4UqQYZB/C1lyhyYhHDEDNCsUA4sY MywwAmMDTMANDzGg
gMwd8VgCRzYcaPBPDYmWwWgNjtbAaBxIxOFoGRYwimkZjsZhQaeeW|BEqEMo
QaqooQKihB8GPWSQQQg5KtINFaXBVCFMORRTIQXEZIFRRfkQCkay9ruQQRQRk
IEYWT]jIVbE9GGdVQUUbtRNRGVKOUkOc2YUtTTFURBVP/uCXJ1CtRO71AkkzU
sITStVQBKNRTTuWKSbOVIMVJITPVq4pFRIBWzT1A9MLQQVIE21ANTDPWwgQgi
MFCAAJEYWIMEDBjAJRpqTKCFmyHggEgbmxyAyTBAFFGEHW38gRcYlayBMh9H
rMIHAXIY sMIKDKyAwgUX5INBFND5AM4W0QzS1hfqghPGFGzDAEINrg6wwiAS/
hbhDbiTgcoEECwzis2he7/gFCpbtIM8osf2wAg07wEddCixk1/UTT8Pg3Q58
JHLBCQCWOAQL6DViBQvy4XICFeqQEMYFq2HgSgkGltildxuwkcwxbLBnYID5
KLiBmLZsoF+EZFCoji3UKU|C/ylbtIPgBjHgEKMBrvxZQBjAuQLDCT7AgNsO
pY2SQAE81JIAHhgJAAMPKCAVRAC+2LhDmDyAg8cww4BRC4105GzWDyLMOMEh
YMQTgj1HOGBG99PViwgGVBRgS9coaDyBHYIEgEoR4cxxiHLSAA3ICMEmMJjCd
BURVAjVYQS1YEQ86JEEQdzBUC1ogiUdZ4FEatJSmPHipRmM3KU5zqVKhApYQh
AKJT|BIVgrLgKoXI0AIBeBUhfNGJixghGAqRyK78kENXcelrEfFEDRPwQFaJk SKBFFKgDtOY4wll
YIFE2YCeFJQgdhk1kOQuUKtEDTc48upknDNCgDQmooxEPWoQiVBg6+CxCcPV7
GnHWUQMUUP/CFSGCxwlcoY4duEECPtNDAVAADjW4kyOO6EARGGCZDsxgAleo
XTDUoIUZ/IgOErCD8zQgQ7cQAsO00BEKRCAEMtyADwWYYRbGjWc3nilYBKDDA
AhjQgVn+QjCP2FgGzKCNGSCHAgPRwyNmkIBaoGGTN5hALW5Ah2JQAg6PmMIxn
NSgqC4BCBZKyQAUQsEFFVSpTmQrhaVE4WO0D827ShgkDDh+DwCpAghaNSQIiAs
7ofazhYhs81Crm74kFx5PAvXgOFyH5IGsbgKurpgJMIOwpBivKohDnFVspal
4DMmMUSNOPC5FhPFzihhFWN39bho74i0ZNmSJOieArbyY SJOk8gX/XxmiTwKm
k+UqgVyEtqzfBCoLd94IxuUWRCdh3WIAMKEIONkpAB5ANBEpqUgh64EIRMNnyE
INADEYV5xDBKUQoUudAAWhzDAXjCBCTscQWcFYMD4MFOAS5CBzODRKTgJStlIn
MEBCF9]BCUjQeRgMQjVQuwApnrYiN4SBFBJ4GhqWOODfOAAWYmMyeE6Rptcib
YQE/MEACaACcL1zhAmEIQ+VCt4FGYIBpjODPBqywUBKwoXK6mdt1GGOFPOt5
zWwNyUKAhnY8GDc77YZKzLZoRnh1c50GPvugikhEG82zAGPLhTWMXMM8VPRge
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JQsQA60WANXgAB1gBIHZPWYRAHQQJTIMAQsSpASKQbYiHF3sRAh2wHEdAeztg
PCvwGRNgFhOAG|SIBmMAgKHTgBZQgCXsAMRIEWZKgARAUAOuwBLNQA5bAQXug
AXvwmHsgcGEoQpBycCaEhgC3hm3oKSkUcW+YQhMXCL4QCKBAWXIXmxCxh8rV
XMoiDFbEXDV3cTUOQ+wSLVu3KjP0iJu4XKboEBahLBfBLNOpXCkHdGhERMKi
R9J5RbdSEDBEEMpZEUGBDVG3XTR3XNFVDDehEViBisUgDLNFAF2xYAlImnwkm
dCkXFh9wi8UQBcchNGiwA2wjAlowAauwCIxw/wRdIgRCY IXCoAWYIGKFUQmMB
8QghwHeooBghOAtcY ABpOQFHMAed95MJIAGsMUCKtcQEPFhpgkAAisAIXMDvI
N3/ekR3S0QcOwDwnOAW24jWDsAMZsSAMO4CQL4IESUwBMQZRUSHMHOE7BFpWX
4TPweAEFomerUSboUSGNEDjy4VAp4AhswAakl1GOBjgk851g5WckwKTFRwL4
AVCwWAZzS20BsHsSgECQQgL58CF3SqYkiR4UQAVQ4wbGsBgntiM7ogdJpQe8UTEN
1DJEdwFRIEIMIwWTK8xmfcZU4kgAJhRAKAjStwQPCcEB2uEKgLUASTOFjclAQO
MBK5QwpC4I13rQwa61vogM4AllY B4doAJVSALDLAMOHAIgGISD9hqCTBruiYE
XTgBWxAP70OAFGgCt0Co0J6aAB1HpBgkAJKIAMgtACKNmtkfmY X/gPk6UpjlKu
k1KaZRAMdVAHKIABOLAL/kZb7/0BwfABoOBvD2cqtpkFvgAKEPeupEJblhcR
wgBDNdAJVPAFXRQIQNQJISgAIGkdzH3BgMURzZ+dFznIsFrGdTkR2IdhcOQRc
g+JDxSIrPiROWdUQqqilIRMvQBscV1tPIT23UrOZRbfgAECO0sVAGOeBECbWVAM
hGCvCEYA/GmOH4CwgICO/FKkQH8CfRhAFUbCL8BEQ]5TMHKoMJYGCVCmMQADgr/]MMKCMBLtiIA5Yel6eRofpKMOQfUDt+cKHUIgYWAOT5msOfoaylQGvsEKE1Aa
MHAFWOQDTrADUcAkrIFSA6VNDVUCVEAF5gAHPUADjuNWG7AIDzIgJkmSVgAl
EyXQj9anYkpRB6IO/MEI1zES5SuSsgAKKMOHmMN+ZEMssAIPXkCkrocOmEOY QAP
PKAHypMxIkAIZBKGJSALVEACYVE780DR8BAaZjMD3UaA1BYDNECUrpACHJUC
CulK8DAKeTu/GLAAYLZhR6AHO5AA00CWZCcEHRCAFWAGVeAWToICX6AHS9ZJ
IYD/jWCwDPkgD3wwCdOAB+DACmMaACe/GCrdkawpgQPHgBR5cmdE6BekgmmVQ
D130hJRZmMSOMrmBIw41imWNID9QgDsGwC7sQByVsAaqgCvg2xaAQxEEMsDxc
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ipicCOZcu2lUvgVEWTwWQH7ATsqVxplKztOWvplLtspkFXLXDWRAM2W4qqBU(q]CC10gdeP9ctjCoU4eCRIOGDGBCcULJIBQ1tEtAS
SGCGGY40YgEJINHBIgQJgSIAPFGAQrwQrrNigwhiwCAMeGDBo0oJBNerGCjHTbY
kMOKRUZzclJ8NMBJRCKkU2SAFEENMYkMYWU8AxxOVWhDEFNnBMJscUghyyQhl2
SGYDENJMUh1X4EFBDz1qQeGC+814gYoTLNhSNQZ4gFI7EK7YAYUrYDBwBXxhi
UCAMMGsZhrZHauGGDDJmM8OECUoyxxUoKjCmhEVd4YICCFRI0jo8VGKglgS8X
GEQ/NBrsYAYujoAODDPIOGKFDdCOdIVNjkDIgGVWOACHEB4pZZNelBBCDTw6
YAAFH3wgg7f/R5ARZIwpptDg13R+/VWDPfbQIBONNGgh2WWVhVZZSf6RpIU9

