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Abstract

Background:

Across Canada, waiting times for cardiac procedures, such as coronary artery bypass

grafting (CABO), are higher than the ideal waiting time. From 1994 to 2002, there was a

rapid increase in the number of patients receiving cardiac catheterizations and CABOs

across Canada. The rates in Newfoundland and Labrador (NL) were higher than the

Canadian average. This resulted in an extremely long waitlist with patients waiting

longer than the acceptable benchmark time to have their surgery. In 2004, the number of

people in Canada on cardiac surgery waitlists decreased significantly more than would be

expected from simple waitlist management. The main reason is that the number of

referral rates for CABO dropped dramatically. One major reason for this drop in referral

rates may have been due to the introduction of drug-eluting stents in Canada in 2003.

Objectives:

The objective of this study is to identify changes in referral patterns for coronary

revascularization and assess the impact on CABO waiting times in NL. This

retrospective study will identify the changes that occurred during this time period and

determine the reason(s) for these changes.

Method:

All 1341 patients who underwent a diagnostic cardiac catheterization in NL from Apri I I,

2005 to September 30, 2005 were included in this study. Records from the Cardiac

Program of Eastern Health were reviewed to determine referral rates, utilization rates, and
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wait times for percutaneous coronary intervention (pCl) and CABO procedures from

1998/1999 to 2007. The data obtained was compared to data from 1998/1999.

Results:

From 1998/1999 to 2005/2006 the number of coronary catheterizations increased by

21.6%. This was attributable to increased numbers of patients with stable angina,

myocardial infarction or chest pain of uncertain etiology, treated not by revascularization

procedures but by medical management. The proportion of patients diagnosed with

critical coronary artery disease (CAD) decreased by 5%. Patients with critical CAD were

referred for medical management, PCI, CABO or other. Referral rates increased 8.3% for

medical management, decreased 4.8% for PCI, decreased 5.1 % for CABO and increased

1.6% for other.

Between 2003 and 2007 the number of CABOs decreased by 12.7% and angioplasty

increased by 8%. Tn 2002, the year prior to introduction of drug-eluting stents (DES),

50% of those referred for revascularization were treated with PCI compared to 59% in

2007. Within one year of the introduction half of all stents comprised DES. Total stent

use has increased with an increase in DES and a decrease in bare metal stents (BMS). In

2005,63% ofstent cases received DES compared to 13.3% in 2003. Increased use of PCI

for unstable angina was observed in 2005 compared to 1998/1999 (73% v 61 %), but its

use in those with multi-vessel disease was similar in both years.



From 2002 to 2007, the number ofCABGs performed had an overall decrease from 568

to 492, and the waiting list went from 222 to 78. The recommended maximum waiting

time (RMWT) for CABGs are being reached for most patients in the semi-urgent « 2

weeks), short wait « 6 weeks), delayed wait « 6 weeks) and marked delay « 6 months)

priority groups. More than 80% of the patients in these groups are getting CABGs on

time. For very urgent « 24 hours) and urgent « 72 hours) patients, the percent reaching

the target for the RMWT is less than 50% but has increased since 1998/1999.

Conclusion:

The number of coronary catheterizations performed each year continues to grow,

however, the proportion diagnosed with critical CAD (69%) has decreased. CABG

numbers decreased at the time when DES utilization increased. Management of CAD in

the twenty-first century has changed rapidly. The rapid incorporation of DES in practice

has helped alleviate the problem of large CABG waitlists.
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Chapter 1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Management of coronary artery disease (CAD) has changed rapidly in the twenty-first

century. There has been a move away from coronary artery bypass graft (CABG) surgery

to less invasive procedures such as percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) and

coronary artery stenting. Drug-eluting stents (DES) were introduced first in Europe in

2001, then in both Canada and the US in 2003 (1,2,3). DES have lower restenosis rates

than BMS (5% vs 12-20%, respectively) by incorporating a drug such as paclitaxel,

sirolimus, or everolimus that inhibit smooth muscle proliferation and prevent reocclusion

of the vessel (4, 5). When compared to CABG surgery, DES allow avoidance of general

anaesthesia, sternotomy and cardiopulmonary bypass. DES and CABG have similar one

year mortality rates, but BMS require more frequent revascularizations (6). The

introduction of DES has been associated with decreased use ofCABG (7, 8, 9,10).

In Europe, between 1994 and 2002, coronary catheterizations increased 3.2-fold, and PCI

increased six-fold with 85% of those patients receiving stents (1). Since 2001,26% of

patients who received stents had DES while the rest had bare-metal stents (BMS). In

Europe and the United States, the indication for PCI has shifted toward acute coronary

syndromes with increasing rates of interventions for acute MI and multivessel disease (1,

11). In the US, there has also been a rise in DES use and a decrease in CABG for

unprotected left main stenosis (12).



