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Destruction, social devastation and the loss of life. Our thoughts are with the people of
Turkey and Syria.
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Since the February 2023 earthquakes in Turkey and Syria, several regions of the World have
experienced “extreme weather conditions” and “climate events” including earthquakes,
floods, and wildfires. Were these events the result of environmental modification techniques
(ENMOD) and geo-engineering (e.g. Morocco, Libya, Hawaii...)?

Was the February 6, 2023 earthquake in Southern Anatolia the result of environmental
modification techniques (ENMOD)?

While no direct evidence or proof can be firmly established, there has not been a
single “major earthquake” in Southern Anatolia in the course of more than 700
years.

Does that not “tell us something” regarding the “probability” or “likelihood” of a “major
earthquake” occurring in Southern Turkey?

Michel Chossudovsky, September 14, 2023
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The Political and Social Implications of the February 2023
Earthquakes

The economic, social and geopolitical impacts of the February 2023 two earthquakes in
Southern Anatolia are far-reaching. Extensive damage over a large area. More than 50,000
deaths in Turkey and more than 8000 in Syria.

Within Turkey, the earthquakes have not only resulted in economic, social and political
chaos to the detriment of the Erdogan government, they were followed by attempts on the
part of US-NATO to undermine Erdogan’s reelection (May 14, 2023), largely in view of
Ankara’s unspoken strategic alliance with Moscow, not to mention its rapprochement with
Teheran.

Turkey is both a “NATO Heavyweight” as well as “An Ally of
Russia”. Sounds Contradictory

Turkey abandoned NATO’s Air Defence System in favor of Russia’s “State of the Art”
5-400. That acquisition of Russian military technology was part of a concurrent military
cooperation agreement as well an alliance between Turkey and Russia established in the
immediate aftermath of the failed July 2016 US sponsored coup d’Etat, not to mention
the unsuccessful assassination plot directed against President Recep Tayyip Erdogan.

Washington is fully aware that you cannot win a war against Russia when the second largest
military power member state of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization namely Turkey is
“sleeping with the enemy”.

Moreover, while Russia controls a large part of the Northern and Eastern coastlines of the
Black Sea, the entire Southern coastline as well as access from the Mediterranean under the
Montreux Protocol is under Turkey’s jurisdiction.

Finland and Sweden’s Accession to NATO

Also of significance, Turkey was involved in the months prior to the earthquake in blocking
(on behalf of Moscow?) both Sweden and Finland from joining NATO.

In the immediate wake of earthquakes, pressured by Washington to comply,
Ankara approved in late March Finland’s application to join NATO:

The Turkish Parliament voted unanimously in favor of Finland’s membership on [March
30], clearing the last hurdle in the accession process. (CNN, March 31, 2023)
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Turkey and Hungary to green-light Finland's NATO membership

May 14, 2023 Turkey Elections

Turkey’s May 14 2023 presidential and parliamentary elections occurred four months after
the February 2023 earthquake,Washington’s objective was to: “Replace Erdogan”
with an obedient US proxy.

No easy task: Their chosen successor to Erdogan was a proxy of the
opposition Kemel Kilicdaroglu, who was head of a six-party coalition “united by the sole
aim of removing Erdogan from power”.

Erdogan’s Justice and Development party ultimately won the May 14, 2023 presidential
elections.

Washington regime change attempts (2016, 2023) to remove Erdogan had failed. The
earthquake happened 4 months before the May 2023 election.

Washington’s ultimate objective was to dismantle both Turkeys Alliances with the Russia
and Iran, while reintegrating Turkey back into the Atlantic Alliance as an “obedient NATO
country”, no more “sleeping with the enemy”.

December 2024: The US-NATO-Israel-Turkey War on Syria

Despite America’s attempts to get rid of Erdogan (2016, 2023), Erdogan won the
May 14, 2023 elections (See above).

