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Abstract

Objective: The aim of our chapter was to perform a systematic review of the
clinical practice guidelines, randomized clinical trials, and prospective studies,
using total colonoscopy for screening this population for colorectal cancer
(CRC) and to evaluate the effectiveness of diagnosis and safety.

Methods: We included clinical practice guidelines, systematic reviews, and pri‐
mary studies with more than 25 participants, and only those reporting the
evaluation of colonoscopy as screening test for colorectal cancer and adenoma
were included in this chapter. Analysis was performed for three outcomes: ac‐
curacy of colonoscopy as a screening test, reduction of colorectal cancer inci‐
dence and prevalence, and identification of adverse events of the procedure.

Results: For screening colonoscopy, evidence was of moderate quality. The evi‐
dence results suggest tentatively an even stronger reduction in distal colorectal
cancer incidence and mortality. The colonoscopy significantly reduces the mor‐
tality for CRC. These studies suggest a 17% to 30% lower risk of incident color‐
ectal cancer and 64% death from colorectal cancer after screening colonoscopy
vs other screening diagnosis tests.

Conclusions: Colonoscopy is a feasible and safe method for screening CRC for
proximal locations in asymptomatic people; however, these findings must be
in contrast with the cost of the procedure, accessibility opportunities, and com‐
plications.

Keywords: Colonoscopy, Screening, Colorectal cancer, Adenoma, Fecal occult blood test
(MeSH terms)
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1. Introduction

1.1. Epidemiology of colorectal cancer

1.1.1. The colorectal cancer worldwide

Colorectal cancer is a disease typical of the regions with the largest urban and industrial
development, which has changed consumption patterns and life. Worldwide, the rate of age-
adjusted incidence (APR) of 17.2 cases per 100,000, ranking fourth in incidence among all types
of cancer in both sexes, is presented, with a higher incidence rate in men than in women, APR
of 20.3 and 14.6 cases per 100,000, respectively, for a total of 663,000 cases in men and 571,000
cases in women (1). About 60% of these cases occur in developed regions; the highest incidence
rates are found in Australia, New Zealand, and Western Europe and the lowest in Africa
(excluding South Africa) and South-Central Asia, with intermediate rates in Latin America (1).

Worldwide, the mortality rate adjusted for age (TAE) of colorectal cancer is 8.2 cases per
100,000, being the fifth leading cause of cancer death in both sexes, following lung, breast,
stomach, and liver cancer. In men, it is 9.6 cases per 100,000 and for women, it is 7.0 cases
per 100,000 (being the fourth most common type in both men and women). Nearly 608,000
deaths per year from colorectal cancer are presented, accounting for 8% of all cancer deaths.
Unlike the cases of  incidence,  the highest  mortality rates in both sexes are presented in
Central and Eastern Europe (20.1 per 100,000 for men, 12.2 per 100,000 for women) and
lower mortality rates are presented in Central Africa (3.5 per 100,000 for men and 2.7 per
100, 000 for women) (1).

The diagnosis is made predominantly with the location of polyps, 92% of them in situ and 40
% of cases are diagnosed at 60 years of age, 30 % at 50, and 30 % at 70. The rest 95 % of diagnoses
shows adenocarcinoma type as the predominant pathology, being 80 % of sporadic nature,
over the diagnosis of hereditary familial problem like. Less than 3% of patients are under 40
years (2).

Colon and rectal cancer have been associated with various risks, such as chronic ulcerative
colitis; sclerosing cholangitis; certain inherited problems; a number of aspects related to eating
habits, such as low-residue diet rich in saturated fats, diabetes, obesity, lack of physical activity,
low intake of fruits and vegetables, smoking, and alcohol intake; ethnicity; and other genetic
factors. However, only age has been measured in quantitative terms to establish the burden
attributable to mortality. It is also necessary to specify, through additional studies, the burden
of risk factors such as familial adenomatous polyposis, hereditary polypoid colorectal cancer,
inflammatory bowel disease, sclerosing cholangitis, and others (2, 3).

