
More on one-sided global Warming Talk

In continuation of my last letter concerning the talk by Dr. Tom Ball in the Cariboo Regional District (CRD) board-room, on Dec.14, I have chosen another two of 28 claims to dispute - this time not randomly but by my own choice. 

1. Melting arctic ice does not raise sea-levels (in fact, it might drop due to the expansion of ice when it freezes)

Dr. Ball is absolutely correct that sea-levels won’t rise from the melting of sea-ice. However, they won’t drop either since about 10% of the ice floats above the liquid water. Any floating object only displaces its own weight of fluid (Archimedes’ age-old principle). Perhaps it was an honest mistake just as he accidentally assumed that he was addressing the local school –board. Nevertheless, the first part of the claim is still misleading since it implies that melting ice is not a big deal. He appeared to suggest that the melting of arctic ice is very small in comparison to seasonal changes and can be attributed to a natural cycle. Dr. Ball also appeared to minimize the potential impact of land-ice even though much of the ice is in fact land-ice (Antarctica and Greenland). Any significant melting or slippage of land-ice into the oceans could raise sea-levels significantly. There is enough evidence to suggest that this is already taking place. Also, melting of sea-ice decreases the reflectivity of oceans and results in more warming. Water expands when it rises above 4(C. Historical records have shown that sea-levels can vary greatly due to change in the amount of sea-ice and land-ice.
2. There is no evidence for the ozone hole (over Antarctica)

This claim is the most outrageous of all. Dr. Ball either implied that there was no ozone hole (defined as the maximum extent of the area over Antarctica where the stratospheric ozone has been reduced by 50%) or that chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) were not to blame. NASA images clearly support the fact that the ozone hole had been growing almost every year. Secondly, the complicated mechanism of ozone depletion clearly implicates chlorine free radicals, produced from the decomposition of CFCs.  

In conclusion, I agree with Dr. Ball that in our hurry to find solutions, we should not engage in large scale irreversible experiments like seeding the oceans with iron to encourage carbon dioxide (CO2) sequestering by algae. Moreover, I agree that we should be sceptical of industry just paying lip-service (e.g. “Green” BP planning to exploit the Alberta tar-sands with Husky oil) or not factoring in all the environmental costs (e.g. hybrid cars, hydrogen-cars, compact fluorescents, bio-fuels, etc.). 
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