While Turkey will retain its NATO membership, it is unlikely that it will cancel its alliance with
Moscow and Tehran.
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President Erdogan’s objective is to consolidate and confiscate territories in northern Syria
while negotiating with the United States regarding Washington’s support of Kurdish rebels in
Northern Syria and Iraq .

In as much as Russia and Turkey are allies of
Iran, an all out war against Iran at this juncture is unlikely to occur.

It is worth noting that Turkey and Israel have an agreement pertaining to the production of
advanced weapon systems.

This alliance between Israel and Turkey still prevails:

President Erdogan and Prime Minister Netanyahu have a close and long-standing personal
relation.

' : 5 Moreover, Russia’s President Putin and Prime
Mmlster Nentanyahu have also a close personal relationship, not to mention that a
large percentage of the IDF is made-up of Russian Jews.

At the moment, escalation towards a World War Ill scenario is largely dependent on the
structures of military alliances: specifically the alliances of Turkey with Russia and Iran.

Turkey controls the access from the Mediterranean and the Black Sea (under the Montreux
Protocol), which is an impediment to NATO. Russia and Turkey control the Black Sea
(including land waterways towards Iran).

It is also important that member states of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, consider
cancelling their NATO membership under Article 13 of the Washington Treaty.

Michel Chossudovsky, Global Research, December 18, 2024
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Environmental Modification Techniques (ENMOD)
and the Turkey-Syria Earthquake

by

Michel Chossudovsky

Introduction

The latest reports point to a death toll in Turkey and Syria well in excess of 50,000, more
than half a million injured, tens of thousands of people missing. The social devastation and
destruction is beyond description. The first and second earthquakes on February 6, 2023
in Kahramanmaras province in Southern Turkey were respectively of the magnitude of 7.6
and 7.8 (Richter scale).

A third earthquake of a magnitude of 6.3 was recorded on February 20th.

In Turkey, some 530,000 people have been evacuated from the disaster area. Ankara
confirms that “173,000 buildings have so far been recorded as collapsed or severely
damaged, with more than 1.9 million people taking refuge in temporary shelters or hotels
and public facilities.”

In the words of President Recep Tayyip Erdogan: ““We are living through the most
painful days in our history”.

In Syria, the earthquakes have largely affected the cities of Aleppo, Lattakia and Hama
which are within proximity of Syria’s Northwestern border with Turkey. The latest
announced death toll in Syria was 5,914, with 8.8 million people affected.

President Bachar Al Assad underscored that US-NATO has been at war with Syria for
almost 12 years, while emphasizing that “Syria has not been an earthquake area for
about two and a half centuries”.

In this article, Part I will focus on the History of Earthquake Activity in Turkey, while
underscoring the fact that prior to the February 6, 2023 earthquake, there was no recent
evidence or historical record of “major earthquake” activity in Southern Anatolia.

Part Il will provide a Review of Environmental Modification Techniques (ENMOD).


https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2023/2/24/syrian-refugees-in-turkey-face-return-to-quake-stricken-areas

Part Il will focus on The Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use

of Environmental Modification Techniques, ratified in 1977 by the UN General Assembly.

What is significant in regards to the Turkey-Syria earthquake disaster is that the 1977 UN
Convention (cited above) contains provisions for the conduct of an investigation in regards
to “destruction, damage or injury” incurred by the “State Parties”, under the auspices
of a UN “Consultative Committee of Experts”.

There are also provisions in the Convention for referral to the United Nations Security
Council on behalf of the “State Parties”. These issues are outlined in Part IV.

[
History of Earthquake Activity in Turkey

In regards to Turkey, geological analysis suggests the following:

“earthquake activities mainly occur “on the Anatolian plate, a small wedge-shaped
tectonic plate that is being squeezed westwards as the Arabian plate to the east
slams into the Eurasian plate*. (emphasis added).

