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On September 3-6, in Moscow, the "III International Workshop on

 Magnetic, Electric and ElectroMagnetic Methods in Seismology and

 Volcanology" was held. In spite of this title the meeting was really

 about the prediction of volcanic eruptions and earthquakes with

 heavy emphasis on the later, by non-seismic means. This made it

 different from any meeting we have had in the US and deserves a

 closer look.

 There were about 200 participants, which met in the Presidium of the

 Russian Academy of Sciences, with full honors. Aside from Russia,

 there were larger numbers from the earthquake prone countries

 (Japan, Taiwan, China, Greece, and Italy) with a total of 19

 countries represented. In the four days of the meeting there was

 ONLY ONE oral paper given by the US (Malcolm Johnson, USGS, Menlo

 Park) and 2 posters by GSFC folks. Many people asked why the US,

 which is known to be an innovator in research, is not interested in

 this subject.

 Subjects covered were quite interdisciplinary and included

 traditional arrays of magnetic observations, electric self potential

 (SP), ionosphere fluctions, ULF and VLF measurements, infrared

 observations from satellites, over the horizon transmissions, etc

 etc. There were field observations and laboratory experiments. Many

 of these variables showed anomalies before, during, or after

 earthquakes. Many of the long observation periods showed nothing,

 and some anomalies coincided with earthquakes in some places but not

 in others. In sprite of this sometimes the coincidence of anomalous

 records and seismic activity was strong and kept the interest of the

 group. There were no papers on surface deformations and something on

 satellite radar observations would have been very useful. The group

 was composed of good scientists and showed lots of self-criticism

 and did not approve of purely random observations for which there

 could be no possible cause.

 In the US investigators must have a well-defined goal in their

 research proposal and no observed anomalies is not an acceptable

 outcome. Maybe it is time to give some thought as to how we can

 better participate in such an important type of research.
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