bjLso71IAhgnnQCZqYK9AOEOECXaOiqQITpBCamfkjgLKYgp7iSonDjiKK+t
Mh4ri2CyuEYtlwgwopOd/CCKKIXvljiQDwh5a2ZCglFZCZ3+WsmXvZQYImhf
/IMjCLsUQCDroiShTzIJOxiKkmA9yAoSygiuzolwnCsigABrIwWAQMWFYwIDkG
EilAIAyiYIECV3445A9MhhOBVjIKCaGUIrBZAIJM7IBUEzDMOISM/w40OTaA5
ETgIMIQQLO1gATQG2SGKKPzDYEWM]MGghA3UKSGFESRTskLwwjCnPIESSMBK
WO0g7HJoVvpDADAHNUJOHBVAOIIYZyIDBFtI3KLCEOEtgoZFFoICiiRHZUARG6
R6YyAYsITrcBRKRRg5D7HCWPKMYV2dAxffCHPX9GKJHsUvwletsfghBNCcoQAF
cFqHWbwFwiiAAIrC2MEFLhADCRDQSiIS4QAGo4AoBXmAHQgalVLWgBBwmMgQQ1F
61AINFALHhQAQAI4EAWG8R8U2GJBU+MBD2DAAB/0QTUJ20B8RqOCI8zAb7DA
XAHIOL/9TOAHMw|BIW7QhjYgAgel CAEIHV+xCUzMwWA5HBAAX8GAA+QhICXOY
WA2AWQE4cIADywoWGJdFrGEpK4xm3FYL1PiPbVUAIXVWAUFUUIdwYCcMF4SpG
C6ZVrW5xS419PFccymAubGOrWyogBCjYla2l1YsmBfNIuvA1GHdAVxWdJ8xB
JrISjs2FEEThIiE64EsqScYxmMzMCIlczCMYVxZCwc0OUonqilUnelEJzYZGEly
orOn9aAHxSAEVowwNZEUUyQOMZjRkhYOpCONMSRRQTBAgcgPYKOMV2smYn7A
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]
pPgUOEQg+SSHMkSGsaSWD5E1Z28iw5AQXBvolzkKIhEZzIJTywdSGcyNAQIkwVAJ
LJuisoHtLCc2YWZNUFyBpxWjGAS4iCpp5t+QPHMIiy/TLf4uJYJdU4C3GLCbW
AGETSSKmMAGhYAR/4EISWMOAHI+XMAmMBACvoxYBVEcIUISVEaNbACCAwWAwhyK
MIc5VCIOXCgCFOIwgWKAgQwTgOJInj7AGKO5nBv8dIAMXJIgCGuvmgACWQKRgO
EIYoUAASsrjrBiiUjCUtlkk4loGGCnCBWrBB9yYgQjW8GZWqlkKoHOFOsLA
v7Mp9gJCcl4TJEECEICBCUK5A0OhG1A7vnMgROXsejeTQBF4/j604ahH2gC2H
H43Ue8YGdoyel4zxOchHUQbRBo6BI3WQgAcbVAC8UuKGHCOSBBXSAWRWUEAPF
79DcA0zBDjDAJcnXIQfk1LINLL6DTWughAYRaAXKFWEILIHGGDeBDBFi47winv
IAZujUJIUfCDJ8BgB1lyYDUKHsSQIRBOFOIT|CP29jhyLAtAPhsAOqVLOMRCCi
F8/phR0Oc57he+KBWCdD/gw/UMIM5HAEMyLhBPOgwhghwQI1etG7QsduCJVii
ApYYiSrUCAdLOIOOccxFLs5L3joUlo/O0pYk2pvl1P/6RW1/3Y9F30QptaWtb
lakJQulFEY1YIl4T8S9J7GWvIbCyKhy5MNSodpMIO+wnFQ4II0ZClevwPScV
YOVOmMAIOquIMYHtH5mJsAogZSalmY3ILSIAcsGXaSyQV2EXQSIlyzImcN7YLH
ICX05Y0CpPQQCcDPA1gZhACqgs35PEGAC0BOCNgBhDUC0oxBqOKyAy/16DqD4C
EH5g2BIsIQGs7cAaEkDaDvyA+vgRj703clEC3hUGF6LChsBTIVkcqUJBwsD/
/1DQjQssQA]DOAEYtEF7c6ujEaO7wBed7ygeWKKkDsNK+0Cle8BigGcGeqVI2
GsEeGcEe55GqGzkfkdgeHGEf70FAHGKHEI/EXKfINnGOYyCBYXBBAXAWEIS]ASSKgRtA
mwKgrBRInvzZgS9wAhpAgSf/elldOJVWE6QMIER3R8RyPwWhHPwcCkAhHWKREC
KZEErBFhy6od+bXtYZ/QAZHgASIWG6rQWR8V0cpjgA8qilFaQYEw4CsBQjVw
aL0g6R/ukOEUyBIbvAAeQAMaWIEUWSssSLQI40OKIJSYAAHYksYYKAYiKJawCJIW
KQUyCSBbgBzLARMI4p3+AQI82LAGMQAGMIABCwawLNKOQI7AAMtOA8NGIA/
QAXQEgINWOM1uKLfmidN4AwNYoEMyglULupMourTZmIA+ZAd2+CJICxIJQSERE
JMQVGSRfCYXnJJYVOgA4EKNNOS5hSZYpGBagC5ZNHJZI2ZY9kAStay814hZj
6ZZq/7TmWr+s6QtqWhVi70JgXellHhoBPfLmMIgrGxbnSJZ0lagnEM|sClXeol
grmKkTi8EBMJIXKIlaWXoLyZilZyww9CoGo+svktiFbkRHpmEIsquHbJEISXxDR
dKSXcaSMD7WADG62HD6VPFATKzCAnVoONBdHHIsSE9GIAb1QIDRAACx8kgIBCB
YSICN+QtWCnIg9QOHzIELVgABIID3XkNM/iISHOgONSwgDNiRuYoBN9BShOu3
BCcAAV0g/8VMHKtgrV9ADt6qFIiCDyZEAczsB8LgrcEMT1vmzvKwFCSCBTIIR
CTHKITQelsQRXmiHgIXAAWSfOHHKHOHUERGSCkG2BEwWfFvOYEfDIB600kglk
yTIFzJ+Eh2xzAzeoBSICjs3CPSwZtROwU3ilgRg4DRysIW50qVGdgEe4rPv4
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gUKrLBFQgwniAjXQs/uwkiXEAAp4q3pEodZjADXYgR9gHQICgd2BOdYZjR80
yCOAheoTATvoBT7wgQmAoel4gjmYgN+iQzMoHDK4qBkwg7r5VS7wAcQahke4
g+EczlbgACwgAix4LuUcROV8zudERONSgOrSTmJJRKGLzoLFLuzalk9cFvM8
z2UZz01sL/TsFvPsIn/ARAVYBXCO0zOES2Y XIFIIMx4lI1LfEGoBJMJoAiatl
u4+ImUAIhgQ1mJIuAXhITPHg4mZv/iwNmbcEVpzAUVWIIKAr23g4iFyC/KUNQG
UAWYY1CRIFgGcM9OCckf6pJcP/YcyQEF5rMLP3CYeeAJXyJ8VMgABS8KAfigl5
sINVOIIpYAA+eEOhEIIXE440G9XXRC70gLP62DTQalK3cqvPXAEp25AN0ABwW
2x00yB8Dmcj/wEEUQIM+WYC85IbFWoE52AR7ullogEHW+AEXWgBDO4HLChMK
CINuclUKOSOoTSYEdIZ4LmSv3wICnTFTveV1MhZEJkSoDHBEOgErOCZ33KQFe
KFMywYUTYDXsYap8YDVFK4H/8QaRHCAN8csoidYFIMIB2gEGY qtQK4EhbCnW
2akNopME//nWGDAGGLINBJAABIIARRKGAZMBs/KOtukcKpg3CSAtFAAT/OUB
OnKUH/DfDSkOKUCBW5mgNM2z10CFI3DfDoAQA/GdISgEKDoCGhCBKhINADET
CapV0YyVGdCCR5gAWMISNQtEf TSOCMACF0ZO5SREQZXhGI7EQvyYi6mKWZkkW
QmQWg8Wu6hSj79TEjK2B8aRY8CQka2mBf+DYqjWXhsDaDXVHO5vF/4TGgLmK
TgAYnIXGnejinLCZXJiao+Mvkni7iXhQH3sX+WylbSE7dIGI/Bok7spQafpY
j81QK84aQaoMrIXQwsCAhCsAgfPMzniCbWiEtjlbxcOAIigM5VPOABS3YAueb
WO01rjil4ghDYILoVPkxAhTDEYDkQQUNAXzV5IDT4gUIRLHOZzAjUhyd0ZhAKQ
hxU4hEMYhVHgS9lhQhJylW3ggONwFVZggY TboHANoKRRwmxMgBVJggBj4AnOD
h2PgHuu51KwqgTBwg2ZINwzgBeBdwAjcnvVJhuh5thZBZ0eV1PNhgOaAEV44
BkbgUvVtIXNRBChwXhKQKEUOA3Bbm8salBTqIDCRshRyhRglgwGKgRMwB3go
AR41A8VSjVrwgUeYk31LADwW4AVtoBi40BTvWARzOARG4IK+5AA0QD86hgihw
EhhAgViRAA+6t5ezNw8KNnuOAD96hWz3/glcLyDcyWwU7SLIVQGmv+ZpeWIXH
ASONMwBc8QFtOM0JoJNHMCcy8IHIACI7sAMtUAEWUIEXOINSONck2FcsOM4X
ruEYpmHkDFiIORKRd8CIdrq7qSgcskC7gDJZigVgdhljresRrkQTt4sTqVKNI
KU/6qlp6ldFZxFpGW1In8jBk9MBuDphjRAYyf9bGZWWMBM7gbsFCy4y8BM0e3
08c31haNyND8EqR6aY|jQkyZKWIh40a+sMSRHKpca+Id6SBeRpQCgBMoogN/L
0gAriYJzyABTbr3C7RqaQruImIMt2A98EgECKYVH6AUCeUORuUJSimO4JmAEg
6AA+IDOrgvVwJ/1AQ0jppCsgADHCDKOggP XmCHwhvuJKAEfBCEOCBUWCFIWSA{Gsb+fQaYQUuD/Qqbb3
1J5G+J7Q2agJESpLbaoNylQgt4IMsIUIN576Uebh/jaXfllggYEMKVNZRYFP
VYcUSOgngQcwMYA7hDkJ2KYVqIUBsQMxdxxwY COJWKFBjgJ9HrUw5Z3WmTcc
RBRgFYJIm7Z9CMXx5jiMsEGEmXIloDPegQwCIFVGHKkPQOEO8IGvaY4JMAP3rfMV
QAPQMg7jgDNLaY7iGA7T4G50GATJ/AJ40CIKAAYBAEQSIHU4YAcX3leBjeEl
eE63rgdVWAIVQKSz/57h7T/EF670f0109Re6gW10hbOuMFrP8jTPIWiks6sA
+UQuUXFAMgChTxgLBChWGGEyocCEggwUrEIwY0aAqiKpUWbiogl6NGnFgIKnR
ogXHenEIxmnRMU7IjwMrWLKOhGONPRpglpCkQZJINDSo/juzY8V+LPUaNptuT
|0e/PZIKwHiSIcOTAgWmUohS9QkDBgk6/Fgxw8wMGgx+GBAXE+HtILWFGAg
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eNyBJ195spSgDgh8gZleehukY AULXHKN33z6YUjJFCTH0519x/rlyQRjbxECF ItaP+xhBT5gidJ+oAKA+AA0
QKEROMIkI3GORz1GYtufWEIVM5mtDUVCko5IsSNhXJdTdKUTM6JRV8rFoUq|
gsZeGcUgO7NYVICZAQoYwxhRMIYjWJICJI2FDgBwwImAEIwWQtTOAIQBDCBNRg
AEPmMkRttaAPHULEGLawBCGO0JCxloQWNLzgAWVT|CD3ZABQ+Z88AIGGUGYicC
EbSpAKQWADTQAIMMWMANpPNgBBNYQwDIZ5QK7IMAgBrEDGkStSJIvzT9jkQwWo
PhOc+pBDdgiXAuDAOXFyGM+H2LalbbY0bnnDjn240zbnnBMG7WHB4OrTHuUBg
AD5cg/9neCRDOHVQQaYLIgEjfnMBIibriC/wcJjxcAY8Y4AEc3BDBDG6wWPole
IAY1g8cFTnc8FDxpBgjLgPUksIKOFKAIUIPDJIMyghy9chkgl80EtqMuCY5Y(g
mMj8Kg1lTHuyM3CDOtKA|DCIbQITJIWAcXOBAVIECDIgxjBiXbi3sNWoQjmKwsPage 59 of 154 ---- GCenerated from The PARI S Foruns
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rlos5zAY 3yCOIQERI1LIA+5kcludmnL/9xxU7cINMybekmvMgAXqwDBg+Mocm
0UC8ejhoLWBkuwb6sQAHIwxXsACBNwqg6ZARM4Iw8wADg8Dxd0AB+EQgz30Qi+Q
gcl1BQPQgA+0Qe+VTWIE27S1AgRc27VhQTZoEKIWWAIKSgRoGxx0G7pJSriJ
Sih0OOLIZigZMwarcCqgcglqyY XHF5kUdUwC6oghjtAchZwi4QRLeARE38QxIU
QDAQQMPdBGf1EGdpXGgpQEJohEUckcZRXEWA3BVaQkplERLCWRJIgHMSpQDBU
gLI4BMadVvOuxcQuUWFFHrEvJoZxPWJWMWdAwWRSdAFzPVZyGUVUdE4cGYxV/AzW
VEaETUWDbGEAGtMIX4MmrlIQLIrMljbcF6ccEJIENAIYzZMGXHEAIzMAaPBgX
OEX+HQIZfMZ7rYCc2VNCcQAUFuUB7yYc2skUJINAAMSMCjxV4IJGAM/XQY/cU+j
DUIdYUAUnNIAtwIffpMcisMCNTaPqRRpkpEOJDIN9PEc4pQAUOAOGWFMy|Efb CUWEG1VRsSHSBEH
reBbQZCnjBsFoQqyThAHECGI2GCIVKAPutsOJpYFndytSEJSfBwelLoFyLQFB
FIXJEUSFfMRKdJOZAZIQIEEIVaktMgKYKmGYwqABVfVXM10ObHzeYSSJzI3RYc
JAQCcoMts0cS5sGZMWMJIopkRQNKxswoEghMRtEeeutIBxxZsMAYtRqgIP/AGyD
ALBABtDRzpTPD2TAOaBF+TyBAdDKkWY SFaszBHLRBOADBeoZAPFBJEZTCHNIB
EDTMI1AdIvxCCOzFq84BOvwPNKDFwgRgvyzMDDAAKVCABNZA1FiMj3ROIKLG
MWKHC+QHDGQCk+3MWLIRCjQBCxjDIim5A4JSAlgzjiS4efCTeMDpejBbO3a4N
dDTBNe2tlvAYdJCTcljlekBBEziCl+3IkGCo3ViBHAxpklbthWypfzDZgfkH
iQroQIIZDCTAgvwWIMpWAKT]OmVVO+fCqEGgfDNAAVVGPgF1A+XRALbiZD+jB
SKKBzX1ZFKjfkgwAogkHMhmOFVBBGEgPmMT4B/5fKn5kkgAHEH5VKXE2yBQQqQ
wiDQABh8CSrCghmUgxnUAqdiFSz8yUlaQO9V3wrYAs/OHhd4an+lySt2gFfg
wQxwwfwmwCDMgBalzCNwQULAwA2UZTUAG6xjU1QWh4AWIFQUNcKe44A5emw3+
ValM66loQBw8SgUB5qywkKmUK709J7cqF674FnSNkW8JxbmwKOyUVhcuEQ+Z
y8LMFrlaQmildlsMJIrMC2gA2vob6KEaPccFGWS22RxEakZkWY1hJgCOSKK7GY
yxURi2Ju3A11BBCbkct1UQyBhK5sQ1UUgM1RwDZsg8FEQb9UxnhxxZK817CB
hSgxACaAwWQFgQrCJIJwP9HY clyGADPhkDuBIwIzEEp/AlgqgMhYrYEe/MDs8MEK
PAWFXOCOwlys+gBKCUxtuMZsnEABUAbaBOoi5IMxXEbnbA9tLCQ85cN9zEfs
pPYA62Ng58hiMLp46hpM6rgPZ8sLetkMT6EM7XHIT7C3fuqg5eWgJolfXCAAy
9kuZLEhXEA6T7uNOMBNNLIMIMM2XmfKKINKGpMdtINEKARJkpFOd7xF4jmFmd
MSpPryo9M0eTOCFPOMUALtQFiIVKDJIN9UZICMkt+cAX/Ag0cSMy4sLOLIBTooCR
XE7svAZUycNuCNWZdO8guEzFPMx9hcARgKII7Ag3VGUSLMCR1GKkRpBcFON;j/
+woBNzCACBXBOdAAWHXAg6nBDAWDASIDHqBJILWBQi7SFDSBACGCDDDdwBHQAD
HeiCtmHQAfvWWYDOrXR6Wc45QqaAKCUWAT7yKCzWWUNBAGP2DytmEDOXKu9yK
SEjCSpwWWOFER7zEB4B1biELSRSSSgAXSVDSE03EWcIMvsSLBQQAMB+TIEQ7s
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XbHhwo5mMNCDCuQCX90rDbdmatirc4HEVBZDMIh1R1wsct2Kr1SOAVTFeGVA
JSARKZzDzLUJA7CsEZ2i27kxAPO/tHCACIgDCJKIIEEyDey5ANCxDQ69BV8RX
KVjvBICDK7TIBGzBNByYBPfyPy+SfG4nXJbFCSCbA/wJcgDFYzE3VBgz4riMA
R3hQozFAxeQcd22gLQvgTXckQyOU8imzMhvExygjaDgNY+Y9By5DBY/0Ay/Y
Sj79c02yQYO0uHhuQUzB7KBRCR+fJZFwo60FE2enITTj2gQA8QXpAWWSMrOaP
n+0QjhWISBj0TZkhI3BsAANYo03wkw39cADzgGTeggR5UCWuUYzg7Q85bEHWNC
MKdxRflcQQzYQi3V2QKMApvgBwbYgqBiQHucwGiY CRfogSsYQFzkZE2Rgjzc
2i1JwBGowQ841QJAAW3EAA307yq0J3wi346c5xXFYifX4QBFsAIZkQr+0Bp/U
QmesgQauLh+o+RrYyAqlqv95wsKMW1JIbkAF6bcINNAlyODQdCIAXVJIsJztUD
zZWAJftunSGthhgqttloPRoC80acOcoC3CpdRING7WPVI6ASM21AdHIENfctJ
SFx00fVt+RbFUqQWN3XCpXx4EIXGxc3zDGqYLA7iuxeGYu9PVo5kiIduAA21EEX
JEQZ7sLHSZFP2Na3WAJvMmZjUsIRMZwWRWOBN2ARBmMI7N6UhIPGgrGY/UwMIH
064edQDFIAAOrMEKrMImOk/u/MImMHMAYVILIQJ2HzOAIHMABPMIRICKKgMMM
hMMheJ9Ds4xVQAP/MAVEZ1/f8UAMzNrKZhgMeAMywUMiXleBNOPOOQY4Pdrp
KcL/jn216vDYOpEHKI18tj1kTdOyY]lrB3ulye98yystBjbY8fXdNczBD5gEH
BTjHegx41NSaddYHOFIBIyQzfhfOOEaBziA4cdBTgVAAQPYNOG62H157AfKzO
fKiDmfXeE6CAAXKOIzyvxbxgApDC9fBB/66ABJzAOUMOWPbOAgBfengOBXiY
m/iG58Rf/6mBEJgOCphDnQYQBdiCKONz+wpGLxwCH/yAGcDCDfzPKNpBIHWA
jnxpOitgldysR/cMmOUKmrSMEARSWLWIsSOMEBQAN]IBLb1lYvhA/vQqgJanB WKIWFECRgAGPBQIMTNgBwW4CEIimgu7HBIOdZyCXrOXFhw
AvrzCzCoWiGG4FyhiAEh1BCiJCG4MeAQPrRBAwWY Jdvjvhx9MSo+MQchAYwU+
5ugFkT8wCQGWCcg4hlyjYMGDBgIg2YIpHxJYIQER1ADCQQIgHKmMXDICglSka
ZgAhhgKe+CEB8sqrCoVafuAqgQ5g0OSK9G1i54QZkgBIjDCKSIEIMIrAY k8w QE3F0IPAVFQSK4ZzZ9EQd7OUKAL
QNCZg81JbhQspQgakElqgSsqTOsHIU5aASwWyVoDmMEC3AWAEVO7TQwsQHaXAC
FIGEBMGMC/VgoJYEjFrqwpNRWKOclzpggMclhdQjPB4SqGWBgZzsYBAU3AhZ
AilngH+CloqYABhgkuj/SzLNtCY 1if/[pTW5qUWEjMKc8TUFPcXIgnfqOh1DV
gqICSMJIQG9IAGVdAjFaloVB3gMKOWgKAYxbBEBUhIDxNawloTbOMEUQFGBQLW(q
VhzYAwfg8Cld2UpXOtTVq+DAQIl4xawk9XJasYPUpcZ3QEpzKoahaUlZs7cIC
u/hUCO02Iim9BkVt7SAdBWLUQqYKMCXBZY Qj1U8QQKKIItUchAFJ4QheRYZI1P
eEIB9CUEBhggCr4jQxGEwAdBIoMM5fDBBEIQAOUhANMHAEMVUFGKEIABEX2Y
AQQAO0IZf2MEOfP|BgQq5ACEIYAOd6EDPLHKB|BXIDeCQACMIlIJHXJEANIUDD
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GmYwiCjYwhb/ZynADOQwIc254QRWeAOLMtEIuyhTmXhxpjN187SoWQZrrEm XcIXbmuOzZC3zhApl1B(qS4s/kxe91HjGecymaYgjDiBWPRmMgSSQGPtZKY OfylyMrkRTJLsA3f/2xg
ESxoBOTvsoEXf3PYaODDKKzMg79B5wnDMZssQPNmMEhQgBtOIAz4pQAISIKcS
LwXOBcKANBLA4wuUAweCJINCDBJjBBzzAjyVpIDKRIITC4mmoK2IwilgQ92Qx
WMBXx3MKC8cSX0PXcAFWuh4KWogUNaJicGyRwhXoRDJDAONITigDQ1KAXVUEA
WiFKQOJI7IEG5KEtMIIgagENCmMAFKJAL1sd3TskW+KAIjIABS8KUt5Ajq7mgj
EuAIHOWMSmkBeE3EVKAP5AUGEQAIWSLADMATTLB5ToF/ICFMws3bCCiw6AQL
OKBcmlIVcgGhVIIhQIJKsGDEIJAMEgLKAQCgHfivOaBFGZBCsQBVwWDFuUCqo4F7I
EtANtUprCVTAUSDuUVWDr4y50V9BkT6ZgDXfIDaegFRRrCnSBA+5QtgAO5j!
iUgODKLFVjSgWSzIVEQIDITB5AXXxCWgOG+gBWLpIWSqgUgBoG7aL0H6JIbyh
OuTIVWWCAQCYNnZIBgNTAgBdRhn7xpyErApcRDCCphDiZAC1BhFewBFcLK6lyi
DUYKwLjuAHIgC2phGGohmMSnQnbgB7aABdKpcAogfRikwcwnjpjNb9XxmKO0Qg
AbigCGpBciaCB8gAGSkgGdrBCpgDBTAgH47BCppAABSjHaXGLmMyMx1JAEeJR
MAjjxpgmEaBgyP7im6z/QADOKTMSzMuYTGmUjPyYQfgYzmwgwKwQ17YojY?2]jicEtGAVtKDr XMIMEKENNKnulAEeDKCWGEANamENLAIGruAKY oAt
PucJ5G8FhIEEDIBfOE60BIipsVgd6EmRfrKcDZuOHMgAG6PGMOrOAY+0OKZEgN(
