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Dear John,

I would like to offer nore ny conment to TOPIC 2

In “The role of the Inter-Agency Task Force on

Di saster Reduction and the UN/ I SDR Secretariat”, you
wrote “iv. Coordinate the devel opnent of databases on
natural disasters, disaster impacts and risk
reduction, particularly in terns of the aforenentioned
obj ectives and action thereon, and publish periodic
anal yses of these data.” It is a very good idea, but
there is a serious problem of data. For exanple,

eart hquake data are various. For the sanme earthquake,
di fferent counties offer different data. Table 1
reveal s various data for the sane Turkmenistan

eart hquake on Dec. 6, 2000. The snmllest magnitude
was 5.8, while the largest was 7.4. Mreover, even the
US Ceol ogi cal Survey itself changed data a lot. For

i nstance, it changed the magnitude of 5.8M in Rank A
to 5.3Mb in Rank A for the same Iran- Turkmenistan
border earthquake on Dec. 19, 1999 by el apsing. Such

| arge error not only gives earthquake prediction a big
i npedi ment to narrow wi ndows, but also nakes data

anal ysis inconparable with each other

The reason for why earthquake data have so | arge error
is due to not standardizing. It is recognized that any
measurement contains two kinds of error: systematic
and random and that the forner can not be adjusted by
a systemitself. Therefore, it is necessary to set up
a standard to unify earthquake data like the 1 kg Mass
standard in Paris to unify mass data. Since no

eart hquake can work as the 1 kg Mass to compare itself
with others, | suggest using nmnes, whose power and
hypocenters can be designed exactly, to unify



eart hquake data. Earthquake data producers can claim
error ranks after checking systematic errors.

Ot herwi se, any analysis is inconparable, and is not
very reliable. | also suggest adopting Joule as the
unit of magnitude, and making a fornmula between it and
those old units such as My, My, M., etc. that are
difficult to study by other sciences |ike physics,
chem stry, and so on.

I highly admire your, “in order to avoid duplication
and streanm ine the use of scarce resources” because of
ny experience of using neteorological satellite data
to predict earthquakes successfully. To do nore works,
I suggest UN setting up a large, free, electric
library to collect various data, including satellite

i mges, earthquakes, vol canoes, floods, droughts,

t ornados, typhoons, tenperatures, w nds, rains, snows,
and so on, so scientists and people will be easier to
study hazards with those data, and those studies wll
bring big benefits to the society.

Si ncerely,

User Nane: Zhonghao Shou
Eart hquake Prediction Center