Utilization of CABO surgery and PCI with bare metal stent (BMS) insertion rose

dramatically across Canada from 1988 to 2002, including in Newfoundland and Labrador

(NL) (13,14,15). This led to increasing wait times for CABO and PCI both in Canada

andNL.

The increasing utilization of coronary catheterization, along with the increasing number

of people diagnosed with critical CAD, has exacerbated the problem of long waiting

times for cardiovascular services in Canada. In NL, several studies have confirmed the

need to increase funding for cardiovascular services. Prior to the introduction of DES in

2003, the number of CABO surgeries performed had an overall increase from 437 in

1998/1999 to 626 in 2001/2002. In 1998/1999, however, the proportion of patients who

had CABO within the recommended maximum wait time was not optimal (14, 16).

Optimal wait time was determined by a priority ranking that was calculated using the

pattern or severity of angina symptoms, the coronary artery anatomy and the results of

noninvasive tests of ischemic risk (17,18). The cases were categorized as follows: very

urgent (should undergo surgery within 24 hours), urgent (should undergo surgery within

72 hours), semi-urgent (should undergo surgery within 14 days during the same hospital

stay), short elective list (should undergo surgery within 6 weeks) and delayed elective list

(should undergo surgery within 6 months).

In 2004, the first Ministers increased funding for cardiovascular services in Canada (19,

20). This was a ten year plan created to strengthen health care delivery. One of the main

objectives was to provide better management of wait times and reduce wait times where



they were longer than medically acceptable. Five priority areas were identified including

cardiac care. A Wait Time Reduction Fund was established for $5.5-billion to augment

existing provincial and territorial investments and to assist jurisdictions in their own

particular initiatives to reduce wait times. The terms of this agreement were:

1) Each jurisdiction agreed to establish comparable indicators of access to health

care professionals, diagnostic and treatment procedures with a report to their

citizens to be developed by all jurisdictions by December 31, 2005.

2) Evidence-based benchmarks for medically acceptable wait times were to be

established by December 31, 2005.

3) Multi-year targets to achieve priority benchmarks were to be established by each

jurisdiction by December 31,2007.

4) Provinces and territories were required to report annually to their citizens on their

progress in meeting their multi-year wait time targets.

The Wait Time alliance was formed in 2004 to develop acceptable benchmarks and

makes several recommendations on ways to realize wait-time benchmarks and improve

patients' access to care. The NL benchmarks for CABO surgery were set at 2 weeks for

semi-urgent, 6 weeks for short wait and, 26 weeks for delayed wait patients (21).



Timeline:

1988-2002: CABG and PCI wait times increase

2001: DES introduced in Europe

2003: DES introduced in Canada and US

2004: First Minister's meeting to develop 10 year plan to reduce wait times

2005: NL benchmark set for CABG set according to the Wait Time Alliance

2005: Cohort of patients undergoing cardiac catheterization included in study

The current study was undertaken (a) to examine the utilization of cardiovascular services

for CAD following the introduction of DES in 2003, (b) to compare the clinical

characteristics of those who had coronary catheterization and critical CAD diagnosed in

2005 and 1998/1999, (c) to determine the clinical factors which influenced the

management strategy of critical CAD in 2005, (d) to compare the clinical characteristics

and wait times of those referred for CABG in 2005 to those in 1998/1999, and (e) to

assess the clinical characteristics of those who were treated with DES to those who

received bare metal stents in 2005.

We hypothesized that following the introduction of DES in NL in 2003 there would be

increased utilization of PCI that would be associated with decreased utilization ofCABG,

especially in those presenting with unstable angina and in those with multivessel disease.

We also hypothesized that CABG wait times would improve as a result.



1.2 Purpose

1. To identify all patients who underwent a diagnostic cardiac catheterization from

April 1,2005 to September 30,2005.

2. To determine the proportion of patients who underwent cardiac catheterization

and were diagnosed with critical CAD.

3. To determine if the proportion of those patients diagnosed with critical CAD by

cardiac catheterization has changed since 1998/99.

4. To identify treatment recommendations for patients with critical CAD.

5. To determine if treatment recommendations for patients with critical CAD have

changed since 1998/99.

6. To determine the clinical factors that influenced the management strategy of

critical CAD.

7. To determine if the introduction of DES has impacted referral practices for

coronary revascularization.

