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New communication technologies have made the information space more open: events
that would have gone unnoticed a decade ago are now obvious to everyone. 24-hour news
grids, citizen journalism, user-generated content do not provide an opportunity to hide a
negative event or artificially reduce the scale of a real disaster.

At the present stage of social development, referred to by researchers as the «era of
risk», the state is forced to confront new threats and challenges, to modernize the tools for the
implementation of its fundamental functions that guarantee the maintenance of security and
public order. Therefore, the need for the development of effective communication
technologies to prevent the transition of a natural disaster into the category of a crisis, as well
as to maintain the legitimacy of the authorities, becomes urgent.

The theoretical basis of the article is the scientific works of the authors in the areas of
research: 1) the theory of communication (Lasswell G., Luhmann N., McQuail D., Gavre
D.P.);

2) theories of journalism (Siebert F., Peterson T., Schramm W., Merrill J., Lowenstein
R., Hatchen W., Picard R., Altschul H., McQueil D., Williams R., Christians, Glasser,
Nordenstreng , K. Jimenez-Martinez, McCombs M. and Shaw D., Dayan D. and Katz E.,
Libes and others);

3) works devoted to the analysis of natural disasters (Porfiriev B., Lukich T., Gavrilov
M., Markovich S., Komach S., Zorn B., Anikin A., Makiev Yu.).

Global crises and disasters, such as climate change, dangerous pandemics, collapses of
financial markets, global shortages of food, water, and energy resources, for example, are not
limited geographically, and often do not lend themselves to being perceived as isolated events
of a national scale that interrupt the usual way of life without warning established norms and
social order. In their complex interpenetration and with their negative side effects around the
world, they can affect everyone.

In the respect that the above, we can consider disasters in general and natural disasters
in particular in a new status. Since today no catastrophe can be non-mediatized, we assume
that a natural disaster, like a crisis, has a perceptual nature. If the general public does not
know about the disaster, the risks associated with it, and its negative consequences, then in
terms of communication, the disaster does not actually exist, even if it causes significant harm
to local communities.[1, p.60]
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The activities of the media in the context of covering disasters and crises, as the analysis
of the literature shows, can be characterized using six analytically distinguished criteria, each
of which now has an impact on the sphere of disasters.

Firstly, thanks to the globalization of the information space, conditioned by the
emergence of geostationary satellites and the Internet, it became possible to transmit
information and images simultaneously to a wide audience.

Secondly, it became technically possible to broadcast images, speech and text in real
time. This undermines traditional information management practices.

Thirdly, the increasing degree of the saturation of human society with universalized
means of communication, such as mobile phones, contributes to the establishment of
normative expectations of access to communication, availability, and readiness to use them in
disaster situations.

Fourthly, these universally available technologies are also expanding from a
communication perspective, and now connect survivors as well as relief workers and those
who are responsible for preventing or mitigating disasters by transforming the sphere of
communications.

Fifthly, the increasing availability of interactive communications, along with one-way
through «new» and «traditional» media, facilitates the transmission of the information at a
distance, just as it does within national borders. All this greatly simplifies the observation of
participants in a crisis or disaster, carried out by civil society actors and the general public.
This makes it impossible for the authorities to keep the catastrophe out of the public eye and
out of «political discussion» in comparison with the withholding of information practiced in
the past. An example of this is the avalanche of video clips and news in the accounts of
witnesses from Burma (now Myanmar) that followed Hurricane Nargis in 2008, compared to
the complete lack of news imposed by the Chinese government after one of the most
devastating earthquakes in human history in Tanshan in 1976.

Sixthly, modern media also creates unprecedented opportunities for the audience not
only to read and hear about disasters, but, very importantly, to see disasters that sometimes
unfold on TV screens and gadgets in real time.[ 2, p.85]

In the respect that the above, we can consider disasters in general and natural disasters
in particular in a new status. Since today no catastrophe can be non-mediatized, we assume
that a natural disaster, like a crisis, has a perceptual nature. If the general public does not
know about the disaster, the risks associated with it, and its negative consequences, then in
terms of communication, the disaster does not actually exist, even if it causes significant harm
to local communities.[4, p.275]

As a rule, the media directly act as a mediator between the crisis situation and the
public. According to the theory of «setting the agenda» developed by McCombs M. and Shaw
D., the media, realizing the function of a mediator, articulate their own interests and priorities,
as a result of which they form the audience's perception of what is most important today. [3,
p.181]. The «setting the agenda» effect in crisis situations is embodied only in those cases
when the event is not within the boundaries of direct experience: that is, if the audience was
not an eyewitness to the disaster, then de facto will be able to obtain information about the
disaster only through the media.

