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Abstract. Not so many issues, that have such a divergence of view, as on the existence and nature of foreshock 

activation. The range here is from public admission, that the previously described effect of foreshock avalanche-like 

activation is nothing more than the result of (though unconscious) data fitting, to the cases of incredibly accurate 

predictions of the time of strong earthquakes (though retrospective). The article by A.I. Malyshev and L.K. Malysheva, 

published in the current issue, gave a reason to return to these disagreements again and to offer a possible 

explanation for them.  

The article referenced in the title and this message are published in the current issue of the journal in Russian and 

English. 
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