What characterizes Turkey’s earthquake activity is:

“a sequence along the North Anatolian Fault that started in 1939, _causing large

earthquakes that moved progressively from east to west over a period of 60
years”
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The February 6, 2023 earthquakes with epicentres in Pazarcik (7.8) and Ekinozu (7.5)
respectively in proximity of Gaziantep and Kahramanmaras are the largest “major
earthquakes” in recent history. (See Table in Annex, Graph below).

On February 6, around 4:15 a.m. local time, a magnitude 7.8 earthquake struck south-
central Turkey near the Turkey/Syria border. Just 11 minutes later, a magnitude 6.7
aftershock shook the region. Nine hours later a magnitude 7.5 quake followed. (USGS -
National Earthquake Information Center)

The Map Below identifies the epicentres of the February 6, 2023 earthquakes, located in the
South, within proximity of Syria’s Northwestern border.
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Turkey and Syria were hit by several major earthquakes in the last 24 hours (Picture: Metro.co.uk)

Epicentre of Ekinozu, Pazarcik earthquakes, February 6, 2023

Recent “Major Earthquakes”

Historically, the largest earthquakes in Turkey have epicentres in North Western Anatolia, in
proximity of Istanbul, Western Anatolia as well as in the Northeastern region.

The North Anatolian Fault

Seven large (MS) 7.0 earthquakes in the period from 1939 through 1999 along the
North Anatolian Fault. See map above

These earthquakes have ruptured the fault progressively from east to west. Following
are data for the seven large earthquakes that have progressively ruptured the
North Anatolian fault:

» 1939 December 26. Magnitude (MS) 7.9 - 8.0. 30,000 deaths. Fault length about
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360 km. Initiated the eastward migration of significant earthquakes on the North
Anatolian fault. (Termed the 1939 Erzincan earthquake, North Anatolia)

* 1942 December 20. Magnitude (MS) 7.1. Fault length about 50 km. (Termed the
1942 Erbaa earthquake, North Anatolia)

* 1943 November 26. Magnitude (MS) 7.6. Fault length about 280 km. (Termed the
1943 Tosya earthquake, Northern Anatolia)

» 1944 February 01. Magnitude (MS) 7.3. Fault length about 165 km. (Termed the
1944 Bolu-Gerede earthquake, Northern Anatolia)

= 1957 May 26. Magnitude (MS) about 7. Fault length about 30 km. (Termed the
1957 Abant earthquake, Northern Anatolia)

» 1967 July 22. Magnitude (MS) 7.1. Fault length about 80 km. (Termed the 1967
Mudurnu Valley earthquake, Northern Anatolia)

»= 1999 August 17. Ismit. Magnitude (MS) 7.8; MW 7.4-7.5) North Western Anatolia

Below are the reports of the 5 largest earthquakes since 1950 all of which are along the
North Anatolian Fault

Bingol: a magnitude 6.9 and occurred in the eastern city of Turkey on May 22, 1971.

City of Izmit: August 17, 1999, 90 km southeast of Istanbul, 7.6 magnitude. The
earthquake occurred in the industrialized and most densely populated urban areas of
Istanbul, Sakarya, Golcuk, Darica, and Derince.

Diizce Quake, 12 November 1999, A major earthquake occurred 70 kilometers
(45 miles) east of Adapazari or 170 km (105 mi) northwest of Ankara, A
magnitude of 7.2.

The city of Van. 23 October 2011. A magnitude 7.1 earthquake, northeastern city
close to border with Iran.

Izmir: of 30 October 2020, a magnitude 7.0 with an epicentre about 14 km northeast
of the Greek island of Samos

100 200
epicentre of Izmit-Golcuk earthquake in Northwestern Anatolia

Nota Bene: None of these major earthquakes (1939-1999) are in Southern Anatolia.
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Long-Term History of Earthquakes in Turkey (342 AD -1999)

The history of “major earthquakes” is on record since 342 AD based on data compiled
by the USGS - National Earthquake Information Center (See Table in Annex).

