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The authors respond to “The 
future of colorectal cancer 
screening: Parentalism or 
shared decision-making?”

We respectfully object to the interpretation1 
of our commentary2 as one that would pro­
mote withholding information from screen­
ing participants. We essentially sought to 
express concerns about the proposed 
guideline because it entailed serious limita­
tions, on multiple levels, best described by 
the authors themselves as follows: 

The process of making these recommendations 
was challenging, often with opposing views in 
the panel. Particular challenges were the lack of 
randomised trials for colonoscopy and FIT [fecal 
immunochemical test] (which made us rely on 
modelled estimates of low certainty for screen­
ing benefit) and the uncertainty in people’s val­
ues and preferences.3 

We stand by our assertion that this 
guideline project lacks the credibility to 
justify a drastic change in the philosophy 
of colorectal cancer screening in the face 
of robust evidence for the efficacy of org­
anized screening.
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