oKYUAgPHKC8xdINIpSY1Pi8/kXRJz413ClozOqObkvOMMdIpHzYAQOQINIig
09CiclyhLeaCApKPOXxDjpTmFPeJyVxhJGEgDE7xGL5pFVWJB/TIRq6nJJbE
JneAO2wkPD5nvTJsARYyYPrh0Of5jcsajJEwqCsaD0ubOpOgF2c6DDLIABMDA
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 TQDPNng4T9cKgVv4
gW2a/2MZgSPvAMEA4jiIEVQED2KECENOKgFmMAUOKIASSOSO0ABZP8willobsCwf
6gY06kYOLgDDruog/mM5SgojuKEO9CAGeEB1YVARHUFSIYQGEKAPDORTYIAG
buQkSkKLNQENCKANQsAQOYsBdSrBVoeKqQUEAETgJWM4Baf4AHKGYF6tbvlud2
7wgDgTUB3MCjeKp2acBDOMACRmMYCaGACYMEMZgBpMWECNUEGTCwBTSFLICAU
XM1OEJaxivNPIgAVInMKQVNPcKUK2pUDIDBUaEUVHqUOPoBRPCEVYhMO4iCH
yCVdOuWGIvOHd6UeVED)MIMOG4gNH/ZbBShhCXZisOEIL/8zGwB2YT20A9iB
AOhYC3NIOHkFha9lw4qw4kiFEIQBWmglVMwIUBgosTYWh8LQAKSFjezIVW/S
ZIXDbaJilOAIJ]J9RQqggBTKhBJajlq7sc+7301i1CEqBJIrRgkZ7WJIWAhHFDh
DzqAFIzKJIRgGAg0+8CLe5ziO6IEYCbhgCQotITZgNk45ndqlZ0IZCPSLCxKJ
DzgiwwZKb0Om3CZamaCl3SCdPmzCDLjSPDaBASZ8mE+giEYpMyZTMy6pjyZQM
CuaiCXYjnTbAGDYgCjDAb2yBGt3mzYhjN8TMNOoDwyhHHXhBHUYvOqJDzGBg
TX1DLOgACt5scT4xfq2CASaC98L/gAFogNBe5GcuwHp8AC1sYTSQQ3XcBgbl
MQedwXRQZgfES414ACgepKGUYBR2QAIS91Lx5VZLwqzOoyIMCWDAWHXJIXA4A
8zzUYAG6s8nZIKAKxpwPsTH/PAwWVcoUAgDKNS8IwbAhwlbJzwwCg3iDnwTIG7B
YAL4QAJ8gAzI4AI0QFkx4QbAWAC4AY g/GAAUUZ2K0UdoS/tQL1ImIQTi4H+hBJyCyaWrluhFSaWAb5idsecED73ACywB2BOWTiwWN3fB4AnTTUMQF5W5rCVKFNMtA
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 XibTZw5KJU
BN6GKkOEGQqS)rgpv4GOJUyIxcFALUUOhTiIrkpFKHUNBQkosKuoyBBUXchhiIB
EWN4BNLCSSQxxkl/yXFQTZTIFWFF61ko8vEGNn+SB7ZV+KSLFyB/gpQUEURwW
LsoaYJUSHO7YJINVY9J6IQQOWIFFDDS3ssUc6e/xTwQeqqFBIHe86RVUccEic
ISNOCCCAIT36COR0e1n6A6VHJIICcpQb8KEEBxcla5jaZTP3WBQUUgBwW3tXDB
XxRFcaFGECEC08QsiByzaQS0zHLEGEELQIISbtaAgBAM/WEBNAr3VsgLeC7h9
3Q8reC1XJjC8FYUxGOTZtm1lqcCEEFwWYYQfYgFGDABgsCZhJgh8ZssF6HsOdT
n4gPdigierFDYaGF5R3YCIT90Zh8gyRCOQIiAyx+4IHNS8xJgCmzwssEJdvI9
SVOBfjKQIzrz1Q6ZK66oM5egeuDhAwprrsBAZgnMWdyY C5yw3FwLMLaAHshx}VqlkZIAF6+MFe5nSm6gCK
AiwwRgS/dyM1nIJNsemDFFS6wgf+UgEGz8115GsGg4i0leNmzz++KB4U+DK8R
AkKggKBgPQz5BOD2ERAV/2Tn1J0aqHg57V32EKS+KdEF02PCglfysYHHSEB9
JVCHAONSjeA4LgF8SOEPEHMBVtEpPBjDgZ9uiBAQGAHAGBA/TSBWIAJgRaEEgX
SGzbgKBAGIEgDBLQW24ESE/NoQkGA+TGBNQWUEFVDjsW5RRhuFiKOdhhDWsI
QQhKoYYiUCqHOIxDr1RIJ9gU4U1tK5NwdsCA2LANTRXxsVT1p4CsIJYBQNZrCH
BBK7gyDgAQO07kABhJeCDKS5ixjBIwWw5AW4AY MWAEXJIGjGCcLQjVrgAQy+nAct]KTCaPcyGKYsBBxtf810koic13GaEH|jchEWp+joefOyFLgw2gW
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]QAdOIBEK8wWKZkxHCOhGHIzIWSRT/QVIF2EAOhaAQ CRPKAHT
5AgC4A0sgKaRpiOP5g2IBgQMAASNYCmMDAWRz0E9zAQRA8DCcAXwWOWWRSAMAHJ
BwZtWANhUHFzYHGrsH1rMBOGoAalUAgM8gdaQAM3YAel0AEzZMAP29APU0Qwx
QHXAWAXDWA3CoAYTr8AP/FCpW4jhiNCbTOYgMKABKhJCZcAHWQD7KESIp4Aj5
EIEKqJf91Qf6gayzgzxnaQXHtmu446wIEAUCUICNOA9Z6ZX+gR//1QMFjkAg
310g81E89UEIaCMAVTIAI4IQIMYJSJUAFY8ZsGKB/80oF5WY XtfAleoA2J1AA
MCBQGtQ/hYkB87YBCrSCheM1CJQA3DBAOAUOPUCVZVQACWAACtI2ZWIEW5DGV
6pMXaxNGC3A6frEKa2AAfHAP5TABWAAK3UAFX4AGOEAKSCEANDUH|j1AJICAr
ayAajwA3uzdAluAonkoGXOWGpaAFR1AOalALZuBFaDApZFA/TSAmMBKBPPgBD
cDU5SHtSISmMBuTBQGuUABdkkgnBgo/4YEqgkeUGHbQDo4AHNDAKDbtAjU9INavAl
JXACYHADIKkan4EJeYsHyIAMDoOAEDuUCK/6HKAIj70SIKYY|LD4WLUBkqCHTQ
NHSwEpIUix2hMZjUoiSaBDP6ucZYuKDEjNuiS9vCRIMYjISFSDUMCapQB6KA
DbHkSy5QYIrUCuFyL1UADGOVA93gBm5wA8CLBNNIBKjACOxwA4tBAWISIRQQ
BZmQRU+wBWEZzRCywF9wgAtywAHxwCJ6qGgLIVTPAANGWDXXxRsWOyThN1BKiw
KFgACXbwGSGACSppB4iACWN4CHyzKIMQNp5qHAZwWe2TQTIHhOGtWoBZXP6QQ
MFTNN61AheQcrOXOTSYGCrSOQACNfixgHoJBcn6wRCiH/hhIVZgDBVSPGtpPage 65 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns
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OCIBTgDFnTkgepkf93GByvrVH7zVO5MPbMyAtKZ6y4GWuwaWUSU9M/yWjYCs
HnzDUHBTEjggBtI6r+mu5KPCY Xki++cKSDyu//NXAS/SJnowUOpm1LWAWKAQ
Vx2ERa4QBgvAbKHINtIJHShylz7gKEUARLRxgOHHAC/CxvpXAqCzHhRwWAMDM
sSIfTG7BWA2kFD21Tt48wDBSQDANUP2SQhTOgLLMCCTJI9AH+AqJhwBOrEA20A
ZsSM3JpQ2N2TwTv7grxZNwWhgKVtAWWSwm/46CDuUABvKgDbGCBIlewF6hSILVA
T2N2BdyFXU7gHfYTRj6gRsVxBaOwRj5AAzsQA+52BUSwWoWpLXTdgBnoQAzNi
C4wgDbfADwxuDY 7rAPxwzWAKD1+AdAMdA9wsDRkaohwuShFWjOeMzjlad3oH
ore4SVZHBCNDSf+IC/80WRS+VAWOY EflcAVWYA3mIAODveM8zggngNAKfQQn
YNDIewO5xTjRkAIUBW3g8wMIgbH+iIHZuwJh8wWNAMBSSQAZKexxjMj/rRE+K
QRfZMQwvpAXxe7+Y8BmjYQcs+QsqrVrfaSk0oAOisAUdoAUzIHKEKULEJymT
cghtQ7BPMBOLcNIgOk/QoSZndgilMwPzjQRIRZb9sdX40R9sYOmY Pukj3CFl
VZgKwgapxwsswMbmAaOgAj229tZw3QdGxerCs8MV6E6AINODooQJIBWAg+4s2wn
O0Dko5SlIIrlIKVCJAyyo+cAR4PjdrwAe00YiOVtluLGzI8WgDad610AbDOAH/
amBteiAnXrMAGPAIVAAPJ7ADBPmMDMmMJu6sYqreJFNFAZKfADFCppRAGJCgk
tXpEtGFPNLEGbSAagoWoXBBpm2EYwucDFrtmtéeFrVomKac4aNYqgaDAKFGsY
dOYG9GKLOUUDsQOLbOvZXiTePvAD1MV024UCTnAFaPs/NLDdNzADcSWJIEVCp
V2AOJAC2uHAFbIAB8BADV/DTrOAEjMAIhXKkCuPAFX3DjyXDj1nAMwOSFYVAr
SPAFYVBB8NANeACLIQgLd2fOXB+j7Pz1n4TitwgHVVAHuUYAt8qwxuhBLVYAM
elAHbpDj5nNALV+SEPF7hSGe80B+mrBCmxpu8krZO/9ywTojmsMR3CAZwbN/k
DVEQNtvrDbO+1L21Bh1QDiLwQrqCOpaiBiHwCB43AXoav41zOSKAWkcw04jq
fUcgBEi7g6hFCj8WCJOS7PJTAHYg5ToUG8LX5cgBVmIiPokl6sagbLkVGlae
ODCAB|DWPCXgCOjXICK8wZ0pITgVwmwQmLRDVsO0TO7/2rNAKrZIAIEtmMPGON
168+wwRiBfIxluxhDBOiVIscBRVQNk2y/C4Cr746PVWMUJWBECK4cJnjl0Gt
BCsScBOyogALRzAKFFhwgQIFdRgwnL]AYBECPWpqfbRIWRUGATBOOPIIQg8K CGDydAmeDsSEMMDw
QbUTWIiMhNipguECCj81gBYkvbhuFIVswlICFDW2Q5gREY3PCYNzdWexwJeKS5
hR9+kJAPD37WWA91102Tjzz5+P8pL735yEVPOVNOUJABZEGJrxtppGn9ddit
w4N4cyY8RXVK/L7BjP6cwOMGH2xjkJFbIL+tQjcYkUZD8WVpjfsVWDTghxV/
CHGLLRjQUIAMY mwkkwKEOKQDBrzZoghd1olsBWpEBNZ1BCAAQSFC4IYI1GCH
0BwgBIDTgh3msIVDSAEMFbTgHOYApOmMsgQzhCECcvtKAFPrhPBETTAX/KQYYF
PAEaQSEFKaJAiioxwAcTgBijGFCLHOShBMbYwSI6EQVDGWAXxKzClAaKxslw5
YgP5WESIkIUSR1IhhESmoohWI9SswYqgpSuqJUpXAVKUrpKhMCgEKzSsALKPBC
VyxoBAV/KFACNLQgQVXsUIzrstOYBLGJYi6girTbAgkyYgxG50kBNXMGDboQB
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 OSTFIAA
P2UIAWYoDB/6E0449ehKfiNDB7ihJXYJwWQAzKO4NVKAKz5Dhlu4zGQxgwL9D
SAIDGP1BUWKITOQVYBATadQTxkuZUf9gsgSLYyMcGKnUs+GrxvXIwlnviGyk9
QsEKwrpVGIIVxiyyIAUYUFSorEABEIDhjv3dY6R2ISslw8gKmfBVG3NVRwoo0
GANUalQAShCTk1BrVxsl1lwbuCLCO50SHDNADQ8DxhA875SAZEOUIN6W4AHIAA
Bse8gEzgoY6K6TgBCbgjhclFgadwo7uWrQUKYHSSAIXArg4SBSeQIECAMAO
YKBZAg4hAh90aQJPsNYCmkyG1npmDWsB5tjWAIQ5zEAEWO1AEda05n2qCAOP
ncGcuuuxISMGbjoxsx5qgoVA+mMMEJErhAGGwBgx2sgGgTaNmOJHDRgK7gByhw
TF3JoJlaXNr/ohOAhVfORoO0AQ4WHSjADhawgxjsgCbFOCEoEsOKBIQhBhK4
gg/gta3jbA42QkUCrN3ghMAmdamPjcEV3KCYMMBDFhUKAyM8dgUJ6GEUDbtg?2
hsJQ7S9cAQW58QFKGWSGceph0QpxnEcngm7ruUEP3MZNY HujVwZJIJWAHXI6mC
80OAEgOfmBuU80O3XO6N6FMbLQZoPtCGHCBIUY4HEO4MMta+ABMFgGBITSgkWVR
AANXseAJBuBGa4cBNwnQIAZAAOYR5gDBX2j611HIwImiHAZ1eCMKg2BnECAQ
Jy5Y1AdgSMoaBALMNdTCByKw6xpuslYdoGFo/EQRALigB7NhLWVQ/XBRAhZN
igyQ4tXxg+EhEIWoWjIADbHU1SI2SIEQOMJYxfqiF42VXS/WPYy3qISriOzg
9eZqVv63q065qcmEH34gNwrpfrmjVCL1nwlajVeciYymARpjkihGmlaU+PJsT
qUiISdR6GENRXxjA8/xddcgJtIMMDSpdhEccsE8rigKQF43JGOFnvKn3LS5Cdk
4gkx6KRLPr6tAIDgByfUQI8mwBYfFHCOIL6jJ2nAhRD2AhYhOAK]DpG3Pq9B
CyYtORFWsYpeaGkFNIKBWz5zhBWQRJ8+ABvaYqCHzGCpA39RjTk8JoFRIAPq
4QYUESYU+IXPSWAAMgNYmMAF7gIWKaozSQP+pDdICVhiFv5iIAWDEDp9g11ViK
E3g0rtGDG9CDXRKFbZIAG2CFjWg4C8iQbwuDHegGFNg1x9ENpPZIGIHMsJ3C2
OLMQhjuBHRDCj/GNUYCsMCAByY3GsxmAQKbkBWDCDxHACg/iIim7INCvk2txqq
bJOA7FkOm6leVjiBGKAeBtmrf7MNJ2CQ6ZmolegeN3AgXruCK3CCI2w47hGO
C7kC1sCtFZCONVg/ABCTBIKRQfIITEIW9im51vgmpfsBMkggEaCBOTgCTLAD
MUMDIQAR9KEBCsiIHMOEBGqIEo1sUy+IfleGCCbADEdChi50APpiBNRgEUJAA
aKgoPzGRApAAywr/tIAqi+6 CAT40gC3IAEIbxB8gBQIAAySaiPTZgVgqglyvi
BwyllrmbOy8qFv3Kli+yrzBgFcbjr3AhvEU4IVOBgsVLIjoyFllaJHVQhzhK
x0zQilWhI2tBpExIBDblhExopBKAAmMuhliméMAjjoksRFyolAXS4ABTBiVow
ABEOAJUQAKmMpvUfCk1gohQKIFAgIwdIQnAuAB1flvJhggQVAGEDJIY(g5iU7a
safopCuTgE5SomO6KVdbgVLDBEWAg7eRur2RFOBZgB6pIFTAhNCwWAZ7QtEOg
Quaavu0zpl5YBUzoBS6QLhSOEfQANuYgQWQIBS5NLDJIQSYilo4grf5/4FD
bDTEuUjQzOI3iCiYOKAOH9A0UOAHJOCANMgGUIpseKTUYyWCwWAFBmMOkoAVKAAL
JIFMizUfUAhKGIXFAQrHUQEG63KjkMIcK6YYVQAHJacu+Modgm6zjaL Yd6A3I
8bYTEEIOyLbcGIULYYQTmMAOhRANfK64ZiL4pXEGNupsrCAPLVKpjiLYikkl1
yw088Ki9igFzYAVIQze9Ari/WMMz3A83gEMy9JBRQIleXKzlYI1qK6zpnigv
K4dJEAE3GYQnQKJIVWkcWwDyWYZQ1WAMPKgJGYbkQgIUE2IIBXJRYubwi2CfX
KoLu4oknYIBDKYCEYABg+0G9EIEJ6ABUGBNYiP+/P2QLI5SOTuCwAb9jFzLgl
JVIenymHpPYyBQ1mBBMWI1KGCAGagFBVAYO90xBexKx6sigsQ7+0IC+pl7Gx2W
bLw7/fpGZQHHNGOoVR4CVTOgDKOgDIzUjgMSjC30VWmMFSWZIWGOHHzZHURSHmM7
XbkjDHAVLSrIvou7X2EBYy3GFAIDTNCgAJUsANeCCWpCURFokeMi9egkFCcNAD
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 1yxuoCjuYBIn+A3PChCMwgF2kmSMo CHxg/o0ilfxqyVKT/NYW4i7emgR/wwmVcRIQDDFvQCHosFBNh
ALOCjim4LBrzNB9AGxrgj7EBOCeQ63ILDIlugggcYpYZxg6jYNbucAcCIWOdG
AcgKjlvAAgWgkAIZKC+QjJdIAKTIMHWGLASpUOUVSjARYAXUOg6TOtbFpQJ5U
mMOtdQykxVj5kd4jLkGVyrCtkBTPQqOmMOTIc7bQykt23DTufelsfxEFbAPycw
Awo0591VvADT4ENdykEHOQhiphbxG4hwJAgz1Zgbh210WOUCCSqOWLcggFdAAO4
b6jdk8VAOA6YYRDZH/hMOmg+ghOSRTtAhalLkgvlBrinmBiBgsxVYA6QPGTL4
PidY AIWwW/OMnKMVb8nI2Yu/s2h8+GMSygHGbhQEWG6ANUNN3IFZcSwDtisVGB
pjttZLXduRTC26+PnhRObAI2CI1LfQSRI6Y MHU/XwW3LtwMQZzhgFjiAJbIAUY
2NtdaRZr6SIWUAceCINawAt1aAJ9QFK5J6RytKNGUXxGXefNM4sgSWB/cwhOW
cRkGooAoULBaOdOOuUAAIEsU/eYLDy6QPyxaveYqeUMCOINPQ7yYFNAYRIsIW
uy5Vmmq24AMtY QVPWNZLjMoTOgIuOIITIwSb9A/bCctkUizrlgE6KZSwiim
Tp8DRRO3QIi/IMu4NAgOAIgdFzAQ3GAQWAUFKI7TM6IAGRgEJC98TGAlg4aP
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UQKSdDAzYUICCVck+KDBipUeN24uoECRAMUJFD5el1kqgx4wZPTG+nPiylOyY
E2HMfTFH9EUMKO6cjlpxQhaVE7hkYaCyglFQDCfcOKEhwYkePRPONCQDywwN
Gtom3ADT9gbcEDOcePTB6sqVHTFWMWLEF6gsWUJjfGVIZtQoN1+GhmGkOwvS
KyrdIHFCOcaFKzHcjJLAdSkry5uRqGQVQ+8tN1dGXfnCSBgSQQVI/ahNanYB
NNAKzM4Ag8ft3jJAYFDAA48k5ASyM8ebN4DkDEQmMEiIKgu4gcQEXNmwBJIh4BCf
10fW2ImDKoSWDjNmkOmFaYYBAOK4rBn/LwJIhw5ryHQ4BG3FBU+QsSAKNIjX
WQ9POMDASWXyQYMIh9SGwg+D7DDIIGJEY Iw3fSxiRSMIINgliISWwYAWKVsjh
iBX9QCHHIijA6AgWNjaBYAohQ2KgjGyjuCEUTAgSZCYgLNnGhFJIn24alWIJTSS
CY1RNgLF|SiyglEttsCQZQEwWDGLMBkZa4QiKjrBQAgUtCfEDBRSwwUYf{jpCZ
Tz40ZIKCK2HWIAQDPCywABWNCNCIKWH+YAAKQQjxBKPy1elDChdEUQIGIF6w
AwW88FFBLLSh0eQEFGVzpplhtPsFSpjSQEAMPFDzBwwUMoFATKbagoNoCaAxC
Cho7wIDGCvaA/9efCLXQOMERWO0SASS92HFHEGogcUdsPDEDDR37/JUDGS9wWA
UcSzHdJQIRAfVOXDRDx0kUOC6tTFAWORO/IIGr600m9cJGGYAAQkbnMASRSsK
SxgDX80wSIp6rPvuDBOskOtqN7HYIRt60GCsBDEsolcEEujhOgwixWDOT40x
AlViQDGSIBs+OOGDa2EEFhhCQ+FyAgmXdnzFxHrcwAoY 7MFywwxm+ECGGXBN
YAYeYQnBmMRkzTPXFM83s0AxPJ2gtmNZ60OWEYa26YO0xdWjHxxGV4xbMYVaZvt
IFnHinHIRtyhUYZEUY5Jhtdit0TxdwbbZEBKcLxVG59CBfywgghPFP8QRQEU
RKFIPiyQyGgBPDBQbZ8crYuCBGqAO0e5DNzGgAFFaLE6fdFVdOh2TqjBwCpg
kLHdEfwhK94hA0ZBQaxrFMHeEdwwOAEPP/CwAhnpkgFNgoNEQRDwP0iaCS+8
XAAPBegMaCKRZI16ZooxyQEHmMIDamiGKU7U9ZZSMuQpEJ/WVaM{/8T1ouAP9B]GFXYAVWXPnVnwigcQA2WqywEpPRoGEzfBkJ5v/UZtKbvDPu2jtBBIw6LnMPage 69 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php
YszTVcZAHXWQDKwWUNARHB2VCAhoABVObh5ECAIIaW0ZOFJACD2zUc0zQc3zV]/I6rQJslYKhnaZpxQQRuoA50FACxNelK
UMcKMADjiMAKVMvVDREEGOM+duEoGclOzFoEaRMMfhEDuzMF42AFK+gCr/RQf
zMEaMMAWFACIKQQTHOKAONXxzDAJOYNCrPcE2/JwPZUA]WA600Mhuqo8VdiGZ
9IEWmg+9DScdus++0Y9t+g8ayk/96 FUQ6AMCcKpySCICLOKHEGScr7maYfMhy
+IsUXBaKSKfCUdoMaYorNKgcpMAiY CZOFKNL5EcHSABvsBAJaMpgMQAS3/FwC[ThsAAUsKQ/8yyVRwWM91Es2KQIUVgK8YwxUkkARAWDPBgJiRwhX/TM8IdVGk
+AmMD1MIKJISWKKgdPEKBTQANHSEjWOtMua3d3UC2sctK3QYaolBXLczYTpJle
kmczdUwtQFgFhZgtACEfBF4IEUjLIMknjQSYGKOI+sBMICF33MDV8W42gYFX
al3iHUOaXsDIHhrbXcDxFZriFVpgkMA5SHONj3AIGQENVUEHMCAYuJOS8O0KIES
NQROBFiegsFHsB3cuuOE+AAe4EGbLQ1b6IEtQIZfyAl+tcbNZGpDB4VQNAaQ
0Qs++V7x4YVKXIASTLTa6MWcOYUZXMreoNMvDYU+NILgbhEEOKAILCAAzNIId