In the 13th Century, a “major earthquake” (60,000 deaths) was recorded in Adana in
1268 (Southern Anatolia). Moreover, since the 15th Century, all “major earthquakes” have
occurred in Northwestern, Western and Northeastern Anatolia. (See Annex)

Southern Turkey Earthquakes

Reuters has categorized the initial major earthquake (February 6, 2023) “as the most
powerful in the region in at least a century”. That is an understatement. In regards to
Southern Anatolia, it is the largest earthquake in more than seven centuries.
(Adana in 1268, see Table in Annex)

On record in Southern Turkey, is the Ceyhan-Adana earthquake on 27 June 1998, with
magnitude of 6.3, affecting the cities of Ceyhan and Adana, 146 deaths. The Ceyan
earthquake, however, is not categorized as “a major earthquake” (in excess of 7.0)

As outlined above, the major earthquakes in Turkey are along the North Anatolia Fault.

Prior to February 6, 2023

Not a single “major earthquake” in Southern Anatolia in the course of more than
700 years: Does that not “tell us something” regarding the “probability” or “likelihood” of a
“major earthquake” occurring in Southern Turkey?

Earthquake “Forecasting”

Earthquake forecasting is routine. An earthquake can be forecasted up to months ahead.
“Forecasting” however must not be confused with “seismological prediction”:

Dutch seismologist Frank Hoogerbeets, who works for the Solar System Geometry
Survey (SSGS) in the Netherlands, predicted the earthquake in Turkey on
February 3, 2023, three days before its occurrence.

No Firm Evidence of a Terrorist Attack

While there may be doubts at a political level, there is at this stage no firm evidence that
this was a terrorist attack. Based on information in the public domaine (as opposed to
classified information), there is no tangible evidence that “environmental modifications
techniques” were used against Turkey and Syria.

Of significance, however, there was an unofficial statement (yet to be confirmed)
by Serdar Hussein, the Head of the Turkish Space Agency in an interview on Russian

TV. He referred to hard titanium alloy rods sending powerful beams of energy to
earth, deep into the ground.

Below is the translation of his interview.

Transcript (Translation)
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The head of the Turkish Space Agency, Serdar Hussein Yildirim, on weapons capable of
causing earthquakes:

You know those power poles on the streets. They are similar to these pillars, about 8-10
meters high. Metal rods.

There is nothing inside the rod, no explosives, nothing, but it's a metal rod made of a
hard titanium alloy material.

They put them in a satellite. And then they aim and launch them to Earth. It’s like a
stick with a sharp point. For example, God forbid, it falls somewhere, we will not name
the disaster scenario now, but as soon as it falls to the ground, it penetrates up to 5
km deep into the earth.

This happens very quickly and creates an earthquake of magnitude 7-8.

As a result of the impact, everything that is there will be destroyed. Look, there are no
weapons here, no explosives, no bombs, nothing like that. Simple sticks [rods]. But
there is such a force that comes from outer space, and you have no chance to see it,
stop it, or defend yourself.” (emphasis added)

See video here

Environmental Modification Techniques

There is a vast literature on weather modification techniques for military use much of which
is classified. The US and Russia are on record. They possess advanced ENMOD technologies.

The US Military can control the weather. This is confirmed by a US Air Force document
entitled “Weather as a Force Multiplier: Owning the Weather in 2025*

The late World renowned scientist Dr. Rosalie Bertell confirmed that “US military
scientists ... are working on weather systems as a potential weapon. Already in the 1970s,
former National Security advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski had foreseen in his book “Between
Two Ages” that:

“Technology will make available, to the leaders of major nations, techniques for
conducting secret warfare, of which only a bare minimum of the security forces need be
appraised...”

Scientist Dr. Nicholas Begich who was actively involved in the public campaign against
HAARP- described HAARP as:

“A super-powerful radiowave-beaming technology that lifts areas of the ionosphere
[upper layer of the atmosphere] by focusing a beam and heating those areas.
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Electromagnetic waves then bounce back onto earth and penetrate everything — living
and dead.”