Due to many factors, probably related to health technologies and early detection of the
problem, among others, in the last 20 years, overall survival increased from 42 to 62 %.
According to data in Globocan 2008, the five-year survival can be 72 % in men and 61 % in
women (1, 2).
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1.2. Colonoscopy and screening

For about two decades, multiple reports of epidemiological studies have concluded that the
introduction of endoscopic procedures is effective for strippage of premalignant lesions. The
number of countries that have included colonoscopy and sigmoidoscopy as screening
strategies for CRC has increased; however, the cost of implementation and potential adverse
events limited its use for those in the middle- and low-income population (1-3).

It is clear that in populations at high risk of colorectal cancer (hereditary familial polyposis,
ulcerative colitis or Crohn’s disease), the screening test of choice is colonoscopy (4-5). Likewise
in early detection in the general population, testing fecal occult blood is implemented and after
a positive result, confirmatory colonoscopy and treatment is performed, which seeks to remove
the precancerous lesion or cancer in situ. Colonoscopy does not fully meet the criteria on being
a screening test for CRC because it is expensive; however it has some advantages because it
can include treatment of polyp lesions and early cancer; unfortunately, only few studies of
controlled trials have been conducted to analyze the performance of colonoscopy as a screening
test for CRC. With regard to sigmoidoscopy, the advantages presented are the evaluation of
the proximal colon, and only sigmoidoscopy can assess the distal colon, where most cancers
occur [6]. Compared to testing fecal occult blood, colonoscopy has a major role in terms of
reducing the incidence and mortality of CRC (7); Winawer and colleagues demonstrated a
decrease in CRC incidence – 70 to 90 % – in a cohort of 1400 patients after polypectomy
compared with controls based on symptoms and physical examination (8,9). In a study in
Olmsted County, a decline in annual mortality of 25.2/100,000 to 21.4/100,000 followed the
increase at subsequent rate of polypectomies (10).

The objective of this chapter is to review the literature and make some conclusion about total
colonoscopy for screening CRC and the complication rate of screening colonoscopy in this
setting, particularly bleeding, perforation, and death.

2. Methods

The purpose of this review is to evaluate the effectiveness and safety of colonoscopy as a
screening test for adenoma, advanced adenoma, and colorectal cancer. For safety outcome, we
evaluated bleeding, perforation, and death.

An asymptomatic person is defined as a person over 40 years and less than 75 years old without
abdominal pain, rectal bleeding, weight loss, or changes in bowel habits.

Early and late adenomas were defined as adenomas smaller than 10 mm and greater than 10
mm, respectively, both of villous adenoma histology or high-grade dysplasia.

2.1. Data source and search strategy

We made a literature search in MEDLINE, EMBASE, the Cochrane Library, CINAHL, and
LILACS from 1966 to February 2015. On the other hand, we made a search of guidelines in the
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websites of the developer groups NICE, New Zealand Group, SIGN, North America Centers,
IETS in Colombia, and CENETEC in Mexico, using the following keywords: ‘‘screening
colonoscopy,’’ “colonoscopy,” “colorectal cancer,” “polyps,” and ‘‘screening colorectal
cancer.’’ The types of secondary studies were systematic reviews of the literature and clinical
practice guidelines. The primary study types were controlled clinical trial, observational
cohort, and case-control studies. Studies published in Spanish and English were the only ones
selected. Likewise, additional searches were made from bibliographies of studies identified in
the initial search.

2.2. Study selection

The clinical practice guidelines that were rated with 2 older AGREE (11) 60% quality in the
domain of methodology were included. Systematic reviews of the literature described
colonoscopy as a screening strategy. For primary studies such as controlled trials and obser‐
vational analytical studies of moderate to high quality, we included the checklists of SIGN (12).

Exclusion criteria was studies evaluating colonoscopy in high-risk population of CRC, other
studies evaluating screening tests without comparison with colonoscopy, likewise studies that
do not contemplate the outcomes of interest for this chapter and not to report measures were
considered effect with confidence intervals

3. Results

3.1. Evidence that exists for screening colorectal cancer

Screening is the examination of asymptomatic individuals or healthy individuals in order to
classify them as likely or unlikely to have a disease (6).

