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PEOEPAT

[Mocne aBapun Ha YADC MOSIBUIOCH GOJBIIIOE YUCITO TTyOIUKa-
LM, cofepKalux MpeyBeJUYEHHYIO OLIEHKY MEAULIMHCKUX MOCTe-
CTBUI TIOBBINIEHNST paIUallMOHHOTO (hoHA B paiioHe UepHOOBUIS U
npyrux obnactax. B Takux pabotax MOXXHO HAalTH CIIEAYIOIIME METO-
IOJIOTUYECKre OIIMOKU: HEOOOCHOBAHHYIO TPAKTOBKY CIIOHTaHHBIX
3a00J1eBaHUI KaK paauallMOHHO-00YCIOBIEHHBIX, YKa3aHUE YPOBHS
PaAMOAaKTUBHOCTU WM 103 O€3 COMOCTABIEHUS C €CTECTBEHHBIM pa-
NMauMOHHBIM (POHOM, COOOIIEHUsS O pocTe 3aboneBaeMocTH 0Oe3
CpPaBHEHMS CO CTaTUCTUKOM MO PETMOHY WU CTpaHe B LenoM. [Ipu
aHaJIM3e JaHHBIX O POCTE OHKOJIOTUYECKON 3a001€BaeMOCTH HE TIPU-
HMMaeTcs BO BHUMaHUeE ee YIy4yllleHHas LeJIeHanpaBjieHHas AMarHo-
cTuka nocie apapuu. [loayuyeHue 3aBbILIEHHBIX PE3YJbTaTOB B HEKO-
TOPBIX CITyYasiXx MOTJIO OBbITh CBSI3aHO C HECTYYallHBIM XapaKTePOM OT-
0opa MaTepuana Ui HETOYHOU OLIEHKON MOP(OIOTUYECKUX U3Me-
HeHuil. TeopeTryeckoit OCHOBO# MpeyBeTUYEHUS MEAULIMHCKUX O~
CJIEACTBUI MOBBILIEHHOTO PAAMAIIMOHHOTO (JOHA UHOTA CITYXKUT TakK
Ha3blBaeMasi JIMHEHasi Oecroporosasi TMIOTe3a, COrJIaCHO KOTOPOW
TPSIMYI0, OTPAXKAIOIIYIO TMHEHHYIO 3aBUCUMOCTb MEXIY 103011 U OH-
K03ab0JieBaeMOCThIO (103a—3(h(PeKT), MOKHO IKCTPATIOIMpPOBaTh B
00J1aCTh MaJIbIX 103 U TAKUM 00pa3oM MPOTHO3UPOBATh KAaHLIEPOTEH-
Hbll 3¢ deKT. B cTatbe npuBeaeHBl 10BOIbI TPOTUB UCIOJIB30BAHUS
3TOU T'MMOTE3bI TPU 3HAUEHUSIX YPOBHEH 00IyueHUs, OJIM3KUX K eCTe-
CTBEHHOMY paguaiiioHHOMY (DOHY.
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ABSTRACT

Chernobyl accident was followed by numerous publications con-
taining overestimation of its medical consequences. The following
methodological flaws can be found in such publications: unfounded in-
terpretation of spontaneous diseases as radiation-induced; indication
of radioactivity or dose levels without confrontation with the natural
radiation background; conclusions about morbidity increase without
statistically correct comparison with larger regions or the whole coun-
try. Detection bias because of improved diagnostics after the accident is
not taken into account as well. In some studies, high figures could have
been caused by non-random material selection or inaccurate morpho-
logical assessment. Theoretical basis for inadequate conclusions pro-
vides in some cases the so-called linear-no-threshold theory of radia-
tion-induced cancer incidence, according to which the linear dose—ef-
fect correlation, valid for higher doses, can be extrapolated down to the
zero doses. Arguments against suitability of this theory for the doses,
close to those obtained from the natural radiation background, are pro-
vided in the article.
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