Marc Filterman, a former French military officer, outlines several types of “unconventional
weapons” using radio frequencies. He refers to “weather war,” indicating that the U.S. and
the Soviet Union had already

“mastered the know-how needed to unleash sudden climate changes (hurricanes,
drought) in the early 1980s.”

My article entitlted Weather Warfare first published by The Ecologist on May 22
2008 provides a summary of several in-depth and detailed articles | wrote at an earlier
period on environmental modification (ENMOD) techniques for military use:

“Rarely acknowledged in the debate on global climate change, the world’s weather can
now be modified as part of a new generation of sophisticated electromagnetic weapons.
Both the US and Russia have developed capabilities to manipulate the climate for
military use.

Environmental modification techniques have been applied by the US military for more
than half a century. US mathematician John von Neumann, in liaison with the US
Department of Defense, started his research on weather modification in the late 1940s
at the height of the Cold War and foresaw ‘forms of climatic warfare as yet unimagined'.

During the Vietnam war, cloud-seeding techniques were used, starting in 1967 under
Project Popeye, the objective of which was to prolong the monsoon season and block
enemy supply routes along the Ho Chi Minh Trail.

The US military has developed advanced capabilities that enable it selectively to alter
weather patterns. The technology, which is being perfected under the High-frequency
Active Auroral Research Program (HAARP) [closed down in 2014, officially
transferred to the University of Alaska] is an appendage of the Strategic Defense
Initiative - ‘Star Wars’. From a military standpoint, HAARP is a weapon of mass
destruction, operating from the outer atmosphere and capable of destabilising
agricultural and ecological systems around the world.

Established in 1992, HAARP, based in Gokona, Alaska, is an array of high-powered
antennas that transmit, through high-frequency radio waves, massive amounts of
energy into the ionosphere (the upper layer of the atmosphere). Their construction
was funded by the US Air Force, the US Navy and the Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency (DARPA).

Operated jointly by the Air Force Research Laboratory and the Office of Naval Research,
HAARP constitutes a system of powerful antennas capable of creating ‘controlled local
modifications of the ionosphere’.

“Rosalie Bertell, president of the International Institute of Concern for Public Health,
says HAARP operates as ‘a gigantic heater that can cause major disruptions in the
ionosphere, creating not just holes, but long incisions in the protective layer that keeps
deadly radiation from bombarding the planet’.
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Physicist Dr Bernard Eastlund called it ‘the largest ionospheric heater ever built’.

HAARP is presented by the US Air Force as a research programme, but military
documents confirm its main objective is to ‘induce ionospheric modifications’ with a
view to altering weather patterns and disrupting communications and radar.

(Read the complete article here)

The CBC Documentary on HAARP

Of significance, a CBC TV report (1996) acknowledged that the HAARP facility in Alaska
under the auspices of the US Air Force had the ability of triggering typhoons,
earthquakes, floods and droughts:

“Directed energy is such a powerful technology it could be used to heat the
ionosphere to turn weather into a weapon of war. Imagine using a flood to
destroy a city or tornadoes to decimate an approaching army in the
desert. The military has spent a huge amount of time on weather modification as a
concept for battle environments. If an electromagnetic pulse went off over a city,
basically all the electronic things in your home would wink and go out, and they
would be permanently destroyed.”

CBC TV Report (1996)

It should be noted that while the HAARP program based in Gakona, Alaska was closed
down in 2014 (transferred to the University of Alaska), the US Air Force which managed
the HAARP project, nonetheless confirmed that ENMOD techniques for military use
were slated to continue:

“We’re moving on to other ways of managing the ionosphere, which the
HAARP was really designed to do,” he said.

“To inject energy into the ionosphere to be able to actually control it. But that work
has been completed.”

“Weather as a Force Multiplier: Owning the Weather”

The underlying objective from a military standpoint is “Owning the Weather”. At the time
this US Air Force study was commissioned in 1996, the HAARP program was already fully
operational as documented by the CBC.