The standard screening test is colonoscopy, but there are alternatives such as flexible sigmoi‐
doscopy, computed tomography colonography (CTC or virtual colonoscopy) (7), fecal occult
blood test (FOBT) or stool analysis, and also, evidenced by the literature, combined sigmoi‐
doscopy and FOBT; the alternatives also include barium enema and endoscopy capsule;
however, there are insufficient epidemiological studies that support these types of screening
(8-15).

The optimal strategy of screening for colorectal cancer is selected considering the following
criteria: age of onset and age range in individuals at average risk for this condition.

3.2. Volume of evidence

For this issue, three clinical practice guidelines were included that scored highly in method‐
ology dimension with the AGREE2 checklist: quality assurance in colorectal cancer screening
and diagnosis of the IARC (5) Screening for Colorectal Cancer, US Preventive Services Task
Force (USPSTF) recommendation statement (17), and a clinical practice guideline for the early
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detection, diagnosis, treatment, following, and rehabilitation of patients with colorectal cancer
of the Colombian Ministry of Health (18).

The review process identified 22 systematic reviews of which six were contained in guidelines
previously described (19-24). Of the 16 remaining systematic reviews, two publications were
discarded because they did not have clarity in the average-risk population (25; 26) and five for
lack of data for the average-risk population (27-31).

The remaining nine studies were scored with the GRADE system. According to screening
strategies, four publications analyzed fecal occult blood test (32-35) and two conducted a
systematic review of colonoscopy (36), two studies evaluated colonoscopy and compared it
with CTC (virtual colonoscopy) (37; 38) and another study evaluated only the CTC (39), and
the last review examined capsule endoscopy (40). The American GPC (17) includes a strategy
of screening using FOBT, sigmoidoscopy, or colonoscopy beginning at age 50 and ending at
age 75.

3.3. Colonoscopy

Colonoscopy is undoubtedly useful in the case of positive fecal occult blood test. The European
guide (16) describes that there is limited evidence on the effectiveness of colonoscopy screening
to reduce colorectal cancer incidence and mortality. Recent studies suggest that colonoscopy
may not be as effective in the right colon and in other segments of the colon and rectum. It also
indicates that there is limited evidence suggesting that the interval for colonoscopy should be
less than 10 years and may even extend to 20 years. The American guide includes colonoscopy
as one method of screening for patients with a 10-year interval (17).

Three of the nine appointed guides as a strategy to colonoscopy screening at intervals of 10
years (18, 22, 24). These recommendations on the ability of colonoscopy as a screening strategy
in asymptomatic individuals are not supported by controlled clinical trials; only case-control
studies suggest that colonoscopy screening is associated with a low incidence of colorectal
cancer (OR 0.46 95 % CI: 0.36.9 to 0.57) and that it decreases colorectal cancer mortality (OR
0.44: 95 % CI: 0.31 to 0.62) (13). The Australian guide suggests that for diagnostic confirmation,
in the presence of a positive fecal occult blood test, colonoscopy is indicated, in order to perform
biopsies of lesions and therapeutic removal of adenomas (20). The meta-analysis of Niv et al.
(38) included ten prospective cohort studies with a total of 68,324 participants in which the
procedure was completed by 97%. Colorectal cancer was found in 0.78 % of cases (95 % CI:
0.13 to 2.97): 77 % of CRC patients were in stages I and II. Advanced adenomas occurred in 5
% of cases (95 % CI 4–6 %).

The study of Niv et al. (38), found during the update, concludes that colonoscopy is a feasible
method of screening for average-risk individuals; however, the GRADE rating was low for all
three outcomes reported: colorectal cancer screening, drilling complications, and bleeding
complications because the authors did not present the search strategy. The primary results are
contradictory, and no evidence of homogeneity is presented. The study of Brenner Hermann
et al. (6) includes four randomized clinical trials, eight case-control studies, and four cohort
studies; the result for randomized clinical trial studies reports reduction in overall colorectal
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cancer mortality in 22–31 %; in meta-analysis, the pooled risk reduction for incidence was
estimated to be 18 % (CI 95 % 11–25%) and for mortality from colorectal cancer 28 % (CI 95 %
20–35 %). The result of observational studies for distal colorectal cancer was strong in reduced
incidence and mortality, reduction of 64 % (CI 95 % 50–74 %) in incidence colorectal rates and
66 % (38–81 %) in reduced mortality rates for cancer (6). In this study, it was shown that
colonoscopy is much more effective in reducing the incidence and mortality of distal colorectal
cancer.