Page 70 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

8083BACQ/ICEZE4ERSS5XKEROdICWIt4C/WRIIOISAFQHEtZGhuiK5PAQA7AK
zspHIJRwWADhzALATDEfTCBMyBAVij4azAPXSAohQBH/wAh3gDysIQB2hel6hD
1zgON8wgHXDODgABKfXNbG3AmezLWFFJIhziYEWsXZ3Wv8hJ/fhw++RI+8yv
W/FPWhWxABDD/M7vYOlblyicPrzhEz/xjHT2jKTIY2HsmM;JdJrJk7hVJjQC
PLjCOSEA0JCASGTAFWwwdhFHfPYyAUK1Bgc3AArDANsBKS5rwEGHvVDNnsBDoqwB
bgmBoIRHALQK011SpZRAdJAIPBVAUQAztkuLBntBeEFKA1u2GCIDRIKCAXVuU
BJACVIXSAQy14f/QnU7ZASb81y8gwhxUgoAlwARsAIYI0nuogR2zRVimSwis
wWK5sAYb874A/B6blIhwREAXNW8g416+A5QTecgDEYka8cguj5wOAtgAgcGs7g
XDMBBUKgACP51SRpEyyOWIDBgj182y+5kyyQDEmMIQAzZQWEeMJEMmmeLxxTmT
wDH4izIAU1RQgTujMzqgfgBe9mEmcgLbywBpgwnyFQAQTDYWCwWT8PNArgAdux
hU5W2Z0p6JI+gTE1gOPhWWP4BF5grzYOE16Q36MhQR/fgjkgZQwgwVAVQNGC
x0jFktVs7IAOwWjsOQgRGAGBNVjXWWwWATFOgY AakJ/4eh6bxgLYeUELsgHD/ZY6m
9ImMmOISLKM5RPOVKLc7mjCADCABQQNSTtAEI4AAILMMPoAIYHMAapFe3MeYH
bw4zZyNddS3YjFqF3ZNQPeMNG6ABECKEGXdNOIMUITMOepNZCT+MiLbKFcsQiL
FFwmiM+1D+f57Jv/BEIljOzZkH+xwdva2J8LDRjFi+Rt0289eLUk+VHeJPMGT
kCWIm+evolG2gcvwdMAMveUgNIwWaPUBYMIyREOVhgEGIFEJUAE3PEEt2FAt
GEAeT8AjmKV11kKmolBZ8gBJxValkEgS9Zz3iCZuadcKiOsJ2II8olErkIIE
0EUCKJQRGYNDUkgBWAMGIEmMbtATjgEeA/Y1e/5XC1/zCBNgBImMBCNpKBEICD
GMQTK+xA4F4BLJRDVKQODSF|LRWCVBSLGYXxXx0xgQoCOXggELcSonoMRDRRM
ZwWzjKFCAT2zJDpBpOUKROMrDOMXAL7TFS9CNGTgBBmAkmfgAfwsOMvgAO/mZ
1UATBsCDD+VLMIT5NvLBUTDU+CMUDSTTNAAzB8asHgEXOCB8M7AIwjvR8Ak J9KAhgVokWIABFHww
05YiyEAhAR/cuACXHfy6llaPLgiDHHPCCOOWWSLASYsTrDRHyBhwkeUYWU4g
gYQNjhEzHzBJSFKCUSTYrzonRvFBXCNmMmMFOIHxAzA48bMJvghhskiMEHJ97]
M4FuujHnBFyu20OGLLxhp9lsdYkCimVGusHSHjxrd/2GUG8xwlwYeOFUzhhjC
0OKERIiHc4YoTwuhGDwmckNEJM8xg5YpmYmAEIOZawg6AFV1ioRFiIW1pgBz3u
MwBJGDIo4AcRaJiAjCIOOUSEQyYCjULTWFhCBgR8MKMAABDL8Y YUETfiIAgvAS
OOIlIEeZoow0t7BIEBXS4WWOVR4A4BJIpHHjngMi2GOWIObdco6lgOyOhAGzNo
ellUUWNQY4LHNDNgIAJIUSADV6K4DQO2SqBpEStOUtmrrYR6KIik1ko5k0zk
aMopgrLSWQCrsMKqCa6c6imsp8ZyxOirflrLkZeJjguum9aiQJOLgLjAxZow
wKOEghvp2hUezPWBBmMILEP9BhBUYKHeNIuhrdxeFJjCgJQqiKMBABnNiopRYD
SUMGNRTEZzVfvknzYbgOuG7GCDSsowEAd3vBOQI/X9HYFAwoIllIAcNaAahAY 1F
YeCwgASXuPGJEgpTdwu9efCbBjXKXaEDO2ZIAAVACKB]DTIM8EICMOB58cW+
00jiAIQ7BBIF2RKgYc5RYrgiBhgWwGOxBHzXRjoavOeDjCPIMEObE53zHvQd
LsBAURcpQCFW5I83B34f0ijixg4SIAGJUVDAOgxWosIAZUEFdcBDFg4ggXKS
swM3fAQeZiLBMclUpg2UiQQtOKECHQqi+E9hiB2iAKSWmEAIWTABINHIPE2bA
pwn/wCMMaYqVD1lihh/+50kVV2k8YGBGGU|V|B5y71CjQkKkv50pzeMLDapLU
DBB+o0TgbwhoaAPinj0jgPTRwWAvVUglYmQsasAKbFbzXTCgidgBwUIEAIDzkgB
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bzwhWhOxwxHOQ4ZyaOsQBtjCFsolAiDoMTytkwANOsY AaPEAWgxw2Brmsipf
HEQbvuFBB45QijucYgtAgMQkwiGnGcDICIM4xDTK1YslalEMIJCDD35AMQPwW
QAiILoNECOCABARMgQzHAQEtYOAe20KWET7IJCVLQNKAKpWhjoQtbyAgFuOQs
KIOhis9+9j0fCGOrOIOCMbtCJEXYY SYIEArSmhKXpdOE/ybqcFINNtCIx5Xg
a+ow2W8MBAR7FIAGaDuM2vzlgCLMYA6IWMgalPUEHIznAhP6wWueoC++9Y1c
hVubnWagxgq3Jc3FSsYENNUVAL1CmMRHQdxwTRisdoHauCIIEILBDjgUAD7g6ESP
0ZyERPADfoWmFusRGwMewgceuKIEgODDIfiQgdKYCgaZG1A+dhmFHbDOQFj0
AQoWsAlahG8FkopUpIRItvuATxsPkOAHOOORONFgFEXtyKLYhwESZ0O4CO2ge
kLjBg26IrRbtOUONOIABN2hRDztAFQI4KAtZTPAYGDgGS5IAVVXIEiIgIbAJINI
EzumCr7VSkmKQaK+sKIFQK8DIf/43QzA4CmLDCJITZOACHvVBWAXiwSgldccKs
PHgCJ57JFridwBEXxapRjlIVIIHEQdpgxuwohux3QFgexuDIOKIlek8qglZr0
AANt+ICIMWI]Gdikwml+GsSXHM1ZLxuVHNbZTKWcUQdsaxgf5zABhdAQCJIRtm
ByOs4lwU+laF1lUbxogLXQUJgRYmgQJS4E2kRSgCOB0oCBDCAQSEhMAQsIMwF
E60AfB14pVVIMBYOACFt480AA3XXTxiWIAI/MUY +pMYWIa3FxUgbiiP6QJSm
KeWbmfjKO6AJFWk+ZSTWTARYhmzOrsQIK|TeZjiZ2bSgJGURSAMKUNLsmUwQ
y57qMID/X3qTAV410zdPICKGGrENFjRPpAnIVYy2ESAZUtAET8XVbXwixRQO8
MgHcKABqgagFIdf1gATUqgQFEUIQVUaEmMxGSDbtjAC3W4gl1RaGgt1tChFcWo
N4j+T7C+1YFa9PdCNAjPINaVAHCVztRrRIEa1CCnVB64gnxIwWAKSWhOSBIip
AYKBPKjaoZKsIFOJEEKQIp05pyapqsk7UHNQUIsOdGABPFhV9jqgxStgwBa?2
2Brx4BEh+6EADzwSgRpyigcytBRONHjgIxZoWbeyD1UsDXRIAMgmMCIZQsm99
kS20AANXOZcGq5TArVAggA7zQUIM+IMbzCAI714igObY Twwy/yWBRaEqUYxo
EaOuQL117wCIX2CFG74QA4/EKmJOGLkbRIFdMyygVNMj+ZP0c8U0zcAJKLpC
pGCwjQz8PBp2ewlLMuCZnz/hziswABBEOE40GIMUT1jvetucxOMUZAJamIN5S
2j)YBMLAIA1soQL0ogozZA0+4xP+CGASayCjDYw8Ck2AIs+cCNSjCYD5X5RRtC
EI15JaCEEVWCN9dBWqGgJQcFHBEFBtI6b8KRtAaQ4XopZsAErsODya5Hal532
k6FsUyjiXLxXoKYVKOxMmKfv2VWaYJIXWE/maPSHyUYy5TStsLWVuTE4ee8y
l[dVsKZkowRMoAIl+fgocHF4isFYZcgv+iA7TURNdmAOgxaT9gYgBtFEMIRLKPH|jtuZBCISgtQSRtEIDwWo5AcqQURoWKhE4BCE
KgSOYAEEBAYObBBgIHRYagcypwSqAwWOGYRDKAdIYAOgWA9rW5zbUsADKkgaXxXS
JTTEXQQwWw5gAVI2QGyc47ecwakG5EwWyYpXIkiQs6zNnqQ4Xw8E26yIKugAoO
kQdviQakBC8+0olQWgwZUxGq4hAuJR982IBne7QRMBQ1mS03MARG6mMp+USBAg]!
YAK2Y5AKABYsggvPxEp8yA2aZwNkgUneivBCnMsNFoXiToAKVIQEsCaunqqW
hKR/nIB7RKgWNjHNeGiA20cEBtG5/kR4tJAEhK8mokD4ioXoMiFzsOPOCIAD
DixISCCMKAAyY1Eg9PELuwoPphu0QCmMAQGEBbOuUJ+1KA++mYLTVEI18XswsgA
MCJItnO0YH+J+4mVcYKAK5UAIODMOPAY 7FoDpyLGhAhTQtoUPJKAA0gDF8sSEW
aolmICindIQncqJIDHIrBvipngkgrsifp2n1qEktFpJinglsgFSZgOybmJQh

Page 72 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

XUzzpMYRvmMZkMsCMMKDSsGNkWMAV+EYNNGURTo08YuoYCIEcEagFeLmldvBQG
OKM3xKZNFWQmeeD/cQ7EO0Qjj2TqA6RqjA/SmQ/YilhMNnoavAHDNnRFJEP68]
QNTBpIQI2PgAXwogU67yCGIAGRIDBPjgMYAgLKMRGOphDn4hM44jFVMsCIBr
BaBhB/pDJXYNLOSEDDIj2NLIRHbgL7GNFKxnEArjRIpDBBJADbQAE4pzUDG
0OZrVOWQVL2DADXaAAWQEB7GoA+wDCMzIiIRIDzTESIWIVKCIVFZEUmwwS G40
L45za8CEBBOHeGAggBYAuGpID1zBt2bABODpEVCoQD7iPVhhsy4AC88Ea5xr
B8BkgNhwPxzICfQAVKWEF6wWEaxiFOeDQUXZEYmipFgLFCaQEF3Bhswijk/1xb
ZUI6KAzAxJsE4GsaYehSogTgBhwvlAp+DglrdRtHskLQXhEAENLghUuAIAEG
IUPX8lcvIFWKbRjJUAFYMwWUSRgQDKwW5AYywBXQJVXKQJjISINXihV3aJTKEAIJGM
Y22eYE4j42y4QSUCSvWBVowoh1pNB8SjWZ81DNs4vTCoiu6YimiwkiLtGeO
tEIV1IPUA92+blimWAikOdOpvghes1CZyqiji8SUE4xsVFTkowGVTQWOKAMVY
QB02I1BM+0z/UDVHOptJIQAAbMs3HVIUJEQFOwWhCa7ZuwUZEEOoSTKAAN|GpZbQ
AAZGpidwLxOID5YYIAa+EVOhKFZhggUWAJAMTIBE7EECW(IXcyQWd8CipAW+
4kU8mkcN5gAUMHY GamryAkRBf+AQYNVGQQIilimgQoAV2gQ3YbCQmMKE6TmMBD
TGcFqCpHgsSEMKED5pBANGMB5CG20EAeoPUCroCqJECW+kyRGi5calmgGhgO
IW1AIIV5KCcBCGRJINogD9CAGroaC1Gmy4JV4iMc6veNNOg4FnggLalDCIGwC
QGWB3YAVPiVWt8ZFYGBTJgtr8sliYWB69MAJINitkBSiuKM6WVSALi+t2EmBW
2PODrgAJpnWIGGVaUYXmDAtzBWAbGUEsSWPZZbPHowLRm7SIkMPeLorZCVgA7
XCY2gKAOfmAtYcAYWID/BcLjB5guPaTIwDAOO6KtdLY3QLKBXEQIONBMBUQ)] 7qcj8plF22YF/k
pQNIBzvodwvgkNYWwIFYI1z9L5+bQWIAWWphlepOQKXNdi7Tm+ZQXE5wImixRc
epCEijki+tANTLAXcCAQV0o4DAKwWwWBWDIN2wAIY60ImYDy+4yP2p3k46K0uKDyv;j
KrYGoRsuAHPAJBmMQO6QmjhEK6EwaRbIKAFQu4Kok5gbA4P+v42rWwWOUVWxBJt
9ABIg8eHAkiyEkulO4tVIotAMAAQV90LLdOHNAsXhloMNstSqgocKOqvkWir4
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vyCAXIUKzOEWvuCwzoiXaoadnuDZAaJABIIZeBR4sgXADXxE/eFDIFIVFhgI8
Gli4alDCEwM8eKDgYYBbLS4dOgqw5uSbcmiNalogAsmbGyh8FYCg8dFEEQgx8/
GBQ49MOKAREJRKwWQscCAEBQGCjCoJULIJ6EGiwRsvLQmMhUFKLDAgCGKMQz5
MJzAtciRIUXQBDThJYCXFTZQ2DSyYqUtIERQ+uxNJCBwWEYh6CbcVA4LdPHWF9
EzkG7Day4MPMAgsgxgwwY b59Hjv/dkudkWFHcgxDEX06dN5SMJIVhEoQC7gCuO
BXY8rDiOFJedxhQucCiRAooCQopv+d2wVsgCFDcWONohgYgCpKLYLNCUImwK
1ktUZLAIAQoYLBalYAHxtSvUuGGC4QrHAVUTYUZwycPjkAoMEZDgsWMHdADgQs
oNAKP/DBxw5DrUDKBYO85IRTCSDo3w4XjLLDDzAYSEAHP1AAAwzGcMfcD2jl
M8h+fCSQABOLDLJA|GI4UEIHZICxggRo9LTCEbBMMIgtGFywwwI70LCDBDSg
AQMOM/IBWWIXuMfDDhbCANYFCXSghgQSwHDBAIiYOQEMtVQZA4sJSLACAxJo
gyUJYG1w/4AFHDMBHgToYbLANWO1ZicYOMIShJwm2wEAFPCckSYMPPNSgRyO0o0
KImkHhKQMUMtRN5BQRIBhhFDkgOo00Qc8JFBBBQanLvDIDifYYouhYZwwaAG2
LOrgFyRYKYGFo7DigwROjHKCWSccK8sJySpLQrNUHMtcg9w10khrGWxkQBRR
JHSQAVXtZFsmFzxRn1MXJWDAE67wwE1I13hrAgBBqHEEGH2uUMB8KKLK3RwWSFa
HelfgTDwdBEDBVtOOxEeligCDSssEC83CjHQgRAIbBFNB1vOVPERa+CO0ADzG
GPMVBcaU4MgiJWTCQI5tvaUPG3PxchpeLyeSWCJINSEYYY4btjP8YYTk/ZhnQ
IgkAGdICVBaYaXz9RbTPJeDVICOOMGYYanetlUK[ELNSVbfMRbGNQUMNw8V/
GDDHAAUZRFRAUtxUguS5wGwnBQy1PUIQdDxetUYt/BATHEQPpMvVBEIXxoVOIhT
KKyZglggW+ENeq65BhsMKDAQhskYuF3AR09kOEgQUC231X1cCQgyeRYcMzKJ1
XMW2xRNb8tEBDXpovsDDFkVpa3Uj8j0IDKR4IIDVMY4S4wl0SDDKDLDMQMMo
K8AAHh+9WDJIKM7YQ2fwCozxfwCBorlAGGRLEEAMKSIEJwwYIwJBALC/32tEC
eNBQgKRWSsjipBLCKBNECizgKJEA8qYNfBGVJhpzaY4sXWSkGD8QSqqiQJEN
gHofWdOROQiIS9CYznAp26wg7CAB80jAOPYUNhVsU41KVeFyFC2+MIXFtUelu3A
FisgQagWEKpRmMMEJwnJDgk5FghM0Oa4mgAssSAWIAOw==

---=_linux460feb78--

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 17:44:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| have posted about his in the past. This is the 800Ib gorilla in the room.
http://environment.newscientist.com/article/mg18725124.500.h tml
Unfortunately, most forecasts do not take the methane leaching properly into

account, so the acceleration will probably be faster than most climatologists
currently predict.

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Deegj [4] on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 18:01:35 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don,
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To follow up on my last post in regards to deforestation, prior to the last
10 years or so, | spent a goodly part of my life in southern Mexico. | have
watched as the area has changed from what was once a paradise to an
environmental trainwreck. This happened just between 1970 and 1995.

http://www.planeta.com/ecotravel/mexico/mxforest.html

| haven't been back down to that part of the world since 96 but | still have
quite a few friends there and we stay in touch on a regular basis. If you
are interested and want the scoop on what is happening, this is a good
source of info.

http://www.realoaxaca.com/

Stan seems to lean a bit to the left on many things, but he's that way for a
reason and he's a good and honest person. His monthly newsletter is usually
consistent with what | have seen and experienced there for many decades,
which is a real eye opener for those of us up here north of the Rio Grande
who may care to question why things down there affect what's happening up
here.

Regards,

Deej

"DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote in message news:460febb3$1@linux...
>

> "Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460ef74831@linux...
>>| understand what you're saying DJ and I'm in no way saying that humans
>>aren't contributing to greenhouse gases..my only problem is that
>>greenhouse gases make up such a small (almost insignificant) portion of
>>our atmosphere that | personally find it hard to believe that Global
>>\Warming; if there is such a thing happening, is being driven by human
>>activity

>>

>>DOn

>

> One thing to think about here Don......deforestation............. the

> planet used to be covered with plants that utilized C02. C02 may

> constitute only a small portion of our atmosphere, but it's a critical

> part of the atmosphere. When you talk about *almost insignificant* things,

> a 3 degree F rise in global temperature may seem insignificant in and of

> itself, and the inundation of 60 miles of continental coastline that this

> could create may seem insignificant when you consider that 60 miles is
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> insignificant when you're talking about a continent that is over 3000

> miles across, but also consider the fact that a huge portion of the

> earth's population lives within that 60 miles and since water tends to

> adhere to the laws of gravity, depending on the topo in these various

> areas, this 60 miles is gonna just be a drainage area for waterflow

> seeking the lowest point which means you'd best start buying beachfront
> real estate on the eastern edge of the Mojave and the Appalatians.

>

> A little goes a long way when you start jacking around with the life

> support system of a living organism and the earth is a living organism.

> We're just sorta’ starting to behave like a malignancy within that

> organism. A *almost insignificant* tumor can kill you. Suppose someone
> strapped a respirator on you and started mixing in elevated levels of C02
> at higher temperatures than 98.6 degrees, thus alterering the basic

> composition of the gases you needed to survive and warming your body to
> the point that you basically were running a fever 24/7, and you had to

> breathe this to the exclusion of anything else. Depending on how

> drastically the C02 was increased, you might survive and eventually adapt,
> but you would initially be weaked by the imbalance of the toxic gas and

> the fever and the this weakening would likely hamper your capability to

> evolve an adaptation to the new environment. Now add that to the fact that
> as you are weakening, the C02 levels and temperature in your environment
> are being constantly elevated.

>

> Maybe a good thin (not for us, but for everything but us) is that our

> population density is getting to the point that we are are fast becoming a

> petrii dish for some new bugs out there that could be considered by some
> to be the earth's immune system. when the :*bird flu" white cells start

> travelling through the earth's aerial circulatory system that Boeing,

> Lockheed, Airbus, et al has so conveniently provided it, all but the

> *resistant strains* may get whacked.

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone-sided polemic
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 18:04.01 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

That's a good description of the straw man argument being put out there,
Don. It sounds plausible but it's a diversion.

Here's why:

The earth's climate HAS changed dramatically over time. No one is
claiming otherwise.

There are and have been a variety of causes. No one is claiming otherwise.
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The science shows this clearly.

Setting up a straw man that no one is advocating and knocking it down
decisively may seem like a winning argument, but it's a fake argument
from the getgo.

So OK, right now, as in the past, we know that there are many drivers of
climate. Everyone agrees on this point.

However, today, unlike in the past, industrialized humans have joined
the list. The data shows human contributions to greenhouse gases.

The reason carbon in the atmosphere is important is that it sticks

around and accumulates for long periods of time. Unlike, for example,
water vapor which comes and goes on a quick schedule with evaporation
and precipitation.

Scientists have spent a long time and a lot of effort looking at all the

major suspects and so far they are not enough to account for the recent
warming trend. Whereas atmospheric carbon from human causes does account
for it.

How can what may seem like a relatively small amount of CO2 cause an
effect in a larger system?

As a mental example, consider a physical system that is in balance on a
pivot point. Even if it's a very massive system, a small amount of force
on one side or the other of the pivot point can change the balance.

The result of all our research so far gives us reasonable insights into
what may be going on in the atmosphere and how our activities may be a
significant cause for the changes we are now measuring.

That knowledge offers us the chance and the responsibility to future
generations to choose how we want to affect our home planet over time.

We can be informed and proactive or we can sit in willful confusion and
let the situation deteriorate.

Our choice.
Cheers,

-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com
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Don Nafe wrote:

> Just so I've got this straight...according to the scientific data | am to

> believe that the smallest portion of our atmosphere (less than 3%) is in

> charge of our planet's temperature and that the sun, the oceans and cosmic
> triggers have little or no effect on our climate...and that the warming and

> cooling trends of the previous 600 million years on the earth don't matter

> pecause humans weren't a factor in those changes.

>

> Ok got it

>

> Don

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460edf8a$1l@linux...
>> |t's a viewpoint that ignores the main body of peer-reviewed scientific

>> evidence for the sake of sensationalism. It was done that way deliberately
>> py the producers, with no attempt at an objective look at the actual

>> scientific evidence.

>>

>> Google it to check out the story behind it. Fair and balanced it ain't.

>>

>> | do like the breathless announcer, fast cuts and dramatic music. It's

>> always fun to see a one-sided polemic that ironically accuses others of

>> being one-sided. | doubt anyone here is gullible enough to take it as an

>> objective authority.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHmJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>

>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming
>>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

>>> jnvented the internet...

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one sided polemic BS
Posted by Don Nafe on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 18:27:26 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DJ" <www.aarrrrggghhh!!l.com> wrote in message news:460febb3$1@linux...
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>
> "Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:460ef748$1@linux...
>>| understand what you're saying DJ and I'm in no way saying that humans
>>aren't contributing to greenhouse gases..my only problem is that
>>greenhouse gases make up such a small (almost insignificant) portion of
>>our atmosphere that | personally find it hard to believe that Global
>>\Warming; if there is such a thing happening, is being driven by human
>>activity

>>

>>DOn

>

> One thing to think about here Don......deforestation............. the

> planet used to be covered with plants that utilized C02. C02 may

> constitute only a small portion of our atmosphere, but it's a critical

> part of the atmosphere. When you talk about *almost insignificant* things,
> a 3 degree F rise in global temperature may seem insignificant in and of

> itself, and the inundation of 60 miles of continental coastline that this

> could create may seem insignificant when you consider that 60 miles is

> insignificant when you're talking about a continent that is over 3000

> miles across, but also consider the fact that a huge portion of the

> earth's population lives within that 60 miles and since water tends to

> adhere to the laws of gravity, depending on the topo in these various

> areas, this 60 miles is gonna just be a drainage area for waterflow

> seeking the lowest point which means you'd best start buying beachfront
> real estate on the eastern edge of the Mojave and the Appalatians.

Only one problem Deej nobody's talking 3 degrees..it's all about 1/2 a
degree over a hundred years, which could be a naturally occurring event yet
no one wants to admit the possibilty because well, Global Warming is a big
business now

As for deforestation being a problem | agree but here in Canada most of our
logging companies have bought into the "replant what they harvest” mind set
(although I could be wrong) so we're doing our part at least from what I've
read (and yes there are exceptions so please nobody jump down my throat)

>

> A little goes a long way when you start jacking around with the life

> support system of a living organism and the earth is a living organism.

> We're just sorta' starting to behave like a malignancy within that

> organism. A *almost insignificant* tumor can kill you. Suppose someone
> strapped a respirator on you and started mixing in elevated levels of C02
> at higher temperatures than 98.6 degrees, thus alterering the basic

> composition of the gases you needed to survive and warming your body to
> the point that you basically were running a fever 24/7, and you had to

> breathe this to the exclusion of anything else. Depending on how

> drastically the C02 was increased, you might survive and eventually adapt,
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> but you would initially be weaked by the imbalance of the toxic gas and

> the fever and the this weakening would likely hamper your capability to

> evolve an adaptation to the new environment. Now add that to the fact that
> as you are weakening, the C02 levels and temperature in your environment
> are being constantly elevated.