The stated purpose of the Report is described below:

In this paper we show that appropriate application of weather-modification can provide
battlespace dominance to a degree never before imagined. In the future, such
operations will enhance air and space superiority and provide new options for
battlespace shaping and battlespace awareness there, waiting for us to pull it all
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together;” in 2025 we can “Own the Weather.” (Commissioned by US Air Force
document AF 2025 Final Report, (public document)

Weather-modification, according to the US Air Force Report “offers the war fighter a
wide range of possible options to defeat or coerce an adversary”, capabilities, it
says, extend to the triggering of floods, hurricanes, droughts and earthquakes:

‘Weather modification will become a part of domestic and international security and
could be done unilaterally... It could have offensive and defensive applications and even
be used for deterrence purposes. The ability to generate precipitation, fog and storms
on earth or to modify space weather... and the production of artificial weather all are a
part of an integrated set of [military] technologies.”

US Air Force document AF 2025 Final Report, (original AF document link no longer available)

See complete reports commissioned by the US Air Force

....From enhancing friendly operations or disrupting those of the enemy via small-

scale tailoring of natural weather patterns to complete dominance of global
communications and counterspace control, weather-modification offers the war
fighter a wide-range of possible options to defeat or coerce an adversary.
Some of the potential capabilities a weather-modification system could provide to a
war-fighting commander in chief (CINC) are listed in table 1. (emphasis added)

While the triggering of earthquakes is an integral part of the HAARP technology, the term
earthquakes does not appear explicitly in the above version of US Air Force document.
Appendices A and B of the report point to role of the lonosphere pertaining to maximum
usable frequency (MUF).

The Involvement of the CIA in ENMOD Technologies

Back in July 2013, MSN news reported that the CIA was involved in helping to fund a project
by the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) focusing on geo-engineering and climate
manipulation. The report not only acknowledged these technologies, it confirmed that US
intelligence has been routinely involved in addressing the issue of climatic manipulation:

“The goal of the CIA-backed NAS study is to conduct a “technical evaluation of a limited
number of proposed geoengineering techniques,” according to the NAS website.
Scientists will attempt to determine which geoengineering techniques are feasible and
try to evaluate the impacts and risks of each (including “national security concerns”).’
(See Slate, July 2013)

“The CIA is helping fund the research because the NAS also plans to evaluate “the national
security concerns (that could be) related to geoengineering technologies being deployed
somewhere in the world,” Kearney said.

|13


https://www.geoengineeringwatch.org/documents/vol3ch15.pdf
https://www.geoengineeringwatch.org/documents/vol3ch15.pdf
http://csat.au.af.mil/2025/volume3/vol3ch15.pdf
https://www.geoengineeringwatch.org/documents/vol3ch15.pdf
https://slate.com/technology/2013/07/cia-funds-nas-study-into-geoengineering-and-climate-change.html

The 1977 U.N. Convention

on the Use of Environmental Modification Techniques

In 1977, an international Convention was ratified by the UN General Assembly which banned
“military or other hostile use of environmental modification techniques having
widespread, long-lasting or severe effects”.

ENMOD techniques also apply to earthquakes:

“It defined ‘environmental modification techniques’ as ‘any technique for changing -
through the deliberate manipulation of natural processes - the dynamics,
composition or structure of the earth, including its biota, lithosphere,
hydrosphere and atmosphere, or of outer space.” (emphasis added)

The historic 1977 Convention ratified by the UN General Assembly banning “military or
other hostile use of environmental modification techniques having widespread,
long-lasting or severe effects.”

' ‘\ UN Documents \‘f;@ \l\)’
( Gathering a body of global agreements \i\él. \}lfy

Home | Sustainable Development | Education | Water | Culture of Peace | Human Rights | Keywords | Search

Adopted by Resolution 31/72 of the United Nations General Assembly on 10 December 1976.

The Convention was opened for signature at Geneva on 18 May 1977.

Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of
Environmental Modification Techniques

....Each State Party to this Convention undertakes not to engage in military ... use of
environmental modification techniques having widespread, long-lasting or severe
effects as the means of destruction, damage or injury to any other State Party.
(Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental
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Modification Techniques, United Nations, Geneva, May 18, 1977. Entered into force: 5
October 1978, see full text of Convention in Annex)

To Read the full text of the UN Convention, click here

The List of countries which have ratified or signed the Treaty

As of 2022, 78 countries have ratified or acceded to the treaty including Syria, Turkey, Iraq,
Iran, the U.S. and the Russian Federation. Israel has not ratified the Treaty.

Official UN document

European Parliament Committee’s Motion for Resolution

It is also worth noting that in February 1998, the European Parliament’s Committee on
Foreign Affairs, Security and Defense Policy held public hearings in Brussels on the HAARP
program. The Committee’s “Motion for Resolution” submitted to the European Parliament:

“Considers HAARP... by virtue of its far-reaching impact on the environment to be a
global concern and calls for its legal, ecological and ethical implications to be examined
by an international independent body...; [the Committee] regrets the repeated
refusal of the United States Administration... to give evidence to the public
hearing ...into the environmental and public risks [of] the HAARP
program.” (emphasis added)

IV

“An Expert Investigation” into “Hostile Use of ENMOD”

In view of the gravity of the Turkey-Syria earthquake, the loss of life, the devastating social
and economic impacts, an “expert investigation” should be conducted predicated on
the 1977 International Convention banning “military or other hostile use of
environmental modification techniques”.

| should mention that since the ratification of the 1977 UN Convention cited above, ENMOD
techniques for military use have become increasingly sophisticated.

Can we trust the United Nations? The two “State Parties”, namely Turkey and Syria
should collaborate and conduct their own internal investigation prior to the conduct of an
expert investigation under UN auspices.

The Terms of Reference of this Investigation are contained in the Articles of Agreement of
the UN Treaty.
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| will be referring to Article I, Il and V (excerpts) which identify the nature of the Expert
Investigation. (emphasis added). Click here, to consult the complete list of Articles

Article I. 1.

Each State Party to this Convention undertakes not to engage in military or any
other hostile use of environmental modification techniques having widespread,
long-lasting or severe effects as the means of destruction, damage or injury to
any other State Party.

Article Il refers to ENMOD techniques including earthquakes:
Article I

As used in article 1, the term “environmental modification techniques” refers to any
technique for changing - through the deliberate manipulation of natural processes - the
dynamics, composition or structure of the Earth, including its biota, lithosphere,
hydrosphere and atmosphere, or of outer space.

Article V

1. The States Parties to this Convention undertake to consult one another and to co-
operate in solving any problems which may arise in relation to the objectives of, or in
the application of the provisions of, the Convention. Consultation and co-operation
pursuant to this article may also be undertaken through appropriate international
procedures within the framework of the United Nations and in accordance with its
Charter. These international procedures may include the services of appropriate
international organizations, as well as of a Consultative Committee of Experts as
provided for in paragraph 2 of this article.

2. For the purposes set forth in paragraph 1 of this article, the Depositary shall within
one month of the receipt of a request from any State Party to this Convention, convene
a Consultative Committee of Experts. ...

3. Any State Party to this Convention which has reason to believe that any
other State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Convention may lodge a complaint with the Security Council
of the United Nations. Such a complaint should include all relevant information as
well as all possible evidence supporting ItS validity.

4. Each State Party to this Convention undertakes to cooperate in carrying out any
investigation which the Security Council may initiate, in accordance with the
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, on the basis of the complaint received
by the Council. The Security Council shall inform the States Parties of the results of the
investigation.

In Annex to the Text of the Convention is the Following:

1. The Consultative Committee of Experts shall undertake to make appropriate findings
of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised pursuant to paragraph
1 of article V of this Convention by the State Party requesting the convening of the
Committee.
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emphasis added

Concluding Remarks

We are in solidarity with the people of Turkey and Syria.
At this stage, it would be unwise and premature to draw simplistic conclusions.