Complications were analyzed in five studies, with the following results: piercing, 0.01 % (95
% CI 0.006 to 0.02) and bleeding, 0.05 % (95 % CI: 0.02 to 0.09). No studies evaluating the
effectiveness of virtual colonoscopy in reducing colorectal cancer mortality (13, 24, 40) were
found.

3.4. Sigmoidoscopy and colonoscopy

The Colombian guide (18) indicates that screening with flexible sigmoidoscopy and colono‐
scopy can reduce mortality, and both strategies – sigmoidoscopy and colonoscopy – would
fare as diagnostic tools. The European GPC appoints only sigmoidoscopy as the strategy to
reduce the incidence and mortality when this strategy is part of an organized screening
program.

3.5. Computed tomography colonography (virtual colonoscopy) versus colonoscopy

Pickhardt and colleagues (37) evaluated the sensitivity of CTC and colonoscopy for the
detection of colorectal cancer. The research group indicates that although most studies argue
that the test performance can be improved in line with the prevalence of the disease, the
sensitivity of CTC remained independent of the prevalence. The evaluation of the quality
design of this study was low in all outcomes, through the use of a single database and in relation
to the population, including only two studies of the average-risk population and age higher
than 50 years; in addition, the evidence is indirect. The evidence presented by the Blue Cross
and Blue Shield Association (39) was rated low because it only included two studies of
individuals at average risk and a description of their results does not show confidence
intervals. The study of El-Maraghi (40) lacks clear criteria for inclusion and description of
homogeneity tests, key in systematic reviews.

3.6. Capsule endoscopy versus colonoscopy

The objective of the study from the Medical Advisory Secretariat (41) was to determine the
effectiveness and safety of capsule endoscopy in identifying colorectal cancer and adenoma‐
tous polyps in the average-risk population greater than 50 years old and as a screening strategy.
They conclude that although capsule endoscopy is a noninvasive method and has lower
sensitivity and specificity and accuracy than colonoscopy, its ability in detecting colorectal
cancer has not been studied. The qualifying result of the outcomes of sensitivity, specificity,
detection of polyps greater than or equal to 6 mm, and detection of any polyp independent of
size was low due to the lack of reporting of homogeneity tests.
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3.7. Screening intervals

The European guide (16) indicates that in the case of choosing colonoscopy because of the
prevalence, there is a case for screening individuals under age 50 or adults over 75 years or
more, due to comorbidities that may outweigh the benefits of the examination. The American
guide (42) supported this age of completion of screening; it believes that screening can be
studied in the age range of 76–84 years and recommends its accomplishment in individuals 85
years or older.

4. Discussion

For colonoscopy screening test, the meta-analysis of Niv et al. (38), performed with cohort
studies, suggests that colonoscopy is a possible and desirable CRC screening method in
asymptomatic individuals; however, it is not clearly described how the critical evaluation of
the articles was performed nor how the reference to the possible publication bias is made.
Colonoscopy no randomized controlled trials that indicate the incidence and mortality from
colorectal cancer. Evidence from observational studies suggests that this test could reduce the
incidence and mortality from colorectal cancer, according to the National Polyp Study (43, 44)
and the Italian multicenter study (45), and although it is a highly sensitive technique (26), the
evidence is insufficient to exclude or include colonoscopy as the first-line screening strategy
(17,25,41). As an additional point, colonoscopy requires specific training by the clinician, is
more expensive than other screening tests, presents greater risk of complications during the
test, and increases the likelihood of injury in cases in which polypectomy is performed.

Virtual colonoscopy is a highly specific test, particularly for polyps <9mm; however, the
sensitivity varies widely, even for large polyps. The low efficiency of studies to explain the
variability of the sensitivity requires rethinking and further study of this test, before recom‐
mending it for everyday use in the assessment of polyps (46).

