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Archive document illustrates USIA manipulation of 
crisis information

• Distributed to policy makers (Tokyo summit G7) and “allied” press
• April 29/4/1986       
• Cold war style

• VUB/PISA research on nuclear controversy and communication
• thesis K. Deneckere (2007) compared progressive and conservative Belgian
press approaches of the Chernobyl accident over 20 years
• Communication has content and context related aspects
• Underlying ideologies and group think are shaping media coverage
• Media are potentially manipulating public opinion through polarisation
• Soviet Union was more focussed in early period than nuclear safety feedback

• Transparency needs a guardian of the process of public information



Good practise for crisis communication:
Apply RISCOM model for transparency

• Cold war games could still play a role to‐day
• The project case of minor European contamination had no relevance
from radiation protection point of view and could have been triggered

• Authenticity and legitimacy also requires to identify hidden agendas
• K.Andersson: Tranparency and accountability in science and politics: the
awareness principle, Palgrave MacMillan, 2008