There is a forbidden truth. | have attempted to provide a framework of analysis and
understanding.

The damage and loss of life is beyond description: The issue should be the object of
analysis, dialogue and debate, with reference to the 1977 International Convention banning
“military or other hostile use of environmental modification techniques”.

Turkey and Syria as “State Parties” must, as a first step, conduct their own internal
investigation before referring it to the UN Consultative Committee of Experts and/or to the
United Nations Security Council.

Annex

Source: This Information was provided by USGS - National Earthquake Information Center

Earthquakes in Turkey that caused 10,000 or more deaths (342 AD- 1999)
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Source

NG(2)

NG(2)

ITU

NG(120)

ITU

NG(2,7,55)

ITU

ITUNG(51,73)

ITUNG(2,51)

ITU,NG(2,5b)

NG(99)

ITUNG(55,99)

ITUNG(2,3,138)

ITU

Date

342

565

688

847

1268

1268

1458

1509 Sep 14

1653 Feb 23

1688 Jul 12

1859 Jun 02

1883 Oct 15

1939 Dec 26

1999 Aug 17

Lat

36.2

36.2

384

36.2

39.8

37.5

39.9

40.7

38.2

38.4

39.9

38.3

39.5

40.7

Lon

36.1

36.1

272

36.1

40.4

35.5

40.4

293

282

269

413

262

38.5

30.0

Mag

7.0(I1SK)

7.0(ISK)

7.5(ISK)

7.5(I1SK)

6.4(ISK)

7.0(1SK)

7.9(1SK)

7.8(MAG)

Deaths

40,000?

30,000?

20,000

20,000

15,000

60,000?

30,000

13,000

2,500-15,000

15,000-20,000

15,000

15,000

30,000

17,480

General area

Antakya (Antioch)

Antakya

Izmir

Antakya

Erzincan-Erzurum

NE of Adana

Erzincan-Erzurum

Istanbul

East of Izmir

Izmir

Erzurum

West of |zmir

Erzincan

Izmit-Golcuk

Notes: It is possible that there is really only one quake in 1268. Turkish sources do not list the event near Adana. Also, NG(2) seems to have very large casualty figures that are not included

with Turkish sources. Therefore, a question mark has been added after the values.

The following are the sources and footnotes

ISK: Earthquake catalog of Kandilli Observatory, Bogazici University, Istanbul, supplied by NOAA/NGDC (Meyers and Von Hake), Boulder CO, 1985.

ITU: K. Ergin, U. Guclu and Z. Uz, A Catalog of Earthquakes for Turkey and Surrounding Area (11 AD to 1964 AD), Technical University of Istanbul,

Faculty of Mining Engineering, 1967.

AFAD: Earthquake Risk Map by AFAD, Department of Disasters and Emergency Management, 2018.

NG(n): R. Ganse and J. Nelson, Catalog of Significant Earthquakes 2000 BC - 1979 Including Quantitative Casualties and Damage, NOAA/NGDC Report

SE-27, Boulder CO, 1981. The number in parentheses is from their references table, as listed below:

2: Lomnitz, Global Tectonics and Earthquake Risk, 1974.

3: Bath, Introduction to Seismology, 1978.

5b: (there is no source 5b — probably should be 557).

7: Meyers and von Hake, Earthquake data file summary, 1976.

51: Munchener Ruckversicherungs-Gesellschaft, World Map of Natural Hazards, 1978.

55: Milne, Catalogue of Destructive Earthquakes, 1911.

73: U.S. Congress, Great Earthquakes, 1888.

99: Karnik, Seismicity of the European Area, 1971.

120: Alsinawi and Galih, Historical Seismicity of Iraq, 1978.
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138: Ambraseys, Middle East A Reappraisal of Seismicity, 1978.
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