Ya lost me on that one...but it's going to take a heck of a lot more than

1/2 a degree change to drastically alter the chemical make up of our
atmosphere as history has demonstrated over the millenia. This is not to say
that we aren't facing some realities regarding Oil, Pollution, Water etc

that have to be addressed and personally | think that we can do a much
better job managing our resources and the environment and | for one do my
part not to mention hound my various levels of government and business to
get on board and start thinking long term Afterall | have kids and I'd like

give them a planet in better shape than it is now.

>

> Maybe a good thin (not for us, but for everything but us) is that our

> population density is getting to the point that we are are fast becoming a
> petrii dish for some new bugs out there that could be considered by some
> to be the earth's immune system. when the :*bird flu" white cells start

> travelling through the earth's aerial circulatory system that Boeing,

> Lockheed, Airbus, et al has so conveniently provided it, all but the

> *resistant strains* may get whacked.

Agreed...now where were we? oh yea. CO2

Is CO2 the cause of Global Warming...that's the multi billion dollar
guestion.

Personally | don't think so...but then again WTF do | know

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberately one-sided polemic
Posted by Don Nafe on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 19:00:43 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

First off Gene, that is not CO2 I'm looking at...it is a myriad of shit we
humans spew into the atmosphere and yes CO2 is one of those ingrediants.

Can we do something about this overall pollution, damn right we can and we
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have the technology now to make a significant impact.

What we need is the political will and the almighty consumer to voice their
opinion by demanding more from our governments and corporations as well as
from ourselves.

Reduce, reuse and recycle are starting points, developing real alternatives
for our energy needs is another starting point, motivating industry to clean
up their act is another starting point...the list goes on and on but the
bottom line is something can be done.

Jamie...| am not arguing that man is not contributing to the problem,
obviously we are, but you are basing everything on a 100 year period that is
granted "out of the ordinary" and insist it is solely man's contribution to
greenhouse gases that are the cause. | just think there's more here than
man's handiwork at work.

Any thoughts on that 11 year cycle of sunspot activity we just came out
of...interesting that the two years of back to back El Nino/ El Nina
coincided almost perfectly with the peak in sun spot activity between 1997
and 2002...could be a coincidence who am | to say.

And althought | sit squarely in the nay sayers camp | still think we as a
species had better smarten up pretty damn quick because global warming is
only one of many things we're going to have to deal with

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460ff509$1@linux...
>

> That's a good description of the straw man argument being put out there,

> Don. It sounds plausible but it's a diversion.

>

> Here's why:

>

> The earth's climate HAS changed dramatically over time. No one is claiming
> otherwise.

>

> There are and have been a variety of causes. No one is claiming otherwise.
>

> The science shows this clearly.

>

> Setting up a straw man that no one is advocating and knocking it down

> decisively may seem like a winning argument, but it's a fake argument from

> the getgo.

>

> So OK, right now, as in the past, we know that there are many drivers of
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> climate. Everyone agrees on this point.

>

> However, today, unlike in the past, industrialized humans have joined the
> |list. The data shows human contributions to greenhouse gases.

>

> The reason carbon in the atmosphere is important is that it sticks around
> and accumulates for long periods of time. Unlike, for example, water vapor
> which comes and goes on a quick schedule with evaporation and

> precipitation.

>

> Scientists have spent a long time and a lot of effort looking at all the

> major suspects and so far they are not enough to account for the recent
> warming trend. Whereas atmospheric carbon from human causes does account
> for it.

>

> How can what may seem like a relatively small amount of CO2 cause an
> effect in a larger system?

>

> As a mental example, consider a physical system that is in balance on a
> pivot point. Even if it's a very massive system, a small amount of force

> on one side or the other of the pivot point can change the balance.

>

> The result of all our research so far gives us reasonable insights into

> what may be going on in the atmosphere and how our activities may be a
> significant cause for the changes we are now measuring.

>

> That knowledge offers us the chance and the responsibility to future

> generations to choose how we want to affect our home planet over time.
>

> We can be informed and proactive or we can sit in willful confusion and

> let the situation deteriorate.

>

> QOur choice.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

>

> Don Nafe wrote:

>> Just so I've got this straight...according to the scientific data | am to

>> pelieve that the smallest portion of our atmosphere (less than 3%) is in
>> charge of our planet's temperature and that the sun, the oceans and

>> cosmic triggers have little or no effect on our climate...and that the

>> warming and cooling trends of the previous 600 million years on the earth
>> don't matter because humans weren't a factor in those changes.

>>
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>> Ok got it

>>

>> Don

>>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>> news:460edf8a$l@linux...

>>> |t's a viewpoint that ignores the main body of peer-reviewed scientific
>>> evidence for the sake of sensationalism. It was done that way

>>> deliberately by the producers, with no attempt at an objective look at
>>> the actual scientific evidence.

>>>

>>> Google it to check out the story behind it. Fair and balanced it ain't.
>>>

>>> | do like the breathless announcer, fast cuts and dramatic music. It's
>>> always fun to see a one-sided polemic that ironically accuses others of
>>> peing one-sided. | doubt anyone here is gullible enough to take it as an
>>> objective authority.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>>

>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the
>>>> man who invented the internet...

>>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by rick on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 19:22:45 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

once that surfaces from the ocean floors we're effed.

On 2 Apr 2007 03:44:43 +1000, "Gene Lennon”
<glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>

>| have posted about his in the past. This is the 800Ib gorilla in the room.
>

> http://environment.newscientist.com/article/mg18725124.500.h tml

>
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>Unfortunately, most forecasts do not take the methane leaching properly into
>account, so the acceleration will probably be faster than most climatologists
>currently predict.

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
deliberatelyone-sided polemic
Posted by Jamie K on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 19:40:21 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hey Don, we agree that there is more than human effects at work. The key
point is that human causes could be adding to other causes to tip the
balance.

Solar causes are exceedingly important to climate. But the measured data
shows that changes in the Sun's output are not the culprit for the
current warming:

http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/28/090/30666

"According to PMOD at the World Radiation Center there has been no
increase in solar irradiance since at least 1978, when satellite
observations began. This means that for the last thirty years, while the
temperature has been rising fastest, the sun has not changed."

Based on current research, climate scientists are concerned with climate
changes that could be occurring due to human contributed greenhouse
gases. The changes could possibly accelerate due to other carbon sources
thawing and adding to the problem. We would be wise to pay attention.

Smaller actions now may be more effective than larger actions later.

| agree that something can be done, and your solutions are a good place
to start.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

PS.

| don't know about sunspot data that may correspond with el nino/nina
(ocean-based weather driving events), but if so it would be an
interesting area for research, to see if there is a mechanism to ascribe
any sort of cause/effect relationship.

Don Nafe wrote:
> First off Gene, that is not CO2 I'm looking at...it is a myriad of shit we
> humans spew into the atmosphere and yes CO2 is one of those ingrediants.
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>
> Can we do something about this overall pollution, damn right we can and we
> have the technology now to make a significant impact.

>

> What we need is the political will and the almighty consumer to voice their

> opinion by demanding more from our governments and corporations as well as
> from ourselves.

>

> Reduce, reuse and recycle are starting points, developing real alternatives

> for our energy needs is another starting point, motivating industry to clean

> up their act is another starting point...the list goes on and on but the

> bottom line is something can be done.

>

>

> Jamie...| am not arguing that man is not contributing to the problem,

> obviously we are, but you are basing everything on a 100 year period that is

> granted "out of the ordinary” and insist it is solely man's contribution to

> greenhouse gases that are the cause. | just think there's more here than

> man's handiwork at work.

>

> Any thoughts on that 11 year cycle of sunspot activity we just came out

> of...interesting that the two years of back to back EIl Nino/ El Nina

> coincided almost perfectly with the peak in sun spot activity between 1997

> and 2002...could be a coincidence who am | to say.

>

> And althought | sit squarely in the nay sayers camp | still think we as a

> species had better smarten up pretty damn quick because global warming is

> only one of many things we're going to have to deal with

>

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460ff509$1@Ilinux...
>> That's a good description of the straw man argument being put out there,
>> Don. It sounds plausible but it's a diversion.

>>

>> Here's why:

>>

>> The earth's climate HAS changed dramatically over time. No one is claiming
>> otherwise.

>>

>> There are and have been a variety of causes. No one is claiming otherwise.
>>

>> The science shows this clearly.

>>

>> Setting up a straw man that no one is advocating and knocking it down

>> decisively may seem like a winning argument, but it's a fake argument from
>> the getgo.

>>
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>> So OK, right now, as in the past, we know that there are many drivers of
>> climate. Everyone agrees on this point.

>>

>> However, today, unlike in the past, industrialized humans have joined the
>> list. The data shows human contributions to greenhouse gases.

>>

>> The reason carbon in the atmosphere is important is that it sticks around
>> and accumulates for long periods of time. Unlike, for example, water vapor
>> which comes and goes on a quick schedule with evaporation and

>> precipitation.

>>

>> Scientists have spent a long time and a lot of effort looking at all the

>> major suspects and so far they are not enough to account for the recent
>> warming trend. Whereas atmospheric carbon from human causes does account
>> for it.

>>

>> How can what may seem like a relatively small amount of CO2 cause an
>> effect in a larger system?

>>

>> As a mental example, consider a physical system that is in balance on a
>> pivot point. Even if it's a very massive system, a small amount of force
>> on one side or the other of the pivot point can change the balance.

>>

>> The result of all our research so far gives us reasonable insights into

>> what may be going on in the atmosphere and how our activities may be a
>> significant cause for the changes we are now measuring.

>>

>> That knowledge offers us the chance and the responsibility to future

>> generations to choose how we want to affect our home planet over time.
>>

>> We can be informed and proactive or we can sit in willful confusion and
>> |et the situation deteriorate.

>>

>> Our choice.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>>

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> Just so I've got this straight...according to the scientific data | am to

>>> pelieve that the smallest portion of our atmosphere (less than 3%) is in
>>> charge of our planet's temperature and that the sun, the oceans and
>>> cosmic triggers have little or no effect on our climate...and that the

>>> warming and cooling trends of the previous 600 million years on the earth
>>> don't matter because humans weren't a factor in those changes.
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>>>

>>> Ok got it

>>>

>>> Don

>>>

>>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>> news:460edf8a$l@linux...

>>>> |t's a viewpoint that ignores the main body of peer-reviewed scientific
>>>> evidence for the sake of sensationalism. It was done that way

>>>> deliberately by the producers, with no attempt at an objective look at
>>>> the actual scientific evidence.

>>>>

>>>> Google it to check out the story behind it. Fair and balanced it ain't.
>>>>

>>>> | do like the breathless announcer, fast cuts and dramatic music. It's
>>>> glways fun to see a one-sided polemic that ironically accuses others of
>>>> peing one-sided. | doubt anyone here is gullible enough to take it as an
>>>> objective authority.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>5>>>

>>>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>>>> warming and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the
>>>>> man who invented the internet...

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 20:36:38 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460fec68$1@Ilinux...
> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and

>> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

>> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen

>> AFTER the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a

>> fool to believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global

>> warming. Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>>
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>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
>> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>
> Bill, you can read a good explanation here:

>

> http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76
>

> In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is

> the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are now
> contributing to the current climate change.

>

> |If you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some sense
> to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are drawing.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

We have two experts on climate here in Ottawa and both disagree vehemently
that CO2 is the major cause of the warming trend we are presently
experiencing. In fact one of them is a climate modelling expert and you

should hear him rail against the models that are being used by the Global
Warmists.

All' I can say Jamie is we will have to agree to disagree but I'm keeping an
open mind albeit a skeptical one.

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Bill Lorentzen on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 22:55:54 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hi Jamie,

| read the article, and it indicated that CO2 did not trigger the warming,
but that it was part of the after/contributing effects.

| wish we would all work on positive actions we can take to handle the
sitaution instead of what we must give up and stop doing and make amends
for. People like to DO things not give up things. They like to CREATE, not
reduce, and frankly it's better for them. | would much rather go on an
excercise program than a low calory diet. Telling a person to stop doing
something is much less effective than showing them how to do something
different and better (and hopefully more fun).

Let's work on creative ways to make posotive changes in our world. One of
the articles posted above pointed out that we will have more food production
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as an effect of global warming. Well that's a good thing, and we can
capitalize on it by helping to ameliorate famine, but that's never mentioned
by the blamers and takers-away.

Speaking very honestly, | would be OK with having fewer polar bears if the
millions of starving people on Earth could eat a healthy diet. But ideally

we can find solutions that don't harm anything, but actually SOLVE the
problem, not just reduce all the bad things we humans are doing to the poor
pitiful world. Let's get really smart and handle the hell out of it instead

of tiptoeing around being all careful and apologetic. Let's have some fun!

Bill L

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460fec68$1@Ilinux...
> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and
>> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

>> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen

>> AFTER the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a

>> fool to believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global

>> warming. Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>>

>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
>> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>

> Bill, you can read a good explanation here:

>

> http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76
>

> In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is

> the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are now
> contributing to the current climate change.

>

> |f you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some sense
> to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are drawing.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by Sarah on Sun, 01 Apr 2007 23:54:17 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

OK,
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Here's a question . . . let's say for a second there really is a
scientific debate about the threat of global warming . . . what is wrong
with "Better safe than sorry?" Doesn't such common sense apply to the
health of the biosphere?

| hate to use the smoking analogy, but that's only because | didn't
think of it first. :) | think it's a good analogy. The idea that inhaling
tobacco smoke is unhealthy was around long before scientists in the '60s
apparently convinced the surgeon general (or somebody) that "smoking may be
hazardous to your health.” Yeah, just maybe. My father quit immediately
when the warnings became official. My mother said, "Oh, nonsense," and died
of lung cancer in the late '70s. As a nurse on a medical unit, | see the
damage from smoking every day, yet there are still lots of people smoking,
and even people who deny the health hazards!

Smokers seem to come in two broad categories . . . those who say, "I
know | should quit, but I'm not ready," and those who say, "Ah, it's
bullshit. My grandpa smoked and lived to be 99!"

Now scientists have put a big sticker across petroleum, gas, and coal,
"Warning: burning of fossil fuels may be hazardous to life on earth.” As
with cigarette smoking, some of us want to quit right away -- why take
chances? Others seem to be saying, well, maybe this is a problem, but I'm
not ready to quit. Others deny the warnings altogether and light up another
SUV.

The problem with the smoking analogy is that we can't just send the
global warming denyers outside, like we do with smokers. Do we really want
to wait and see if the predicted disasters happen and then go, "Damn, |
guess we should've done more sooner!" ? | like Portland as it is, and |
don't like the idea of it being on a little island off the coast of Oregon.

If there's even a chance that Al Gore's Inconvenience is True, | say let's
change things agressively NOW.

But come on . . . there's way more than a chance. Isn't this really
about resistance to change?

| have several friends who still smoke, including a couple of nurses.
None of these people denies the risks, but | really think underneath it all
they just don't give a crap. "Hey, everybody dies of something."

Is that what's really going on with the global warming "debate"? Is it
really just a battle between those who give a crap and those who don't? |
realize even planets don't last forever, but I think this one has a few good
millenia left in it if we can get it to lay off the cigarettes. :)

Sarah
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"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>

> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who

> invented the internet...

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by DC on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 00:04:45 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>"The worst stuff is not going to happen because we can't be that stupid,”
>said Harvard University oceanographer James McCarthy.

>

>This is the optimistic opinion of a person who does not frequent the Paris
>users group.

>

>Gene :-(

| do not believe anyone here is stupid.

DC

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by DC on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 00:06:40 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

They give a pretty compelling response to this in the movie.
Take a look.

DC

"Sarah" <sarahjane@sarahtonin.com> wrote:

>0K,

>

> Here's a question . . . let's say for a second there really is a
>scientific debate about the threat of global warming . . . what is wrong
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>with "Better safe than sorry?" Doesn't such common sense apply to the
>health of the biosphere?

z | hate to use the smoking analogy, but that's only because | didn't
>think of it first. :) I think it's a good analogy. The idea that inhaling
>tobacco smoke is unhealthy was around long before scientists in the '60s
>apparently convinced the surgeon general (or somebody) that "smoking may
Ef\azardous to your health.” Yeah, just maybe. My father quit immediately
>yvhen the warnings became official. My mother said, "Oh, nonsense," and
Sloefdlung cancer in the late '70s. As a nurse on a medical unit, | see the
>damage from smoking every day, yet there are still lots of people smoking,
>and even people who deny the health hazards!

z Smokers seem to come in two broad categories . . . those who say, "l
>know | should quit, but I'm not ready," and those who say, "Ah, it's
>bullshit. My grandpa smoked and lived to be 99!"

z Now scientists have put a big sticker across petroleum, gas, and coal,
>"Warning: burning of fossil fuels may be hazardous to life on earth.” As

>with cigarette smoking, some of us want to quit right away -- why take
>chances? Others seem to be saying, well, maybe this is a problem, but I'm

>not ready to quit. Others deny the warnings altogether and light up another
>SUV.

>

> The problem with the smoking analogy is that we can't just send the
>global warming denyers outside, like we do with smokers. Do we really want
>to wait and see if the predicted disasters happen and then go, "Damn, |

>guess we should've done more sooner!" ? | like Portland as it is, and |

>don't like the idea of it being on a little island off the coast of Oregon.
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>|f there's even a chance that Al Gore's Inconvenience is True, | say let's

>change things agressively NOW.
>

> Butcome on...there's way more than a chance. Isn't this really

>about resistance to change?
>

> | have several friends who still smoke, including a couple of nurses.

>None of these people denies the risks, but | really think underneath it

all

>they just don't give a crap. "Hey, everybody dies of something."”

>

> [s that what's really going on with the global warming "debate"? Is

it

>really just a battle between those who give a crap and those who don't?

I

>realize even planets don't last forever, but | think this one has a few

good

>millenia left in it if we can get it to lay off the cigarettes. :)

>

>Sarah

>

>

>"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:460ec4f9@linux...
>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>

>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global warming

>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>> invented the internet...

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by Sarah on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 00:47:51 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Hey, cowboy :)

| guess you missed my post above. | watched the movie, and | addressed
that response in my first post above. As you may notice, | found his
implication regarding the Third World somewhat less than compelling.
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S

"DC" <dc@spammersinthetroposphere.com> wrote in message
news:46104910$1@linux...

>

> They give a pretty compelling response to this in the movie.

>

> Take a look.

>

>DC

>

>

> "Sarah" <sarahjane@sarahtonin.com> wrote:

>>0K,

>>

>> Here's a question . . . let's say for a second there really is a
>>scientific debate about the threat of global warming . . . what is wrong

>

>>with "Better safe than sorry?" Doesn't such common sense apply to the
>>health of the biosphere?

>>

>> | hate to use the smoking analogy, but that's only because | didn't

>

>>think of it first. :) | think it's a good analogy. The idea that

>>inhaling

>

>>tobacco smoke is unhealthy was around long before scientists in the '60s
>

>>apparently convinced the surgeon general (or somebody) that "smoking may
> be

>>hazardous to your health." Yeah, just maybe. My father quit immediately
>

>>when the warnings became official. My mother said, "Oh, nonsense," and
> died

>>0f lung cancer in the late '70s. As a nurse on a medical unit, | see the

>

>>damage from smoking every day, yet there are still lots of people smoking,
>

>>and even people who deny the health hazards!

>>

>> Smokers seem to come in two broad categories . . . those who say, "I
>

>>know | should quit, but I'm not ready," and those who say, "Ah, it's
>>pullshit. My grandpa smoked and lived to be 99!"

>>

>> Now scientists have put a big sticker across petroleum, gas, and coal,
>

>>"Warning: burning of fossil fuels may be hazardous to life on earth." As
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>
>>with cigarette smoking, some of us want to quit right away -- why take
>>chances? Others seem to be saying, well, maybe this is a problem, but I'm
>

>>not ready to quit. Others deny the warnings altogether and light up
>>another

>

>>SUV.

>>

>> The problem with the smoking analogy is that we can't just send the
>

>>global warming denyers outside, like we do with smokers. Do we really
>>want

>

>>to wait and see if the predicted disasters happen and then go, "Damn, |
>

>>guess we should've done more sooner!" ? | like Portland as it is, and |
>

>>don't like the idea of it being on a little island off the coast of

>>0regon.