Sigmoidoscopy, colonoscopy, barium enema, and even virtual colonoscopy are up-to-date
diagnostic tools for which a greater number of studies evaluating the effectiveness of these
methods as the primary screening tests in asymptomatic persons are required (13, 24, 42).

There is a possible overrepresentation of the state of health of the people attending for
colonoscopy in analytical observational studies, which may incur information bias. Further‐
more, it is possible confounding by these context variables that influence the development of
a colonoscopy as well as the incidence of CRC, such as family history, diet, and physical
activity.

5. Conclusion

We conclude that colonoscopy may be offered as a CRC screening tool for the high-risk
population as well as the asymptomatic population since the diagnostic yield for polyps and
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cancer is high. These results have to be evaluated with further research and weighed against
the cost, accessibility, quality of life of patients, and possible serious complications.

Author details

Carlos Eduardo Pinzon-Florez1*, Oscar Andres Gamboa-Garay1,2 and
Diana Marcela Diaz-Quijano1

*Address all correspondence to: carlos.pinzon1@unisabana.edu.co

1 Health Research Group. Universidad de La Sabana, Colombia

2 Analyses Research Group. National Cancer Institute. Bogota, Colombia

References

[1] Smith RA, Cokkinides V, Brooks D, Saslow D, Brawley OW. Cancer screening in the
United State, 2010: a review of current American Cancer Society guidelines and is‐
sues in cancer screening. CA Cancer J Clin. 2010;60(2):90-119. Review.

[2] Brown ML, Riley GF, Schussler N, Etzioni R. Estimating health care costs related to
cancer treatment from SEER-Medicare data. Med Care. 2002;40(8 Suppl):IV-104-17.

[3] Parkin DM, Whelan SL, Ferlay J, Teppo L, Thomas DB, editors. Cancer incidence in
five continents. Vol. VIII. Lyon: International Agency for Research on Cancer; 2002.

[4] Ries LAG, Melbert D, Krapcho M, Stinchcomb DG, Howlader N, Horner M, et al., ed‐
itors. SEER Cancer Statistics Review, 1975-2005 [Internet]. Bethesda: National Cancer
Institute; 2008 [Citado: 29 diciembre 2009]. Disponible en: http://seercancer gov/ csr/
1975_2005/ 2008.

[5] Ferlay J, Bray F, Pisani P, Parkin DM. GLOBOCAN 2002: Cancer Incidence, Mortality
and Prevalence Worldwide [computer program]. IARC Cancer Base No. 5, version
2,0. Lyon: IARC Press; 2004.

[6] Brenner H, Stock C, Hoffmeister M. Effect of screening sigmoidoscopy and screening
colonoscopy on colorectal cáncer incidence and mortality: systematic Review and
meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials and observational studies. BMJ.
2014;48:g2467.

[7] Winawer SJ, Fletcher RH, Miller L, Godlee F, Stolar M, Mulrow CD, et al. Colorectal
cancer screening: clinical guidelines and rationale. Gastroenterology. 1997;112(2):
594-642.

Screening for Colorectal Cancer with Colonoscopy10



[8] Tsai CJ, Lu DK. Small colorectal polyps: histopathology and clinical significance. Am
J Gastroenterol. 1995;90(6):988-94.

[9] Eide TJ. Natural history of adenomas. World J Surg. 1990;15(1):3-6.

[10] Stryker SJ, Wolff BG, Culp CE, Libbe SD, Ilstrup DM, MacCarty RL. Natural history
of untreated colonic polyps. Gastroenterology. 1987;93(5):1009-13.

[11] AGREE Collaboration. Appraisal of guidelines for research & evaluation (AGREE)
instrument [Internet]. London: The AGREE Collaboration; 2001 [Citado: 24 noviem‐
bre 2008]. 22 p. Disponible en: http://www.agreecollaboration.org/ instrument/.

[12] Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network. SIGN 50: A guideline developer’s hand‐
book [Internet]. Edinburgh: SIGN; 2008 [Citado: 24 noviembre 2008]. 112 p. Disponi‐
ble en: http://www.sign.ac.uk/guidelines/fulltext/50/ index.html.

