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Anthropogenic Global Warming Imbroglio : When in Trouble, Exploit Whole Planets : 
 

The Fraud that Venus is a “Sister Planet” to Earth 
 

The Fraud Promoted in Popular Culture : Venus Underwent a “Runaway Greenhouse Effect” 
 

In my erudite opinion, no object in the Solar System, other than perhaps Earth, is the subject of more 
agenda-driven lies and fraud than the Planet Venus. 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AgZU5uvM5Ok 
 

 
 
In a recent news program, Cornell University graduate Bill Nye posed the following debate question: 
 
“Do you agree that the planet Venus is warm because it has a lot of carbon dioxide in its atmosphere?  
And when I say warm, I mean warm enough to melt lead on its surface.  Do you agree with that?” 
 
In this very same debate, Nye had the audacity, the duplicity and inveracity to admonish his opponent, 
who was clearly incompetent on this point, by babbling: “I think you’re throwing a red herring in there.” 
 
You cannot be a graduate of what was formerly one of the finest educational institutions in history, one 
that is world renowned for its participations and discoveries in the Space Sciences, and ask the beguiling 
question that Nye asked . . . it confirms a person that either has zero knowledge, zero integrity, or some 
combination of both. 
 
If I had been in that debate I would have exposed Nye as the hoaxster.  Climate bolsheviks like Nye have 
long beguiled the unsuspecting, non-esoterically initiated lay person with the fraud that the Planet Venus is 
a “sister” or a “twin” to Earth.  The underlying agenda is the notion that carbon dioxide drives the climate of 
Solar System orbs, and that Venus is the most frightening example of that notion.  This, and related rants 
are not merely misstatements by the climate bolsheviks; what follows is a discussion indicating blatant 
dishonesty and outright fraud.   
 
We begin with a personal perspective on a key individual in this hoax; another individual connected to my 
alma mater. 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AgZU5uvM5Ok
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In 1978 I completed Bachelor’s degrees in Mathematics-CompScience and Physics-Geology at the State 
University of New York at Albany (SUNYA).  I turned down an offer by SUNYA to go on to a Master’s in 
solid state physics. The offer had been made by Dr. Hasram Bakru, then Director at the SUNYA Nuclear 
Accelerator Laboratory where I had been employed as the Chief Technical Consultant to the Accelerator 
Engineer, Mr. Art Habriel.  Instead I moved to Ithaca, New York for a Master in Business Administration 
(MBA) at Cornell University.  I was already familiar with Dr. Carl Sagan, a professor at Cornell’s Space 
Sciences Department. 
 

My familiarity included the many letters exchanged between my 
father Victor Sheridan and Sagan; primarily concerning 
cosmology.  Instead of detailed, direct answers, the Sagan 
responses were condescending, sometimes unrelated, and 
arrogant; displaying annoyance rather than deference to the 
erudition of my father. 
 
By June 1978 I was renting a house in Caroline, New York, 
close to the Cornell campus, from Dr. Jaraslav Langmier.  Jerry, 
as his friends called him, was a Lead Scientist at a highly 
regarded Ithaca, New York company called Ithaco Space 
Systems. Jerry was thoroughly connected to the Ithaca 
community, including the folks who live in Cayuga Heights, New 
York; an area that is dominated by 7 and 8 figure real estate, 
most of which is owned by Cornell affiliated people. 
 
At a Cayuga Heights party that I attended with Jerry, several 
were gathered when a handsome gentleman approached us 
wearing a sports jacket and turtleneck sweater.  Upon proximity, 
Jerry blurted: 
 

 
“Carl!  So good to see you.  But I must say, you seem to be on TV more than you’re in the lab!” 

 
Such was part of the reputation Sagan had in the closed Ithaca/Cornell community.  Later I attained 
greater insight into Sagan through a man who became a close personal friend: Dr. Thomas Gold.  It was 
Gold that “bailed out” Sagan when the latter failed tenure at his prior employer: Harvard University.  Gold 
hired Sagan in 1971 into the Cornell Space Sciences department, where the former had been its director 
for many esteemed and productive years. 
 

My personal perspective on Sagan, for a long time, remained positive.  Although I am not a showy type, 
that behavior has its place.  In fact, to this day no other individual has made a greater contribution to 
popularizing science, astronomy and cosmology in particular, than Carl Sagan.  But therein was the trap: 
He was indeed “on TV more than he was in the lab.”  As such, the TV and  movie roles that Sagan 
enjoyed were characteristically a presentation geared for so-called “popular culture” at-best, and at-worst 
an agenda driven dribble that catered to an alleged “consensus” (sound familiar!?), not the stoic, 
unglorified, apolitical, hard-won and sometimes boring truth. 
 