>

>>|f there's even a chance that Al Gore's Inconvenience is True, | say let's
>

>>change things agressively NOW.

>>

>> Butcome on. .. there's way more than a chance. Isn't this really

>

>>about resistance to change?

>>

>> | have several friends who still smoke, including a couple of nurses.
>

>>None of these people denies the risks, but I really think underneath it

> all

>>they just don't give a crap. "Hey, everybody dies of something."”

>>

>> |s that what's really going on with the global warming "debate"? Is

> it

>>really just a battle between those who give a crap and those who don't?
> |

>>realize even planets don't last forever, but | think this one has a few

> good

>>millenia left in it if we can get it to lay off the cigarettes. :)

>>

>>Sarah

>>

>>

>>"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message
>>news:460ec4fo@linux...

Page 95 of 154 ---- Generated from The PARI S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

>>> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u6IPHmMJWmDk&mode=related& amp;search=
>>>

>>> |t's a British documentary showing another viewpoint about global
>>> warming

>

>>> and CO2. It's a viewpoint that is different from that of the man who
>>> invented the internet...

>>>

>>

>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by gene lennon on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 00:48:49 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"DC" <dc@spammersinthetoposphere.org> wrote:
>

>| do not believe anyone here is stupid.

>

>DC

Neither do I, but even extremely intelligent people can do very dumb things.

If we all sit back and wait till its too late, we will have acted very stupid,
regardless of how intelligent we are. There are many intelligent members

of our government who are acting quite stupid on a daily basis. Being intelligent
and acting intelligent are quite different things.

Everyone is entitled to his or her opinion, but we have only one Earth. If

a few very vocal skeptics succeed in delaying the commitment needed to change
the direction the environment is heading, those people will have done serious
harm to the majority of people on the planet, even if that was not their

intention.

If the environmental and scientific communities are right and the naysayers
are wrong, the naysayers are fucking up my one-and-only World and | feel
| should have the right to fight for it.

A major problem continues to be the millions that have been spent on the
disinformation campaign. The energy industry (with the help of our government)

has done this to protect its astronomical profits and many conservative organizations
and individuals have gotten on-board because of long time alignments with

big business. But today we must look beyond historic political alignments

and find a solution for the planet. That is why many are coming around. The

science is clear. The world will soon be divided into those who are willing

to make personal sacrifices for the future of the planet and those who will

continue to go for everything they can personally amass. A third group, which
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| am a member of, will be willing to fight to save what s left. And the fight
starts with speaking out!

Gene

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 01:35:28 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Thanks for keeping an open mind, Don. If you can point me to the papers
published by the two scientists you mention, I'll check 'em out. | keep
an open mind, too.

But given what's at stake, | don't want to pussyfoot around when so much
evidence and so many experts point to problems building up.

Especially when smaller actions taken now could give us a much, much
better chance of preserving a livable climate, longer term, than even
incredibly difficult, economy crashing cold turkey attempts would
achieve if we sit around and wait until later.

Also, considering that mitigating green house gas emissions has other
positive benefits in addressing other problems, we may as well get
started. Many of the global warming solutions will also help us deal
with peak oil, local pollution problems and national security risks, to
name a few.

We have a huge responsibility to do the right thing. Let's not wait
until it's too late. The benefits of starting now are compelling. The
risks of waiting are high, and growing higher the longer we wait.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Don Nafe wrote:

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460fec68$1@linux...
>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and

>>> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

>>> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen

>>> AFTER the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a

>>> fool to believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global
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>>> warming. Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>>>

>>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
>>> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>> Bill, you can read a good explanation here:

>>

>> http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76

>>

>> In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is

>> the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are now
>> contributing to the current climate change.

>>

>> |f you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some sense
>> to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are drawing.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>

> We have two experts on climate here in Ottawa and both disagree vehemently
> that CO2 is the major cause of the warming trend we are presently

> experiencing. In fact one of them is a climate modelling expert and you

> should hear him rail against the models that are being used by the Global
> Warmists.

>

> All I can say Jamie is we will have to agree to disagree but I'm keeping an
> open mind albeit a skeptical one.

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Sarah on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 01:35:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Bill,

| like your positive attitude. Fun is good. But in the meantime, can
you get your e-meter out and audit the evil intentions out of the oil
company executives? Hey, clearing the planet could take on a whole new more
literal meaning. :)

Sarah

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> wrote in message news:4610398c@linux...
> Hi Jamie,
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>
> | read the article, and it indicated that CO2 did not trigger the warming,

> but that it was part of the after/contributing effects.

>

> | wish we would all work on positive actions we can take to handle the

> sitaution instead of what we must give up and stop doing and make amends
> for. People like to DO things not give up things. They like to CREATE, not

> reduce, and frankly it's better for them. | would much rather go on an

> excercise program than a low calory diet. Telling a person to stop doing

> something is much less effective than showing them how to do something

> different and better (and hopefully more fun).

>

> Let's work on creative ways to make posotive changes in our world. One of
> the articles posted above pointed out that we will have more food

> production as an effect of global warming. Well that's a good thing, and

> we can capitalize on it by helping to ameliorate famine, but that's never

> mentioned by the blamers and takers-away.

>

> Speaking very honestly, | would be OK with having fewer polar bears if the
> millions of starving people on Earth could eat a healthy diet. But ideally

> we can find solutions that don't harm anything, but actually SOLVE the

> problem, not just reduce all the bad things we humans are doing to the

> poor pitiful world. Let's get really smart and handle the hell out of it

> instead of tiptoeing around being all careful and apologetic. Let's have

> some fun!

>

> Bill L

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460fec68$1@linux...
>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and
>>> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific

>>> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen

>>> AFTER the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a
>>> fool to believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global

>>> warming. Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>>>

>>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the

>>> CO2 increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>>
>> Bill, you can read a good explanation here:

>>

>> http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76
>>

>> In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is
>> the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are now
>> contributing to the current climate change.

>>
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>> |f you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some sense
>> to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are drawing.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 01:48:25 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
during that particular series of events (different circumstances than
now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
lead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
ultimate warming.

OK, back to now. We are releasing C02 directly into the system. The
planet is warming. Warming can lead to more greenhouse gases being
released (melting tundra, for example) which leads to more warming.

This is risky behavior on our part. We can already see effects and the
greenhouse gases we've released will be in the atmosphere for a very
long time. And we continue to add an increasing amount even as we speak.

Alarms are going off in the scientific world. We can see what is
happening. A consensus of experts in varied fields are making the
connections. This is an immediate challenge. How do we respond?

As you imply, it would be difficult to stop our current behaviors
instantly. That would cause some immediate new problems.

But we can look at the total sum of changes needed to mitigate the
greenhouse gases we produce. Then, look at possible solutions and the
amount of mitigation available from each solution. We can then choose
the optimal combination of solutions to apply, together, that add up to
the amount of mitigation needed.

Here's one article proposing possible solutions:
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"Humanity already possesses the fundamental scientific, technical, and
industrial know-how to solve the carbon and climate problem for the next
half-century.

over the next 50 years and limit atmospheric CO 2 to a trajectory that
avoids a doubling of the preindustrial concentration. Every element in
this portfolio has passed beyond the laboratory bench and demonstration
project; many are already implemented somewhere at full industrial scale.

Although no element is a credible candidate for doing the entire job (or
even half the job) by itself, the portfolio as a whole is large enough
that not every element has to be used.”

Here's their list - choose 7 to expand into solution "wedges™:

. Efficient vehicles
. Reduced use of vehicles
. Efficient buildings
. Efficient baseload coal plants
. Gas baseload power for coal
. Capture CO2 at baseload power plant
. Capture CO2 at H2 plant
. Capture CO2 at coal-to-synfuels plant
. Nuclear power for coal power
10. Wind power for coal power
11. PV power for coal power
12. Wind H2 in fuel-cell car for gasoline in hybrid car
13. Biomass fuel for fossil fuel
14. Reduced deforestation, plus reforestation
15. Conservation tillage

©Coo~NOUA~,WNER

Much more info in the artlcle:

http://carbonsequestration.us/Papers-presentations/htm/Pacal
a-Socolow-ScienceMag-Aug2004.pdf

A similar article is in the September 2006 issue of Scientific American
which focuses on "how to power the economy and still fight global warming."

Look for the issue called "Energy's Future Beyond Carbon." They did a
great job of covering major options. Worth a trip to the library or
ordering from the web site.

(Volume 295, Number 3 - www.sciam.com - with some free overviews
available here: http://www.sciam.com/issue.cfm?issueDate=Sep-06)
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Bill I like your idea of positive actions, and the quickest first action
is to do everything we can to encourage efficiency.

A simple example is using a compact fluorescent light bulb instead of a
standard incandescent light bulb. Both create light and heat. The CF
creates more light, less heat. The incandescent bulb creates mostly
heat, relatively little light. It should be called a "heat" bulb not a

"light" bulb. It is, in fact, the heating element for the easy bake oven.

If everyone switches to CF, we can build fewer power plants and save on
greenhouse gas emissions. While still lighting our lives. New LED
lighting technology is also worth looking at for efficiency.

We need more technologies like those. From appliances to transportation
to manufacturing. Energy policy should be written to encourage
efficiency. Do the same work with less wasteful approaches.

This will also save money and stimulate new markets. Let's have some
fun, indeed!

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Bill Lorentzen wrote:

> Hi Jamie,

>

> | read the article, and it indicated that CO2 did not trigger the warming,

> but that it was part of the after/contributing effects.

>

> | wish we would all work on positive actions we can take to handle the

> sijtaution instead of what we must give up and stop doing and make amends
> for. People like to DO things not give up things. They like to CREATE, not

> reduce, and frankly it's better for them. | would much rather go on an

> excercise program than a low calory diet. Telling a person to stop doing

> something is much less effective than showing them how to do something

> different and better (and hopefully more fun).

>

> Let's work on creative ways to make posotive changes in our world. One of
> the articles posted above pointed out that we will have more food production
> as an effect of global warming. Well that's a good thing, and we can

> capitalize on it by helping to ameliorate famine, but that's never mentioned
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> by the blamers and takers-away.

>

> Speaking very honestly, | would be OK with having fewer polar bears if the
> millions of starving people on Earth could eat a healthy diet. But ideally

> we can find solutions that don't harm anything, but actually SOLVE the

> problem, not just reduce all the bad things we humans are doing to the poor
> pitiful world. Let's get really smart and handle the hell out of it instead

> of tiptoeing around being all careful and apologetic. Let's have some fun!

>

> Bill L

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:460fec68$1@linux...
>> Bill Lorentzen wrote:

>>> Unfortunately | don't know enough science to analyze the whole scene and
>>> draw my own "scientific" conclusions. That said, | do find one specific
>>> datum from the movie compelling: that historically the CO2 has risen
>>> AFTER the warming. If this is indeed true, then one would have to be a
>>> fool to believe that increased CO2 emissions will greatly cause global
>>> warming. Surely we are all smart enough to acknowledge that.

>>>

>>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
>>> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>> Bill, you can read a good explanation here:

>>

>> http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/22/231145/76

>>

>> In short, they can be interrelated, and the biggest driver in the end is

>> the C02. IOW, it fits into the picture we're getting, that humans are now
>> contributing to the current climate change.

>>

>> |f you can't draw your own scientific conclusions, it may make some sense
>> to listen to the conclusions that actual climate scientists are drawing.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by DC on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 04:46:27 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:
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>|f the environmental and scientific communities are right and the naysayers
>are wrong, the naysayers are fucking up my one-and-only World and | feel
>| should have the right to fight for it.

And some of the scientific community disagrees.
They should be heard, not silenced, nor smeared.

If climate change (which even developing an actual "global
temperature” is quite in dispute about) really correlates
closely to sun activity, and the basis for calling carbon the
culprit is in dispute, then the brave and courageous ones are
on the other side aren't they? Especially with the vicousness
of the campaign against them, they look virtuous, rather than
scummy.

You are sure of being right. 1 am unconvinced either you or
"the naysayers" are right at this point.

There are agendas (other than "saving the planet”) potentially
corrupting both viewpoints.

One thing we know is that the scientists are not going to

is shutup,even when smeared and threatened with death,

as Ball has been.

But then, he is just an "industry spokesman”, right?

There is no evidence of that. It looks like a smear campaign.
| am willing to be wrong. | am still very worried about all

this, but millions of us are still looking, without our minds
made up. Don't think we are stupid, nor being stupid, nor

greedy, nor grabbing to amass everything we can.

DC

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by dc[3] on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 05:05:46 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Sarah" <sarahjane@sarahtonin.com> wrote:

>As you may notice, | found his
>implication regarding the Third World somewhat less than compelling.

Hi Sarah!
Hey, | think the African was telling the truth, and really wants
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the basics of civilization, but here is what really worries me
about "playing it safe"

We are not only likely to ruin our economies, but, because of
huge loopholes in things like Kyoto (exempting certain countries
from the goals) we are likely to drastically increase pollution
and greenhouse gases as all manufacturing moves to the
exempted countries. | saw it happen in the furniture biz here

in California. My brother's company closed and moved to
Mexico because of their pollution exemptions! The furniture
biz is almost dead in CA because of ill-considered enviromental
regs, but thrives in Mexico, where the (much higher) pollution
wafts right back across the border...

WTF?

Politics and socialism infect and corrupt most enviromental
movements. It's like the stupidity of being dependant on the
middle east (of all places) for energy. Every time someone
brings up the strategic horrors of this situation, someone
starts talking about "alternative energy". It's like our worldwide
crisis, which could lead to a huge war, is their "big opportunity"
to remind us of geothermal... ??

Oh, and our president gives his

brother's buddies in FL, "no drilling" laws to protect their
precious ocean views from the heartbreak of looking at
drilling platforms... (hey wasn't he an oil-company shill?)

We have become so selfish...
My solution would be to slam the door on both the energy
industry lobby, AND the environmental lobby, and first

go on a crash diet to eliminate middle eastern oil in ten years.

First, we drill drill drill. Don't like oil platforms?
Move to Antartica.

At the same time, we look at every viable alternative and
take it as far as it can be taken.

Manhattan-project priority to both projects.
And NO scientist should be smeared nor threatened unless
it is proven that they are corrupt. We MUST remove ideology

from this process and get the truth.

We need the truth, not the "truth”, meaning my truth or your
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truth, and the damn shouting loudmouths on both sides need
to lose their place at the table.

That movie did not create the opposition to the global warming
consensus, it simply exposed it.

my .02

DC

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by dc[3] on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 05:14:13 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

BTW, I think that if we had a president that was actually capable
of doing the right thing, he/she would be assassinated asap.

The really fugged-up thing is you just don't know which side
would do it first?

A middle eastern wacko?

An Oregon anarcho-enviro wacko?

(sorry, not you those guys down 5 a ways)
An energy industry hit man?

Tim McVeigh's cousin?

This is what is so bad about the times we live in. It is not
that certain people want an apocolypse, it's that | am not
sure anyone can stop it...

| would love to be wrong.

DC

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by erlilo on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 11:53:26 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

....not when our believings are just for the day...

....but what about tomorrow and the coming future when we're all just talk
and discuss it as our believings in the day, for tomorrow??...

For me, this has nothing to do with believings at all, it has to do with the
future for our children an grandchildren on this planet!

Erling
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"DC" <dc@spammersinthetoposphere.org> skrev i en meddelelse
news:4610489d$1@linux...

>

> | do not believe anyone here is stupid.

>

>DC

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by erlilo on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 12:08:49 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

....are you talking about some kind of which came first, as "the chicken or
the egg"?...

erlilo

"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> skrev i en meddelelse
news:460fe430@Ilinux...

> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>

> Bill

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 15:31:51 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>

> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>

> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than

> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
warming periods.
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>
> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still

> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the ultimate
> warming.

>

Then can you explain
a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

b) what caused the eventual cooling periods

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - scientists, schmientists . . .
Posted by Paul Artola on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 15:36:25 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

While the "right thing" is certain still under debate, | think the

reality is that if the President were to attempt a radical shift in

our energy policy, he would find his political (i.e. financial)

backers would desert him long before an assassin's bullets, bombs, or
infectious poodles would ever have a chance to work.

| am amused by all the debate on this subject in this newsgroup, but
until large sections of our economy no longer rely on petrodollars,

the changes people desire are not likely to come about by governmental
proclimation. Thousands (millions?) of jobs ( = livelihoods = votes)

are at stake.

In an analogous, fashion, what if the President declared that ProTools
was now banned? How many studios would go out of business as a result
of that? Hmmm, come to think of it...

- Paul Artola
Real World, Maryland

On 2 Apr 2007 15:14:13 +1000, "DC" <dc@spammersinhell.com> wrote:

>

>BTW, I think that if we had a president that was actually capable
>of doing the right thing, he/she would be assassinated asap.

>

>The really fugged-up thing is you just don't know which side
>would do it first?

>

>A middle eastern wacko?

>An Oregon anarcho-enviro wacko?
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>(sorry, not you those guys down 5 a ways)

>An energy industry hit man?

>Tim McVeigh's cousin?

>

>This is what is so bad about the times we live in. It is not
>that certain people want an apocolypse, it's that | am not
>sure anyone can stop it...

>

>| would love to be wrong.

>

>DC

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:14:15 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>

>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)

>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than

>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.
>

>
> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
> warming periods.

What evidence is that?

Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to
previous warming events?

Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
the current warming event?

From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

"Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not
trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the
history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for
CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would
follow from unprecedented events.
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But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some
relevant insights and dire warnings.

During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2
concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many
centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained
without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the
importance of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in
temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse
gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago,
ocean pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose
over 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this
occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible

to know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive
releases of methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller
warming or changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean,
atmosphere, and temperatures to return to their previous state. The
result was a mass extinction event that took millions of years to

recover from.

We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a
massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the
dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of

greenhouse gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped
its frozen state.

In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for
greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
warnings."

>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still

>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the ultimate
>> warming.

>>

>

> Then can you explain

>

> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
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Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently
favors our species.

Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
have been so favorable.

The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods
Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

This is an interesting article about ice ages:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

We don't want that, either.

The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and
responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future generations.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:24:32 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

From your quoted source

"During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2 concentrations
showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals that CO2 does not
lead the temperature changes, but lags by many centuries. Even so, the full
extent of the warming can not be explained without the effects of CO2.
Though these cycles do not demonstrate that greenhouse gas initiated
warming, they do lend credence to the importance of CO2 and CH4 in setting
the planetary thermostat."

Lending credence is not evidence...it is a theory
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"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@Ilinux...
> Don Nafe wrote:

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>

>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than

>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

>>

>>

>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
>> warming periods.

>

> What evidence is that?

>

> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

> previous warming events?

>

> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
> the current warming event?

>

> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>

> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>

> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
> from unprecedented events.

>

> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>

> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that

> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>

> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene

> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
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> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over

> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to

> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,
> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>

> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the

> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
> state.

>

> In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
> warnings."

>

>

>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the

>>> ultimate warming.

>>>

>>

>> Then can you explain

>>

>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>

> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

> favors our species.

>

> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always

> have been so favorable.

>

> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>

>

>> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>

> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>

> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>

> We don't want that, either.
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>
> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>

> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

> generations.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming - deniers, schmeniers...
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:26:33 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

A lot comes down to "follow the money."

However, there is a strong case that there is money to be made in new
energy development. And a lot of patriotic benefits in transitioning to
more forward looking energy policies.

Plus, Don has been wrong in the past. So I'm optimistic. :**)

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Paul Artola wrote:

> While the "right thing" is certain still under debate, | think the

> reality is that if the President were to attempt a radical shift in

> our energy policy, he would find his political (i.e. financial)

> backers would desert him long before an assassin's bullets, bombs, or
> infectious poodles would ever have a chance to work.

>

> | am amused by all the debate on this subject in this newsgroup, but

> until large sections of our economy no longer rely on petrodollars,

> the changes people desire are not likely to come about by governmental
> proclimation. Thousands (millions?) of jobs ( = livelihoods = votes)

> are at stake.

>

> In an analogous, fashion, what if the President declared that ProTools

> was now banned? How many studios would go out of business as a result
> of that? Hmmm, come to think of it...

>

> - Paul Artola
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> Real World, Maryland

>

> 0n 2 Apr 2007 15:14:13 +1000, "DC" <dc@spammersinhell.com> wrote:
>

>> BTW, | think that if we had a president that was actually capable
>> of doing the right thing, he/she would be assassinated asap.
>>

>> The really fugged-up thing is you just don't know which side
>> would do it first?