[13] Pignone M, Rich M, Teutsch SM, Berg AO, Lohr KN. Screening for colorectal cancer
in adults at average risk: a summary of the evidence for the U.S. Preventive Services
Task Force. Ann Intern Med. 2002;137(2):132-41. Review.

[14] Imperiale TF, Wagner DR, Lin CY, Larkin GN, Rogge JD, Ransohoff DF. Risk of ad‐
vanced proximal neoplasms in asymptomatic adults according to the distal colorectal
findings. N Engl J Med. 2000;343(3):169-74.

[15] Anderson BO, Braun S, Lim S, Smith RA, Taplin S, Thomas DB, et al. Early detection
of breast cancer in countries with limited resources. Breast J. 2003;9 (Suppl 2):S51-9.

[16] Smith RA, Cokkinides V, Eyre HJ; American Cancer Society. American Cancer Soci‐
ety guidelines for the early detection of cancer, 2003. CA Cancer J Clin. 2003;53(1):
27-43.

[17] McLeod RS; Canadian Task Force on Preventive Health Care. Screening strategies for
colorectal cancer: a systematic review of the evidence. Can J Gastroenterol.
2001;15(10):647-60.

[18] Minister of Health Colombia. Guidelines for the prevention, early detection and
management of Colorectal Cancer (CRC). Colombia, 2012.

[19] National Medical Research Council. Clinical Practice Guideline. Singapore: Singa‐
pore Ministry of Health; 2004.

[20] Winawer S, Fletcher R, Rex D, Bond J, Burt R, Ferrucci J, et al. Colorectal cancer
screening and surveillance: clinical guidelines and rationale – update based on new
evidence. Gastroenterology. 2003;124(2):544-60.

[21] Institute for Clinical Systems Improvement. Health Care Guidelines: Colorectal can‐
cer screening. 11th ed. Bloomington: Institute for Clinical Systems Improvement;
2006.

Colonoscopy Screening for Colorectal Cancer — Overview of the Literature
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/61851

11



[22] Whitlock EP, Lin JS, Liles E, Beil TL, Fu R. Screening for colorectal cancer: a targeted,
updated systematic review for the U.S. Preventive Services Task Force. Ann Intern
Med. 2008;149(9):638-58.

[23] van Rossum LG, van Rijn AF, Laheij RJ, van Oijen MG, Fockens P, van Krieken HH,
et al. Random comparison of guaiac and immunochemical fecal occult blood tests for
colorectal cancer in a screening population. Gastroenterology. 2008;135(1):82-90.

[24] Valiñas L, Atienza Merino G. Evaluación de la eficacia y efectividad del cribado po‐
blacional del cáncer colorrectal. Aplicabilidad en el Sistema Nacional de Salud. San‐
tiago de Compostela: Servicio Galego de Saúde, Axencia de Avaliación de
Tecnoloxías Sanitarias de Galicia, avalia-t; 2002.

[25] Moayyedi P, Achkar E. Does fecal occult blood testing really reduce mortality? A re‐
analysis of systematic review data. Am J Gastroenterol. 2006;101(2):380-4.

[26] Hewitson P, Glasziou P, Irwig L, Towler B, Watson E. Screening for colorectal cancer
using the faecal occult blood test, Hemoccult. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2007;
(1):CD001216. Review.

[27] Faivre J, Dancourt V, Lejeune C, Tazi M, Lamour J, Gerard D, et al. Reduction in col‐
orectal cancer mortality by fecal occult blood screening in a French controlled study.
Gastroenterology. 2004;126(7):1674-80.

[28] Kronborg O, Jørgensen OD, Fenger C, Rasmussen M. Randomized study of biennial
screening with a faecal occult blood test: results after nine screening rounds. Scand J
Gastroenterol. 2004;39(9):846-51.

[29] Jørgensen OD, Kronborg O, Fenger C. A randomised study of screening for colorec‐
tal cancer using faecal occult blood testing: results after 13 years and seven biennial
screening rounds. Gut. 2002;50(1):29-32.

[30] Hardcastle JD, Chamberlain JO, Robinson MH, Moss SM, Amar SS, Balfour TW, et al.
Randomised controlled trial of faecal-occult-blood screening for colorectal cancer.
Lancet. 1996;348(9040):1472-7.