In terms of the details, in terms of the excruciating labors that truly characterize genuine scientific 
advancement, Sagan was left behind.  When that latter state-of-affairs was laid to bare, Sagan would 
characteristically resort to polemics and diversions at-best.  In other instances he indulged, in the opinion 
of many, in outright falsification. Such is the case with Sagan’s opinions and statements on subjects 
ranging from intellectual competitors such as Immanuel Velikovsky, to Earthly topics such as “global 
warming,” and most relevant to this attachment, Solar System orbs like Planet Venus.  
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The second subtitle of this attachment regarding popular culture is generous.  Anyone erudite in these 
subjects understands that the notion of Venus undergoing a greenhouse effect, let-alone a “runaway 
greenhouse effect” is an impossibility.  But before we educate a New York Attorney General, let us look, 
with the intellect of a kindergarten child, at a greenhouse: 
 

As a kindergarten student knows, 
hot air rises.  So it is no surprise 
that when greenhouse 
manufacturers offer temperature 
control, their primary 
mechanisms are vents located 
AT THE VERY TOP where the 
temperature reaches maximum, 
and control is most effective.    
 
This simple reality is apparently 
beyond the intellect of characters 
like James “death trains” Hansen, 
who ostensibly spews an 
opposite physicality during his 
popular culture rants about 
Venus.  
 
In a recent video he babbled: 
 
 

 
“ Once the planet gets warmer and warmer then the oceans begin 
to evaporate, and water vapor is a very strong greenhouse gas, 
even more powerful than carbon dioxide.  So you can get to a 
situation where it just; the oceans will begin to boil, and the planet 
becomes so hot that the ocean ends up in the atmosphere, and 
that happened to Venus. Ya know.  That’s why Venus no longer 
has carbon in its surface.  Its atmosphere is made up basically of 
carbon dioxide, because it had a runaway greenhouse effect. ” 
 
Other than his statement regarding the primacy of water vapor, the 
rest of Hansen’s Big Media rant are nonsense.  In fact, given his 
intimacy with the NASA Pioneer probes to Venus, Hansen can be 
given no quarter.  Carl Sagan, the original instigator of the 
“runaway greenhouse effect”  farce, also has no excuse since the Pioneer data was in his possession, as 
was the data from the highly successful Soviet probe series called Venera.  
 
Nothing in either probe data set supports the pre-probe speculations of Hansen, Sagan and other climate 
bolsheviks that Venus is a “sister planet” or that Venus underwent a “runaway greenhouse effect.”   
 
It is well known that both the American and Soviet data refuted these fairy tales.  This refutation 
ranges from (1) the planetary albedo of Venus, (2) its atmospheric temperature gradient, and most 
importantly (3) the thermal energy imbalance of Venus.  And its retrograde rotation demolishes any 
notion that Venus is a twin!  The integrity of Sagan, Hansen, Nye and their AGW ilk? 
 
http://historicspacecraft.com/Probes_Venus.html#Pioneer-Venus 

http://historicspacecraft.com/Probes_Venus.html%23Pioneer-Venus
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Remember the above picture of a greenhouse, where the highest temperatures are known by kindergarten 
students to be at the highest point, and conversely that the lowest are found at the floor/ground?  Is that 
what the probe data says about Venus?  Of course not . . . 
 

What is ironic about our “multicultural education system” and its feel-goodery approach to hard science, is 
that (implicitly) it must instill cognitive dissonance.  In a course by the W.H. Freeman Company, titled 
Astronomy Online (which I took), Module 11 discusses the planet Venus.  As you might expect it promotes 
the popular culture fairy tale that its temperatures are due to a ‘runaway greenhouse effect.’  But in that 
very same module, the course offers the following, essentially accurate depiction of the atmospheric 
temperature gradient of Venus: 
 

 
 

This community college level course is accurately depicting what was obtained by numerous 1980s 
probes, and duplicated by Magellan in 1991: 
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Note Mr. Attorney General the Module 11 caption (first graph on Page 4 of 19 above): 
 
“ The graph depicts how the temperature of Venus’s atmosphere varies with altitude.  As you descend 
into the atmosphere, the temperature increases smoothly from a minimum of about 170K (= -100°C =  
-150°F) at an altitude of 100km to a maximum of nearly 750K (about 480°C or 900°F) on the ground. ” 
 
On March 1, 1982 the Soviet Venera 13 probe survived for only 127 minutes because the temperature ‘on 
the ground’ of Venus was nearly 900°F!  A greenhouse turned upside down?! 
 
Although the details are beyond the scope of this attachment, in order to swallow the notion that a 
greenhouse or a “runaway greenhouse effect” dominates the conditions and evolution of Venus you must 
simultaneously delete from the science courses the Second Law of Thermodynamics.  Herein lies 
cognitive dissonance, an intrinsic psychosis of climate bolshevism . . . but let us return to popular culture. 
 
Right there, in those simple and widely accepted data charts, for all to see including attorneys general, is a 
blatant evidentiary refutation of the ‘runaway greenhouse effect’; the fairy tale instigated by Sagan, and 
promoted by James Hansen.  The last time I checked Mr. Attorney General, your profession relies on 
evidence . . . not heresy, not arm-waving, not fear mongering; you rely on EVIDENCE! 
 