>>

>> A middle eastern wacko?

>> An Oregon anarcho-enviro wacko?

>> (sorry, not you those guys down 5 a ways)

>> An energy industry hit man?

>> Tim McVeigh's cousin?

>>

>> This is what is so bad about the times we live in. It is not
>> that certain people want an apocolypse, it's that | am not

>> sure anyone can stop it...

>>

>> | would love to be wrong.

>>

>>DC

>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:30:55 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Also from your source

There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in
temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse
gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago,
ocean pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose
over 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this
occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible

to know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive
releases of methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller
warming or changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean,
atmosphere, and temperatures to return to their previous state. The
result was a mass extinction event that took millions of years to

recover from.

Seems mother nature is a significant force behind climate change
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"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
> Don Nafe wrote:

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>

>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than

>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

>>

>>

>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
>> warming periods.

>

> What evidence is that?

>

> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

> previous warming events?

>

> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
> the current warming event?

>

> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>

> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>

> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
> from unprecedented events.

>

> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>

> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that

> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>

> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse
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> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over

> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to

> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,
> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>

> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the

> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
> state.

>

> In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
> warnings."

>

>

>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the

>>> yltimate warming.

>>>

>>

>> Then can you explain

>>

>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>

> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

> favors our species.

>

> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always

> have been so favorable.

>

> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>

>

>> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>

> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>

> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age
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>

> We don't want that, either.

>

> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>

> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and
> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

> generations.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BS-polemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:31:21 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Evidence supports (or doesn't support) theories. That's how science
works. In this case, he is saying the effects of C02 explain the extent
of warming from those events. You can go to the link and read the rest
of the site for more clarification.

Then get back to me on why we should ignore the evidence. | don't think
we should.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Don Nafe wrote:

> From your quoted source

>

> "During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2 concentrations

> showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals that CO2 does not
> |lead the temperature changes, but lags by many centuries. Even so, the full

> extent of the warming can not be explained without the effects of CO2.

> Though these cycles do not demonstrate that greenhouse gas initiated

> warming, they do lend credence to the importance of CO2 and CH4 in setting

> the planetary thermostat.”
>

>
> Lending credence is not evidence...it is a theory
>
>
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>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>>

>>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
>>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than
>>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

>>>

>>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
>>> warming periods.

>> What evidence is that?

>>

>> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

>> previous warming events?

>>

>> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
>> the current warming event?

>>

>> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>>

>> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

>> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>>

>> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

>> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

>> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
>> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
>> from unprecedented events.

>>

>> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

>> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>>

>> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
>> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>>

>> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

>> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

>> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
>> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
>> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over
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>> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

>> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to
>> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
>> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
>> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,
>> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
>> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>>

>> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

>> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
>> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the

>> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
>> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
>> state.

>>

>> In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

>> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
>> warnings."

>>

>>

>>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
>>>> yltimate warming.

>>>>

>>> Then can you explain

>>>

>>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
>> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

>> favors our species.

>>

>> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
>> have been so favorable.

>>

>> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>>

>>

>>> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>>

>> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>>

>> We don't want that, either.

>>

>> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
>> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>>
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>> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and
>> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

>> generations.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:34:25 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and
responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future generations.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Well put Jamie

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@Ilinux...
> Don Nafe wrote:

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>

>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)

>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than

>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

>>

>>

>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous

>> warming periods.

>

> What evidence is that?

>

> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

> previous warming events?

>
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> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
> the current warming event?

>

> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>

> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>

> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
> from unprecedented events.

>

> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>

> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that

> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>

> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene

> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over

> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to

> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,

> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>

> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the

> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
> state.

>

> In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
> warnings."
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>

>

>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
>>> ultimate warming.

>>>

>>

>> Then can you explain

>>

>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>

> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

> favors our species.

>

> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
> have been so favorable.

>

> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>

>

>> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>

> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>

> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>

> We don't want that, either.

>

> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>

> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

> generations.

>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BSpolemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:46:21 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don, science is full of disagreement and that's the way science works.

Page 123 of 154 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=160
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=12183&goto=82518#msg_82518
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=82518
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

Theories are created and tested. Data accumulates and is evaluated. Many
divergent voices are heard in the process and ideas are tested.
Conclusions are reached. Some theories are supported by the evidence,
others are not.

Fossil fuels PR flacks have exploited this innate process of
disagreement and testing to pretend there is reason to fail to act.
Because creating the illusion that it's too soon to act achieves their
client's aim of encouraging hesitation. Why? Probably because they
perceive action on this issue as a threat to a business model that
encourages greenhouse gas production. (Some of the biggest "smear
campaigns" probably originated with those folks.)

And so we hear a lot of well financed misinformation and amplification
of any shred of disagreement. And all of that gets repeated ad nauseam
in an attempt to drown out the concensus of mainstream climate science.

There is room for disagreement in science. Peer-reviewed studies talk,
BS walks. If someone has a good theory backed by strong data with
repeatable experimental results, the scientific mainstream will come to
them. If they don't, fuggetaboutit.

At this point, given the scientific consensus and the potential risks,
global warming denial is foot dragging, foolish and yesterday's news.

The world is moving on to face the problem and deal with it.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

DC wrote:

> "Gene Lennon" <glennon@NOSPmyrealbox.com> wrote:

>

>> |f the environmental and scientific communities are right and the naysayers
>> are wrong, the naysayers are fucking up my one-and-only World and | feel
>> | should have the right to fight for it.

>

> And some of the scientific community disagrees.

> They should be heard, not silenced, nor smeared.

>

> If climate change (which even developing an actual "global

> temperature" is quite in dispute about) really correlates

> closely to sun activity, and the basis for calling carbon the

> culprit is in dispute, then the brave and courageous ones are

Page 124 of 154 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

> on the other side aren't they? Especially with the vicousness
> of the campaign against them, they look virtuous, rather than
> scummy.

>

> You are sure of being right. 1 am unconvinced either you or
> "the naysayers" are right at this point.

>

> There are agendas (other than "saving the planet") potentially
> corrupting both viewpoints.

>

> One thing we know is that the scientists are not going to

> is shutup,even when smeared and threatened with death,

> as Ball has been.

>

> But then, he is just an "industry spokesman”, right?

>

> There is no evidence of that. It looks like a smear campaign.
>

> | am willing to be wrong. | am still very worried about all
> this, but millions of us are still looking, without our minds
> made up. Don't think we are stupid, nor being stupid, nor
> greedy, nor grabbing to amass everything we can.

>

>DC

>

>
>
>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 17:53:08 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

That's right Don, there are many climate drivers. Over earth's history,
evidence shows complex interactions and wide changes to climate.

As you can see from that link, scientists who now recognize human-caused
greenhouse gas production as a significant driver of the current warming
event, also fully recognize other climate drivers involved in this and
previous events.

For scientists conclusions are based on evidence, and the evidence
points to human causes for the current global warming event.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com
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Don Nafe wrote:

> Also from your source

>

> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene

> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago,

> ocean pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose

> over 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible

> to know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive

> releases of methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller

> warming or changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean,

> atmosphere, and temperatures to return to their previous state. The

> result was a mass extinction event that took millions of years to

> recover from.

>

> Seems mother nature is a significant force behind climate change

>

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>>

>>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
>>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than
>>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.

>>>

>>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
>>> warming periods.

>> What evidence is that?

>>

>> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

>> previous warming events?

>>

>> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
>> the current warming event?

>>

>> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>>

>> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

>> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>>

>> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the
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>> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

>> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
>> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
>> from unprecedented events.

>>

>> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

>> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>>

>> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
>> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>>

>> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

>> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

>> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
>> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
>> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over

>> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

>> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to

>> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
>> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
>> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,
>> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
>> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>>

>> \We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

>> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
>> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the

>> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
>> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
>> state.

>>

>> In short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

>> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
>> warnings."

>>

>>

>>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the

>>>> ultimate warming.

>>>>

>>> Then can you explain

>>>

>>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion
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>> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
>> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

>> favors our species.

>>

>> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
>> have been so favorable.

>>

>> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.
>>

>>

>>> p) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>>

>> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>>

>> We don't want that, either.

>>

>> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
>> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>>

>> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

>> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

>> generations.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating BS
-polemic!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 18:10:22 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113ede@linux...
>

> Evidence supports (or doesn't support) theories. That's how science works.

> In this case, he is saying the effects of C02 explain the extent of

> warming from those events. You can go to the link and read the rest of the

> site for more clarification.

>

> Then get back to me on why we should ignore the evidence. | don't think we

> should.

>

> Cheers,
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> -Jamie
> www.JamieKrutz.com
>

| have never said ignore the evidence...but what | am concerned about is
that you seem to feel that every piece of evidence that contradicts CO2 as
the driving force behind Global Warming is nothing more than Oil Industry
propoganda.

Even within the very paper you quote it states that CO2 does not cause
Global Warming...it is a factor...but not the single driving force behind
Global Warming.

On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host quoted
some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could close down

all the Qil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing in Ontario and

we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less than 50% of the
required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As to how accurate he was,
| can't say for sure but he is quoting from leading economists, scientists

etc.

So in essence we shut down our country's economy and we're still not even
1/2 way to our 1990 CO2 levels...

Somthing is wrong with this picture

>

> Don Nafe wrote:

>> From your quoted source

>>

>> "During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained
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>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
>> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat."

>>

>>

>> L ending credence is not evidence...it is a theory

>>

>>

>>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
>>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>> news:461061e0@linux...

>>>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>>>

>>>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back
>>>>> then) during that particular series of events (different circumstances
>>>>> than now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.
>>>>

>>>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any

>>>> previous warming periods.

>>> \What evidence is that?

>>>

>>> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to
>>> previous warming events?

>>>

>>> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
>>> the current warming event?

>>>

>>> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>>>

>>> "QObjection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

>>> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>>>

>>> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

>>> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

>>> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
>>> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would

>>> follow from unprecedented events.

>>>

>>> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some
>>> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>>>

>>> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained
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>>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the

>>> importance of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>>>

>>> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

>>> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

>>> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
>>> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago,
>>> ocean pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose
>>> gver 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this
>>> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible
>>> to know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive

>>> releases of methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller
>>> warming or changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean,
>>> atmosphere, and temperatures to return to their previous state. The

>>> result was a mass extinction event that took millions of years to

>>> recover from.

>>>

>>> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a
>>> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
>>> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the
>>> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of

>>> greenhouse gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped
>>> jts frozen state.

>>>

>>> |n short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

>>> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
>>> warnings."

>>>

>>>

>>>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>>>> |ead to C02 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
>>>>> yltimate warming.

>>>>>

>>>> Then can you explain

>>>>

>>>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>>> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
>>> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

>>> favors our species.

>>>

>>> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
>>> have been so favorable.

>>>

>>> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>>>

>>>

>>>> b) what caused the eventual cooling periods
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>>> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>>>

>>> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>>>

>>> We don't want that, either.

>>>

>>> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
>>> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.
>>>

>>> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and
>>> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future
>>> generations.

>>>

>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BS-polemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 18:59:21 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113ede@Ilinux...
>> Evidence supports (or doesn't support) theories. That's how science works.
>> In this case, he is saying the effects of C02 explain the extent of

>> warming from those events. You can go to the link and read the rest of the
>> site for more clarification.

>>

>> Then get back to me on why we should ignore the evidence. | don't think we
>> should.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>>

>

> | have never said ignore the evidence...but what | am concerned about is

> that you seem to feel that every piece of evidence that contradicts CO2 as

> the driving force behind Global Warming is nothing more than QOil Industry

> propoganda.

Science is based on theories that are tested. Disagreements are common.
A consensus comes from what the data supports. Some theories are
supported others are not.

Page 132 of 154 ---- Generated from The PAR S Foruns


https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=usrinfo&id=160
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=rview&th=12183&goto=82525#msg_82525
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php?t=post&reply_to=82525
https://paris.kerrygalloway.com/index.php

Anything else is probably distortion from special interests. The sheer
volume of distortion on this issue has been impressive.

From implications that climate scientists are so stupid they've
overlooked other climate drivers (they haven't), to claims that any
possible objection of the mainstream consensus is enough to cast into
complete doubt years of research and mountains of data (nope).

> Even within the very paper you quote it states that CO2 does not cause
> Global Warming...it is a factor...but not the single driving force behind
> Global Warming.

Don't confuse one event with another. In the past event discussed, the
driver was not initially C02, but C02 was released by the beginnings of
the event and it then contributed the major warming to that event.

In the current event, we are releasing C02 (that was previously stored a
long time ago in the earth), and our action is contributing to the
current global warming event.

> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host quoted

> some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could close down

> all the Oil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing in Ontario and

> we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less than 50% of the

> required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As to how accurate he was,
> | can't say for sure but he is quoting from leading economists, scientists

> etc.

Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late
anyway so why bother" distortion.

The truth is no single solution will solve the problem. It's going to
take a combination of solutions. Any solution by itself will look like a
disaster.

From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2007/1/24/18548/9954

"Objection: The kind of drastic actions required to mitigate global
warming risk the destruction of the global economy and the deaths of
potentially billions of people.

Answer: Is this supposed to mean the theory of anthropogenic global
warming must be wrong? You can not come to a rational decision about the
reality of a danger by considering how hard it might be to avoid. First

things first: understand that the problem is real and present.
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Once you acknowledge the necessity of addressing the problem, taking
action suddenly become less daunting. There is no point in discussing
the best solutions or the cost of those solutions with someone who does
not yet acknowledge the problem.

But even if mitigating global warming would be harmful, given that
famine, droughts, disease, loss of major coastal cities, and a

tremendous mass extinction event are on the table as possible
consequences of doing nothing, it may well be we are faced with a choice
between the lesser of two evils. | challenge anyone to conclusively
demonstrate that such catastrophes as listed above await us if we try to
reduce fossil fuel use.

Now, in terms of conservation and a global switch over to alternative

fuels, the people who oppose doing this for climate change mitigation

are forgetting something rather important. Fossil fuels are a

non-renewable resource, and as such we have to make this global economic
transformation regardless, whether now or a bit later. Many bright minds
inside the industry think we are already at peak oil. So even if it

turned out that climate mitigation was unnecessary, we would still be in

a better place as a global society by making the coming switch sooner

rather than later.

Seems like a win-win situation to me."

OK, onto the multiple solution topic: | posted this list of possible
solutions before. It's worth checking out just for the idea that we can
evaluate and choose the optimal combination of solutions:

"Humanity already possesses the fundamental scientific, technical, and
industrial know-how to solve the carbon and climate problem for the next
half-century.

over the next 50 years and limit atmospheric CO 2 to a trajectory that
avoids a doubling of the preindustrial concentration. Every element in
this portfolio has passed beyond the laboratory bench and demonstration
project; many are already implemented somewhere at full industrial scale.

Although no element is a credible candidate for doing the entire job (or

even half the job) by itself, the portfolio as a whole is large enough
that not every element has to be used."

Here's their list - choose 7 to expand into solution "wedges":
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. Efficient vehicles
. Reduced use of vehicles
. Efficient buildings
. Efficient baseload coal plants
. Gas baseload power for coal
. Capture CO2 at baseload power plant
. Capture CO2 at H2 plant
. Capture CO2 at coal-to-synfuels plant
. Nuclear power for coal power
10. Wind power for coal power
11. PV power for coal power
12. Wind H2 in fuel-cell car for gasoline in hybrid car
13. Biomass fuel for fossil fuel
14. Reduced deforestation, plus reforestation
15. Conservation tillage

©Coo~NOOUTA,WNE

Much more info in the article:

http://carbonsequestration.us/Papers-presentations/htm/Pacal
a-Socolow-ScienceMag-Aug2004.pdf

> So in essence we shut down our country's economy and we're still not even
> 1/2 way to our 1990 CO2 levels...
>

> Somthing is wrong with this picture
Yes indeed. It is wildly incorrect.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> From your quoted source

>>>

>>> "During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained
>>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
>>> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.”

>>>

>>>
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>>> | ending credence is not evidence...it is a theory

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
>>>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message

>>>>> news:461061e0@linux...

>>>>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>>>>

>>>>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back
>>>>>> then) during that particular series of events (different circumstances
>>>>>> than now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.
>>>>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any
>>>>> previous warming periods.

>>>> What evidence is that?

>>>>

>>>> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to
>>>> previous warming events?

>>>>

>>>> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
>>>> the current warming event?

>>>>

>>>> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>>>>

>>>> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

>>>> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>>>>

>>>> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

>>>> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

>>>> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
>>>> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would
>>>> follow from unprecedented events.

>>>>

>>>> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some
>>>> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>>>>

>>>> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>>>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>>>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many
>>>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained
>>>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>>>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the

>>>> jmportance of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>>>>

>>>> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

>>>> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse
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>>>> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
>>>> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago,
>>>> ocean pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose
>>>> gver 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this
>>>> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible
>>>> to know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive

>>>> releases of methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller
>>>> warming or changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean,
>>>> atmosphere, and temperatures to return to their previous state. The
>>>> result was a mass extinction event that took millions of years to

>>>> recover from.

>>>>

>>>> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a
>>>> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
>>>> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the
>>>> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of

>>>> greenhouse gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped
>>>> its frozen state.

>>>>

>>>> |n short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

>>>> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
>>>> warnings."

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>>>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
>>>>>> yltimate warming.

>>>>>>

>>>>> Then can you explain

>>>>>

>>>>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>>>> \What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
>>>> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

>>>> favors our species.

>>>>

>>>> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
>>>> have been so favorable.

>>>>

>>>> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.
>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> p) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>>>> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>>>>

>>>> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

>>>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>>>>

>>>> \We don't want that, either.
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>>>>
>>>> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
>>>> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>>>>

>>>> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

>>>> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

>>>> generations.

>>>>

>>>> Cheers,

>>>> -Jamie

>>>> www.JamieKrutz.com
>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 19:03:35 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:

> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>

> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future generations.
>

> Cheers,

> -Jamie

> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

> Well put Jamie
Thanks Don.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46113adc@linux...
>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:461061e0@linux...
>>>> Thanks for checking out the article, Bill.

>>>>

>>>> The conclusion was that in the period of time discussed (way back then)
>>>> during that particular series of events (different circumstances than
>>>> now), even then, notice that C02 was the major factor in warming.
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>>>

>>> There is evidence to the contrary that CO2 was the cause of any previous
>>> warming periods.

>> What evidence is that?

>>

>> Should we ignore all the major evidence that C02 was a contributor to

>> previous warming events?

>>

>> Should we ignore the compelling evidence that C02 is a primary cause of
>> the current warming event?

>>

>> From: http://gristmill.grist.org/story/2006/12/26/224933/67

>>

>> "Objection: In the geological record, it is clear that CO2 does not

>> trigger climate changes. Why should it be any different now?

>>

>> Answer: Given the fact that human industrialization is unique in the

>> history of planet earth, do we really need historical precedent for

>> CO2-triggered climate change before we accept what we observe today?
>> Surely it is not far-fetched that unprecedented consequences would follow
>> from unprecedented events.

>>

>> But putting this crucial point aside, history does indeed provide some

>> relevant insights and dire warnings.

>>

>> During the glacial/interglacial cycles, temperatures and CO2

>> concentrations showed remarkable correlation. Closer examination reveals
>> that CO2 does not lead the temperature changes, but lags by many

>> centuries. Even so, the full extent of the warming can not be explained

>> without the effects of CO2. Though these cycles do not demonstrate that
>> greenhouse gas initiated warming, they do lend credence to the importance
>> of CO2 and CH4 in setting the planetary thermostat.

>>

>> There are also events in geological history when sharp rises in

>> temperature were initiated and driven by large spikes in greenhouse

>> gases -- not unlike the fossil-fuel-emissions spike today. The Paleocene
>> Eocene Thermal Maximum is such a case. Roughly 55 million years ago, ocean
>> pH levels dropped drastically and global temperatures rapidly rose over
>> 50C. The resolution of available proxy records indicates that this

>> occurred in a period of time no longer than 5K years; it's not possible to
>> know if it happened even faster. The likely cause was massive releases of
>> methane from the ocean floors, perhaps due to some smaller warming or
>> changes in sea level. It took over 100K years for the ocean, atmosphere,
>> and temperatures to return to their previous state. The result was a mass
>> extinction event that took millions of years to recover from.