[31] Towler B, Irwig L, Glasziou P, Kewenter J, Weller D, Silagy C. A systematic review of
the effects of screening for colorectal cancer using the faecal occult blood test, He‐
moccult. BMJ. 1998;317(7158):559-65.

[32] Mandel JS, Church TR, Bond JH, Ederer F, Geisser MS, Mongin SJ, et al. The effect of
fecal occult-blood screening on the incidence of colorectal cancer. N Engl J Med.
2000;343(22):1603-7.

[33] Lindholm E, Brevinge H, Haglind E. Survival benefit in a randomized clinical trial of
faecal occult blood screening for colorectal cancer. Br J Surg. 2008;95(8):1029-36.

[34] Hol L, Wilschut JA, van Ballegooijen M, van Vuuren AJ, van der Valk H, Reijerink J,
et al. Screening for colorectal cancer: random comparison of guaiac and immuno‐

Screening for Colorectal Cancer with Colonoscopy12



chemical faecal occult blood testing at different cut-off levels. Br J Cancer.
2009;100(7):1103-10.

[35] Medical Services Advisory Committee. Faecal occult blood testing for population
health screening. MSAC Reference 18. Assessment Report. Canberra: MSAC; 2004.

[36] De Laet C, Neyt M, Vinck I, Lona M, Cleemput I, Van De Sande S. Health Technolo‐
gy Assessment. Colorectale Kankerscreening: wetenschappelijke stand van zaken en
budgetimpact voor België. Brussels: Health Technology Assessment (HTA); 2006.

[37] Hoff G, Grotmol T, Skovlund E, Bretthauer M; Norwegian Colorectal Cancer Preven‐
tion Study Group. Risk of colorectal cancer seven years after flexible sigmoidoscopy
screening: randomised controlled trial. BMJ. 2009;338:b1846.

[38] Niv Y, Hazazi R, Levi Z, Fraser G. Screening colonoscopy for colorectal cancer in
asymptomatic people: a metaanalysis. Dig Dis Sci. 2008;53(12):3049-54.

[39] Smith RA, Cokkinides V, Eyre HJ; American Cancer Society. American Cancer Soci‐
ety guidelines for the early detection of cancer, 2004. CA Cancer J Clin. 2004;54(1):
41-52.

[40] Walsh JM, Terdiman JP. Colorectal cancer screening: scientific review. JAMA.
2003;289(10):1288-96.

[41] Mandel JS, Bond JH, Bradley M, Snover DC, Church TR, Williams S, et al. Sensitivity,
specificity and positive predictivity of the Hemoccult test in screening for colorectal
cancers. The University of Minnesota’s Colon Cancer Control Study. Gastroenterolo‐
gy. 1989;97(3):597-600.

[42] Kerr J, Broadstock M, Day P, Hogan S. Effectiveness and cost-effectiveness of popula‐
tion screening for colorectal cancer. A systematic review of the literature. Christ‐
church, New Zealand: New Zealand Health Technology Assessment; 2005.

[43] Mulhall BP, Veerappan GR, Jackson JL. Meta-analysis: computed tomographic colo‐
nography. Ann Intern Med. 2005;142(8):635-50.

[44] Winawer SJ, Stewart ET, Zauber AG, Bond JH, Ansel H, Waye JD, et al. A compari‐
son of colonoscopy and double-contrast barium enema for surveillance after poly‐
pectomy. National Polyp Study Work Group. N Engl J Med. 2000;342(24):1766-72.

[45] Citarda F, Tomaselli G, Capocaccia R, Barcherini S, Crespi M; Italian Multicentre
Study Group. Efficacy in standard clinical practice of colonoscopic polypectomy in
reducing colorectal cancer incidence. Gut. 2001;48(6):812-5.

[46] Prorok PC, Andriole GL, Bresalier RS, Buys SS, Chia D, Crawford ED, et al. Design of
the Prostate, Lung, Colorectal and Ovarian (PLCO) cancer screening trial. Control
Clin Trials. 2000;21(6 Suppl):273S-309S.

Colonoscopy Screening for Colorectal Cancer — Overview of the Literature
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/61851

13