Refutation Item (1) on Page 3 above lists the albedo of Venus.  If you visit the NASA ‘Venus Fact Sheet’ 
website you find the following data (screenshot, first column depicts Venus, second is Earth): 
 

 
 
A calculation that non-multi-culturally educated kindergarteners can perform reveals that the total radiant 
solar energy absorbed by the Venusian atmosphere is 261 watts per square meter, whereas that 
absorbed by Earth’s is 949 W/m^2.  That means that Earth’s atmosphere absorbs nearly FOUR TIMES 
the solar energy of that absorbed by Venus’ ! 
 

http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/factsheet/venusfact.html 
 
Please keep in mind that 4X multiplier (which favors Earth) as you read the following.  Refutation Item (3) 
on Page 3 above lists the thermal energy imbalance of Venus . . . 
 
All of the temperature data regarding Venus, obtained from every probe format (descending and landing, 
Venusian orbital or remotely stationed) indicates the same hard fact:  
 

The energy blaring FROM Venus dwarfs that received by it from the Sun. 
 
This well-known fact, one that Sagan, Hansen, Nye and the climate bolsheviks are fully aware of, is a 
condition referred to by astronomers as “thermal imbalance.”   This is just further evidentiary proof that the 
surface temperatures depicted in the graphs above do NOT result from a ‘runaway greenhouse effect.” 
 
We should now introduce you to another well-known fact: What other planets have this condition of being 
in a state thermal energy imbalance?  And given that Earth is NOT one of them, what does that fact 
portend for the nonsensical, popular culture fairy tale that Venus and Earth are twins, and therefore had 
the same parents, the same birth place, and at the same time? 
 

http://nssdc.gsfc.nasa.gov/planetary/factsheet/venusfact.html
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Do you see that famous “Red Spot” on the surface of Jupiter? 
 

 
 
Also at that NASA ‘Venus Fact Sheet’ website you find the following data (screenshot): 

 
 

The NASA notion that the discovery of Venus occurred prior to humans 
recording their Earthly history is not a mistake, it’s a bold-faced lie.   
 
The fact that ancient peoples provide excruciating details of the 
emergence of Venus is obscured in esoteric ancient texts, and not 
limited to the many plagiarisms contained in the Hebrew Bible.  But the 
records found in these texts do not comport with the “accepted dogmas” 
promoted by modern popular cultural, especially the fund-raising agenda 
of TV and movie star Dr. Carl Sagan. Hence the true historical records 
are censored. 
 
The alleged controversy surrounding this esoteric discussion includes a 
debate that took place in 1974, at the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science between Sagan and Dr. Immanuel Velikovsky. 
 
In my research I have found many people that are highly qualified to 
present the truth regarding these Venus topics. But none connect all of 
the topics more astutely, especially in regard to the frauds listed in this 
attachment, than Mr. Charles Ginenthal. 
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Attached below is a chapter from the Ginenthal book, Carl Sagan and 
Immanuel Velikovsky, entitled: 
 

“SAGAN’S EIGHTH PROBLEM : THE TEMPERATURE OF VENUS.” 
 
Here and elsewhere you will find detailed discussion of the many 
connected issues presented by the above cover letter and this attachment 
in-particular.  As I read Ginenthal’s book, I became increasingly repulsed 
by the documented behavior and statements of Dr. Sagan.  In fact, I now 
view him with measured disdain. 

 
To assist your knowledge of these subjects, 
and that of other recipients, I uploaded a 
presentation at a cosmology conference in 
1996 by Mr. Ginenthal, which was dedicated to 
the excruciating details of the planet Venus:  
 
https://vimeo.com/149979095   
 
“Charles Ginenthal on the Realities  
of Planet VENUS” 
 
One of the most troubling realities presented 
by Ginenthal is the practices in so-called 
science wherein it is increasingly acceptable to 
censor evidence, and the scientists that obtain 
such; as well as the psychotic behavior that Ginenthal identifies as the process of “ad hoc hypotheses.” 
Note that these topics were being discussed over a decade PRIOR to ClimateGate.   
 
Mr. Attorney General, you’ll note that Ginenthal focuses his video and book discussions on EVIDENCE. 
 
 
Summary 
 

Venus is not a twin or sister planet to Earth. 
Venus did NOT undergo a ‘runaway greenhouse effect.’ 
The atmosphere of Venus has a temperature gradient (versus altitude) that is the EXACT OPPOSITE 
of the standard, well-known conditions that characterize a greenhouse. 
Venus does not support the hype that “it’s fate will be ours if we do not limit the amount of carbon 
dioxide we humans are emitting into our atmosphere.” 
Venus is so young that it is referred to by those that have studied it as a “new born babe.” 
Venus exhibits a thermal imbalance very similar to that of Planet Jupiter. 
If you deleted all of the carbon dioxide from the atmosphere of Venus its temperature would be 
minimally effect IF AT ALL. 
If we turned off the Sun, the temperature of Venus would remain essentially unchanged for at least a 
billion years. 
The Velikovskian theory of Venus is more probable and vastly more evidentiary than that of Dr. Carl 
Sagan. 

https://vimeo.com/149979095
https://vimeo.com/149979095
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