>>

>> We can also look at the formation of the Deccan Traps. In this case, a

>> massive and sustained volcanic action altered atmospheric chemistry and
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>> caused a drastic climate change, one that lead to the extinction of the
>> dinosaurs. And Snowball Earth theories involve the build-up of greenhouse
>> gases as the mechanism by which the earth eventually escaped its frozen
>> state.

>>

>> |n short, it is simply untrue that history lacks precedent for

>> greenhouse-gas-driven warming. The precedents are there, as are the dire
>> warnings."

>>

>>

>>>> Even in cases where C02 didn't happen first, the initial warming still
>>>> |ead to CO2 releases, and the C02 then caused the majority of the
>>>> ultimate warming.

>>>>

>>> Then can you explain

>>>

>>> a) why the earth didn't continue to heat itself into oblivion

>> What do you mean by oblivion? The earth has been very hot in the past.
>> Luckily for us, the earth has lately come to a balance that currently

>> favors our species.

>>

>> Clearly the balance at various times in earth's history would not always
>> have been so favorable.

>>

>> The balance now is pretty good for humans, so let's not screw it up.

>>

>>

>>> p) what caused the eventual cooling periods

>> Which ones? There are many drivers of climate.

>>

>> This is an interesting article about ice ages:

>> http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lce_age

>>

>> We don't want that, either.

>>

>> The current problem we face is warming, and the data suggests human
>> produced greenhouse gases are contributing to that problem.

>>

>> Since we control what we produce, we have the opportunity and

>> responsibility to do something about it, for the sake of future

>> generations.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>
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Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating BS
-polemic!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 19:48:04 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

| wrote:

>> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host

>> quoted some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could

>> close down all the Oil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing in

>> Ontario and we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less than 50%
>> of the required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As to how

>> accurate he was, | can't say for sure but he is quoting from leading

>> economists, scientists etc.

you wrote:

> Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late
> anyway so why bother" distortion.
>

And who says that what | wrote above is a distortion?

On one hand you expect me to accept that your position is undeniable and
overwhelmingly supported by the scientific evidence yet when | suggest that
there is possibility that living up to Kyoto could bankrupt the economy you
immediately call it a distortion.

And therein lies the dilema | have...the teapot calling the kettle black
syndrome

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BS-polemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 20:19:44 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:

> | wrote:

>

>>> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host

>>> quoted some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could
>>> close down all the Qil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing in
>>> Ontario and we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less than 50%
>>> of the required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As to how
>>> gccurate he was, | can't say for sure but he is quoting from leading

>>> economists, scientists etc.

>
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> you wrote:

>

>> Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late

>> anyway so why bother" distortion.

>>

>

> And who says that what | wrote above is a distortion?

>

> On one hand you expect me to accept that your position is undeniable and
> overwhelmingly supported by the scientific evidence yet when | suggest that
> there is possibility that living up to Kyoto could bankrupt the economy you
> immediately call it a distortion.

Whether Kyoto chooses the optimal set of solutions or not is a different
subject. | haven't been proclaiming for or against Kyoto.

The distortion I'm referring to here is the notion that "it's too late
so why bother.” Whether you hear it from a radio show or a shill web
site set up by the fossil fuels industry.

Anyone who is seriously arguing that position will have to show me data
to support it. I haven't seen any reason to accept that defeatist

attitude, other than protecting the status quo for one industries

current business model.

What | have seen is the well supported position that a combination of
solutions, engaged in now, has a good chance of making a worthwhile
difference for future generations.

> And therein lies the dilema | have...the teapot calling the kettle black
> syndrome

Hah! That's it in a nutshell. That is the crux of the PR campaign.

Misinformation and amplifying of pretty much any objection into "hold

it" status is the goal. To portray the science as if there's a huge
controversy. To imply that scientists don't know enough. That the
majority of climate scientists are ignorant bullies and finks, and

probably hate your momma, while the few scientists who don't agree with
the consensus, along with all the lobbyist supported PR flacks and radio
talk show hosts are surely gallant unsung heros, bravely fighting for YOU.

These are exaggerations meant to help us say, "hey wait, we can't just
go rushing off to fix the problem. Let's wait."

Bingo. Waiting is the goal of the fossil fuels lobby. That's all they
want. Put it off.
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And if we wait until it really is too late, too bad.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating BS
-polemic!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 22:46:56 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

First off - my apologies, | misunderstood your "its too late..." distortion
statement

Secondly - my reply still stands...tea pot calling the kettle black (he said
she said) - it is relevant

Thirdly - I'm glad we both agree this planet is on the fast track to hell

Fourthly - I'm glad we both agree there are workable solutions to these
problems

Fifthly - I am glad we are able to agree to disagree and able to carry on a
rational debate

and

Last but not least...I've enjoyed this discourse...I have learned a lot

"Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46116653%1@Iinux...
> Don Nafe wrote:

>> | wrote:

>>

>>>> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host

>>>> quoted some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could
>>>> close down all the Oil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing

>>>> in Ontario and we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less
>>>> than 50% of the required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As to
>>>> how accurate he was, | can't say for sure but he is quoting from

>>>> |eading economists, scientists etc.

>>

>> you wrote:

>>
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>>> Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late

>>> anyway so why bother" distortion.

>>>

>>

>> And who says that what | wrote above is a distortion?

>>

>> On one hand you expect me to accept that your position is undeniable and
>> overwhelmingly supported by the scientific evidence yet when | suggest
>> that there is possibility that living up to Kyoto could bankrupt the

>> economy you immediately call it a distortion.

>

> Whether Kyoto chooses the optimal set of solutions or not is a different

> subject. | haven't been proclaiming for or against Kyoto.

>

> The distortion I'm referring to here is the notion that "it's too late so

> why bother."” Whether you hear it from a radio show or a shill web site set
> up by the fossil fuels industry.

>

> Anyone who is seriously arguing that position will have to show me data to
> support it. | haven't seen any reason to accept that defeatist attitude,

> other than protecting the status quo for one industries current business

> model.

>

> What | have seen is the well supported position that a combination of

> solutions, engaged in now, has a good chance of making a worthwhile

> difference for future generations.

>

>

>> And therein lies the dilema | have...the teapot calling the kettle black

>> syndrome

>

> Hah! That's it in a nutshell. That is the crux of the PR campaign.

>

> Misinformation and amplifying of pretty much any objection into "hold it"

> status is the goal. To portray the science as if there's a huge

> controversy. To imply that scientists don't know enough. That the majority
> of climate scientists are ignorant bullies and finks, and probably hate

> your momma, while the few scientists who don't agree with the consensus,
> along with all the lobbyist supported PR flacks and radio talk show hosts
> are surely gallant unsung heros, bravely fighting for YOU.

>

> These are exaggerations meant to help us say, "hey wait, we can't just go
> rushing off to fix the problem. Let's wait."

>

> Bingo. Waiting is the goal of the fossil fuels lobby. That's all they

> want. Put it off.

>

> And if we wait until it really is too late, too bad.
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>
> Cheers,
> -Jamie
> www.JamieKrutz.com

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating BS
-polemic!
Posted by Don Nafe on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 22:59:19 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Oh! and one more...probably the most omportant of them all

At least we are both doing something about it!

"Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:461188fc@linux...
> First off - my apologies, | misunderstood your "its too late..."

> distortion statement

>

> Secondly - my reply still stands...tea pot calling the kettle black (he

> said she said) - it is relevant

>

> Thirdly - I'm glad we both agree this planet is on the fast track to hell

>

> Fourthly - I'm glad we both agree there are workable solutions to these

> problems

>

> Fifthly - | am glad we are able to agree to disagree and able to carry on

> a rational debate

>

> and

>

> Last but not least...I've enjoyed this discourse...I have learned a lot

>

>

>

>

> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46116653%1@linux...
>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>> | wrote:

>>>

>>>>> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host
>>>>> quoted some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could
>>>>> close down all the Oil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing
>>>>> jn Ontario and we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less
>>>>> than 50% of the required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As
>>>>> to how accurate he was, | can't say for sure but he is quoting from
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>>>>> |eading economists, scientists etc.

>>>

>>> you wrote:

>>>

>>>> Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late
>>>> anyway so why bother" distortion.

>>>>

>>>

>>> And who says that what | wrote above is a distortion?

>>>

>>> On one hand you expect me to accept that your position is undeniable and
>>> overwhelmingly supported by the scientific evidence yet when | suggest
>>> that there is possibility that living up to Kyoto could bankrupt the

>>> economy you immediately call it a distortion.

>>

>> Whether Kyoto chooses the optimal set of solutions or not is a different
>> subject. | haven't been proclaiming for or against Kyoto.

>>

>> The distortion I'm referring to here is the notion that "it's too late so

>> why bother." Whether you hear it from a radio show or a shill web site
>> set up by the fossil fuels industry.

>>

>> Anyone who is seriously arguing that position will have to show me data
>> to support it. | haven't seen any reason to accept that defeatist

>> attitude, other than protecting the status quo for one industries current
>> pusiness model.

>>

>> What | have seen is the well supported position that a combination of
>> solutions, engaged in now, has a good chance of making a worthwhile
>> difference for future generations.

>>

>>

>>> And therein lies the dilema | have...the teapot calling the kettle black
>>> syndrome

>>

>> Hah! That's it in a nutshell. That is the crux of the PR campaign.

>>

>> Misinformation and amplifying of pretty much any objection into "hold it"
>> status is the goal. To portray the science as if there's a huge

>> controversy. To imply that scientists don't know enough. That the

>> majority of climate scientists are ignorant bullies and finks, and

>> probably hate your momma, while the few scientists who don't agree with
>> the consensus, along with all the lobbyist supported PR flacks and radio
>> talk show hosts are surely gallant unsung heros, bravely fighting for
>>YOU.

>>

>> These are exaggerations meant to help us say, "hey wait, we can't just go
>> rushing off to fix the problem. Let's wait."
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>>
>> Bingo. Waiting is the goal of the fossil fuels lobby. That's all they
>> want. Put it off.

>>

>> And if we wait until it really is too late, too bad.

>>

>> Cheers,

>> -Jamie

>> www.JamieKrutz.com

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BS-polemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 23:34:13 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Don Nafe wrote:
> Oh! and one more...probably the most omportant of them all
>

> At least we are both doing something about it!

Here's to doing something! A lot of people are taking it seriously and
working on solutions. Individuals, corporations, communities, states,
and most countries.

The worldwide discussion is now about solutions. That's a very good thing.

| have to disagree with any inference that most climate scientists are
ignorant finger-pointing pots or kettles with an ax to grind. They are,

by and large, hard working, insightful, intelligent people following the
data and testing rational theories, and making conclusions based on the
evidence.

Conclusions based on scientific method and evidence are not mere "he
said/she said" assertions. | think you'll find that most climate

scientists are very careful to not overstate their conclusions. If

someone makes a wild claim that the science is overstated, it's very
likely they are misquoting or misunderstanding the conclusions - in some
cases deliberately so in order to create a negative impression.

| do agree that well funded PR flacks starting with self-serving
conclusions and working backwards to justify them in any way they can,
even if it means distorting the science or exaggerating disagreements,
are indeed pots and kettles both. Beware the FUD campaign, it is well
funded and far reaching.
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If you've ever sat in on a meeting with climate scientists (I have)

you'll know that they will question each other intently on data,
methodologies and conclusions. They will question each other and examine
each other's work relentlessly. When conclusions make it through that

sort of peer-reviewed gauntlet, we are wise to pay attention.

Thanks for the discussion, Don!

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> "Don Nafe" <dnafe@magma.ca> wrote in message news:461188fc@linux...
>> First off - my apologies, | misunderstood your "its too late..."

>> distortion statement

>>

>> Secondly - my reply still stands...tea pot calling the kettle black (he

>> said she said) - it is relevant

>>

>> Thirdly - I'm glad we both agree this planet is on the fast track to hell

>>

>> Fourthly - I'm glad we both agree there are workable solutions to these

>> problems

>>

>> Fifthly - | am glad we are able to agree to disagree and able to carry on

>> a rational debate

>>

>> and

>>

>> Last but not least...I've enjoyed this discourse...| have learned a lot

>>

>>

>>

>>

>> "Jamie K" <Meta@Dimensional.com> wrote in message news:46116653%$1@linux...
>>> Don Nafe wrote:

>>>> | wrote:

>>>>

>>>>>> On a differnet note | was listening to a local talk show and the host
>>>>>> quoted some figures regarding CO2 reduction...one being that we could
>>>>>> close down all the Oil refineries in Alberta and all the manufacturing
>>>>>> in Ontario and we would only reduce our National CO2 output by less
>>>>>> than 50% of the required reductions mandated by the Kyoto accord. As
>>>>>> to how accurate he was, | can't say for sure but he is quoting from
>>>>>> |eading economists, scientists etc.

>>>> you wrote:
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>>>>
>>>>> Yet another distortion that is making the rounds. The "it's too late
>>>>> anyway so why bother" distortion.

>>>>>

>>>> And who says that what | wrote above is a distortion?

>>>>

>>>> On one hand you expect me to accept that your position is undeniable and
>>>> overwhelmingly supported by the scientific evidence yet when | suggest
>>>> that there is possibility that living up to Kyoto could bankrupt the

>>>> economy you immediately call it a distortion.

>>> Whether Kyoto chooses the optimal set of solutions or not is a different
>>> subject. | haven't been proclaiming for or against Kyoto.

>>>

>>> The distortion I'm referring to here is the notion that "it's too late so

>>> why bother." Whether you hear it from a radio show or a shill web site
>>> set up by the fossil fuels industry.

>>>

>>> Anyone who is seriously arguing that position will have to show me data
>>> to support it. | haven't seen any reason to accept that defeatist

>>> attitude, other than protecting the status quo for one industries current
>>> pusiness model.

>>>

>>> What | have seen is the well supported position that a combination of
>>> solutions, engaged in now, has a good chance of making a worthwhile
>>> difference for future generations.

>>>

>>>

>>>> And therein lies the dilema | have...the teapot calling the kettle black
>>>> syndrome

>>> Hah! That's it in a nutshell. That is the crux of the PR campaign.

>>>

>>> Misinformation and amplifying of pretty much any objection into "hold it"
>>> status is the goal. To portray the science as if there's a huge

>>> controversy. To imply that scientists don't know enough. That the

>>> majority of climate scientists are ignorant bullies and finks, and

>>> probably hate your momma, while the few scientists who don't agree with
>>> the consensus, along with all the lobbyist supported PR flacks and radio
>>> talk show hosts are surely gallant unsung heros, bravely fighting for

>>> YOU.

>>>

>>> These are exaggerations meant to help us say, "hey wait, we can't just go
>>> rushing off to fix the problem. Let's wait."

>>>

>>> Bingo. Waiting is the goal of the fossil fuels lobby. That's all they

>>> want. Put it off.

>>>

>>> And if we wait until it really is too late, too bad.
>>>
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>>> Cheers,

>>> -Jamie

>>> www.JamieKrutz.com
>>

>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by dc[3] on Mon, 02 Apr 2007 23:48:37 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

http://www.desmogblog.com/slamming-the-climate-skeptic-scam

Here is a very compelling version of what several of you have
been presenting here. Well written, well-reasoned.

Now, read the comments.

What is important to me is that real scientists are raising real
issues about this, and the global warming folks are not
answering the issues, but are claiming consensus...

In other words, shutup.

It all begs the question of who is right, as does the "play it safe”
crowd.

Consensus is not always right. Look at some of the presidents
we have elected.

Politics is not science. Smear campaigns are not argument,
and claiming consensus is an inadequate response to actual
scientific arguments.

DC

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by Jamie K on Tue, 03 Apr 2007 00:08:48 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Nice article, Don.

Scientific discussions are great. Heck, science is all about identifying
problems, coming up with rational theories and then testing those
theories, multiple times, to see what is true.
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The reason there is a consensus on global warming is that questions have
been raised, discussions held, a lot of research done and conclusions
reached.

| wouldn't expect 100% agreement but the amount of agreement is quite high.

Research is ongoing, so anyone with a theory to test had best get on it.
Feeling like the mainstream is wrong? Bring out a new theory and test
it. If data supports it, we have a new mainstream.

But after years of doing just that, the evidence is already strong

enough to suggest three things. One, the planet is warming. Two, human
causes explain it where other causes don't. Three, the risks to our
species is high. And four, waiting for the last couple of scientists to

be satisfied increases the risks far higher.

Since we know that most of the possible solutions have other benefits,
it's no wonder that most governments have concluded we may as well get
started.

Smear campaigns are not necessary between scientists because there is a
better method. If a scientist has an alternate theory, it can be put to
the test. It will succeed or fail.

Industry PR distortion campaigns are a huge distraction, but people can
see through them eventually.

Cheers,
-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

DC wrote:

> http://www.desmogblog.com/slamming-the-climate-skeptic-scam
>

> Here is a very compelling version of what several of you have
> been presenting here. Well written, well-reasoned.

>

> Now, read the comments.

>

> What is important to me is that real scientists are raising real

> issues about this, and the global warming folks are not

> answering the issues, but are claiming consensus...

>

> In other words, shutup.

>

> |t all begs the question of who is right, as does the "play it safe”
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> crowd.

>

> Consensus is not always right. Look at some of the presidents
> we have elected.

>

> Politics is not science. Smear campaigns are not argument,
> and claiming consensus is an inadequate response to actual
> scientific arguments.

>

>DC

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating!
Posted by rick on Tue, 03 Apr 2007 09:02:16 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

a feathered newt?

On Mon, 2 Apr 2007 14:08:49 +0200, "erlilo" <erlingl@tdcads|.dk>
wrote:

>...are you talking about some kind of which came first, as "the chicken or
>the egg"?...

>

>erlilo

>

>"Bill Lorentzen" <bill@lorentzen.ws> skrev i en meddelelse
>news:460fe430@linux...

>

>> A key question is: hsitorically, which came first, the warming or the CO2
>> increase? Who can umequivocally determine that?

>>

>> Bill

>>

>

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating BS
-polemic!
Posted by Deej [4] on Tue, 03 Apr 2007 17:01:32 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

They are,

> by and large, hard working, insightful, intelligent people following the

> data and testing rational theories, and making conclusions based on the
> evidence.
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>

| see less and less of this. Scientists, like everyone else, need a means to
support themselves. they have to constantly churn out *something* in order
to get paid by *somebody*.

| know some enviro activists around here who would starve to death if
everything they lobbied for suddenly came true. They suddenly wouldn't have
a pot to piss in and would have to actually get a job (gasp!!!) or would

have to find something else wrong with something in order to justify their
existence. Since getting a job would entail working for some evil

*capitalist* or becoming one themselves, they aren't likely to do this.

These types, IMHO, are easliy as culpable in our failure to address the
energy catastrophe that is approaching as are those in the energy sector.

Degj

Subject: Re: OT - Global warming alternative opinion movie - fascinating
BS-polemic!
Posted by Jamie K on Tue, 03 Apr 2007 18:33:11 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

DJ wrote:

> They are,

>> py and large, hard working, insightful, intelligent people following the

>> data and testing rational theories, and making conclusions based on the
>> evidence.

>>

>

> | see less and less of this. Scientists, like everyone else, need a means to
> support themselves. they have to constantly churn out *something* in order
> to get paid by *somebody*.

What do you mean you see less and less of this? Are you talking about
climate scientists? Where and whom?

What is it about making a living that automatically implies selling out?
I'm not following you on that one but I'd like to.

However, | think the blanket demonizing of scientists has got to stop.
It's unfair, inaccurate and obviously a projective, diversionary tactic
by special interests in this case. Better to recognize the problem, the

risks and get to work on solutions.

BTW, | have a lot of respect for people in the long chain polymer
economy. We just have to realize what our true costs are, recognize the
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resource limitations of non-renewable economies, and be realistic about
the cost/benefit analysis going forward.

> | know some enviro activists around here who would starve to death if

> everything they lobbied for suddenly came true. They suddenly wouldn't have
> a pot to piss in and would have to actually get a job (gasp!!!) or would

> have to find something else wrong with something in order to justify their

> existence. Since getting a job would entail working for some evil

> *capitalist* or becoming one themselves, they aren't likely to do this.

> These types, IMHO, are easliy as culpable in our failure to address the

> energy catastrophe that is approaching as are those in the energy sector.

So now who are you talking about? What organizations are actively
standing in the way of their own success on their core issues?

| wouldn't expect this to be a defining problem. If a problem gets
solved, then great! Move on to the next one. There is no shortage of
problems that need attention.

| have met great people who strive to live up to laudable ideals in both
corporations and non-profits.

Cheers,

-Jamie
www.JamieKrutz.com

> Deej
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