Based on the above, it is legitimate to propose a definition of a natural disaster in the
context of the information society by synthesizing existing definitions and the thesis on the
mediatization of natural disasters. A natural disaster is a dangerous event generated by the
spontaneous forces of nature, causing serious material and / or physical damage to the groups
of the public involved in it, widely covered in the media at various levels, the negative
consequences of which cannot be eliminated at the local level.
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IHocranoBka npodsemu. [loBHomacmraOHe BropraeHHs Pocii mpotu Ykpainu, crasuo
YeproBuM J1I0ka3oM Pocilicbkoi mo3uilii Ta poCciiichKO-yKpaiHChKO1 BIHHU SIKa PO3MOYAIIaCh I1e
B 2014 poui, pe3yiabTaToM sikoi crana BTpara KpuMcbKoro miBocTpoBa Ta CTBOPEHHSIM, TaK
3Banux JIHP Ta JIHP. Ile B cBOIO Wepry mopoauiao BUHUKHEHHS CEPHO3HUX €KOHOMIYHUX,
COITIAJIbHUX Ta TICUXOJIOTTYHUX mpooOsieM. B Vkpaini uepes anekciro Kpumcrkoro miBoctpoBa
Ta POCIMCHKO-YKPATHCHKOI BIfHM B OKpeMuX paiioHax JloHenpkoi Ta JIyrancekoi oOmacteit y
2014 pomi mocrana mpobieMa BEIMKOT KUTBKOCTI BHYTPIIHLO mepemimenux ocid (BIIO).
3rimHo 3 gJaHUMU MIHICTEPCTBA COIIANBHOT TOJIITUKH YKpaiHu, 3 TEPUTOPIH SKI THMYACOBO
OKYIIOBaH1 JI0 IHIUX objacTeil mepecenmmioch Oubme 1,5-a MiaH. ocid6. CTaHOM Ha KBITCHB
2022 poky B YkpaiHi Ou1s 7-MH MJIH. BHYTPIITHBO TiepemimnieHux ocio. Y 2014 p. npuiiHsATO
3akoHn Ykpainu “IIpo 3abe3neueHHs npas i cBOOO BHYTPIIIHBO MEPEMIIIEHUX 0Ci0”, 3T1IHO 3
SIKHM BHYTPIIIHBO MEPEMIIIEHOI0 0CO00I0 € “TpoMaassHUH YKpaiHu, SKUA IOCTIHHO
MpoXKUBae B YKpaiHi, SIKOTO 3Mycuiud al0o SKUH CaMOCTIMHO TOKHHYB CBO€ MIicCIe
MPOKMBAHHS y pe3yyibTari a0 3 METON YHHUKHEHHS HETaTUBHUX HACIHIJIKIB 30pOWHOTO
KOH(IIIKTY, THUMYacoBOi OKYyMallii, MOBCIOJAHUX MPOSBIB HACHJIBCTBA, MAaCOBUX IOPYILIEHb
MpaB JIIOJMHU Ta HAJ3BUYAWHUX CUTYalllil MPUPOJHOTO YW TEXHOTEHHOTO XapakTepy’. Lle
3BUYalHI LMBUIBHI JIIOJM, B OCHOBHOMY JKIHKH, JITH a TaKOX JIOAM MOXWJIOrO BiKYy, SIKi
3MYIIEH] 3ajJHIIaTd CBOI MOMEIIKAHHS, PIOHI MICIS BHACHIAOK BICHKOBHX KOH(QIIIKTIB,
nepeciigyBaHb ab0 MPUPOJHUX KAaTacTpod.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHiX Aochaif:keHb i myOaikamiii. B Ykpaini Bci muranna mono BIIO,
pO3IIANAIOTBCS HE JIMIIE TNpPeACTaBHUKAMHU  BJaAd, MOJITUKAMU, MDKHAPOTHUMU
opraHizamisiMi, a W OaraTbma BITUM3HSHUMH HAyKOBISIMH, IO TOPSAI 3 MacluTtabamu,
MEeBHUMHU BHUKIMKamu Ta moTpedbamu BIIO nmocnmipkyroTh MOTEHINad TakuxX ocid B pamkax
MOJIEpHi3allii, EKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY KpaiHM Ta iX COLIaJbHO-IICUXOJIOTIYHOI ajanTarii.
3o0kpema, AaHi MUTaHHsS BUCBITIIEH] y mpaisix: M. baunnceka, T. bongap, O. Bacunenko, T.
Hopontok, FO. Kopres, M. Manuxa, M. CipanTt, T. Crapunceka. TeopeTrko-MeToauuny 6a3y
BUpILIEHHA JaHoi mpoOieMu ckianu HaykoBi mpaui: FO. ApytionsH, B. I'pumenko, O.
3aifiieBa, A. Kancbka, FO. Mopryn, O. ManunoBebka, O. Ilickyn, A. Ilamnpka, JI. Hlecrak.
JlocnipKeHHSIM MMUTaHb 1OJI0 COIiabHO-TICHXOJIOTIYHOT afanTarlii 3aiimanucs: I'. Anapeesa,
H. 3aBampka, T. Kabauenko, B. Kucnmii, I. Kon, H. Mazina, O. Makaposa, O. Cadin,
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