8. To determine urgency rating scores for patients referred for CABO.



9. To determine recommended and actual wait times for CABG.

1.3 Significance

This research will identify the changes that occurred during the time period from

1998/1999 to 2005 and determine the reason(s) for these changes, and whether the use of

DES was consistent with indications. The contributions it could make include future

planning of wait list management systems and allocation of resources.



Chapter 2 Review of Literature

2.1 Summary

A literature review was carried out using PubMed as the primary resource. MeSH

Database searches were used to find keywords. Articles were limited to English

language, human subjects and all adult categories. Section one of the literature review

will focus on the indications for each of the revascularization methods including CABO

and PCI as well as indications for medical management of critical CAD and whether one

method is preferred over another. In sections two and three, respectively, changes in

referral patterns for these treatments will be reviewed as well as the utilization of cardiac

services in NL and Canada. The focus of section four will be waiting times for PCI and

CABO both in NL and Canada. Finally, section five will examine how medical therapies

and drug-eluting stents have changed referral patterns for CABO.

2.2 Revascularization versus medical therapy for treatment of critical
coronary artery disease

Critical CAD is defmed as a reduction of 70% or greater in the luminal diameter of the

right coronary artery (RCA), the left anterior descending artery (LAD), the circumflex

artery and/or their major branches (17, 18). The definition also includes a reduction of

50% or greater in the luminal diameter of the left main coronary artery (LMCA). There

are three treatment options for patients who are diagnosed with critical coronary artery

disease (CAD) via cardiac catheterization. They are percutaneous coronary intervention

(PCI) with the use of a balloon or stent, coronary artery bypass grafting (CABO) surgery



and medical management. There are no clear indications for the use of anyone method,

as the best option for each individual patient is different. Clinical circumstances,

available revascularization options, and patient preferences need to be taken into

consideration. As technologies change, referral patterns for different treatment options

may change.

Revascularization procedures include CABG which is the most invasive method and

percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) using a balloon or stents. CABG was preferred

over PCI in multi vessel and LMCA disease as well as in those with comorbid valvular

heart disease. CABG is normally the standard of care in patients with triple vessel or

LMCA disease, however, mortality rates and adverse outcomes such as death, myocardial

infarction or stroke are not different in the two groups (22, 23). PCl and CABG have

similar mortality rates but PCI has a higher restenosis rate requiring revascularization

with either repeat PCI or CABG (24). Elderly patients have more deaths in the first 6

months with CABG, as compared to PCI, but have better long-term survival (25). In

patients with previous CABG surgery, PCI is the preferred method ofrevascularization

(26).

Stenting can be done using either bare metal stents (BMS) or drug-eluting stents (DES).

Drug-eluting stents were introduced to try and relieve the problem of restenosis in

patients receiving stents. Sirolimus and paclitaxel are the two main drugs that coat the

DES to decrease restenosis. There was improvement in restenosis rates compared to



BMS but the rates are still higher in DES when compared to CABO. Studies comparing

DES to CABO have shown that mortality rates are the same but restenosis rates are

higher in the DES groups (27). Early studies of CABO versus DES showed that in the

short term (30 days), mortality was the same in both groups but the DES group had a

higher restenosis rate requiring repeat revascularization procedures (28). These results

have been reproduced for longer term studies (1-5 years) as well (29, 30, 31,32,33).

Results of studies comparing BMS to CABO show similar results (34). DESs are

associated with a greater number of stents placed, more areas stented and more

bifurcation stenting compared to BMS. Patients with high-risk unstable angina whose

age was greater than 70 years and had medically refractory ischemia, those with LV

dysfunction, and those with cardiogenic shock had no mortality difference when given

either CABO or PCI (35, 36, 37). For patients with unprotected LMCA disease treated

with either DES or CABG, no differences in cardiac or cerebrovascular events were

fOlmd (38). LMCA patients who received DES had lower rates ofMI and fewer repeat

revascularizations compared to those with BMS (39,40,41).

Studies have shown that DES have lower restenosis rates in the first year than BMS but

mortality was the same (42, 43, 44). After a three year follow up period, it has been

shown that the restenosis rates were no different in the DES and BMS groups (41). Other

studies have shown that patients treated with DES had lower rates of acute MI and death

(45,46). In patients who have had ST elevation MI (STEMI) there were no differences in

mortality or recurrent MI when comparing DES to BMS (47). Some early small studies



found that there was an increased risk of stent thrombosis with DES, however, in larger

randomized trials this was not shown to be a complication of DES compared with BMS

(48). In diabetic patients receiving PCI, significantly less in stent restenosis and fewer

major cardiac adverse events, including death, MI and stroke, were observed (49). In

patients with severe renal insufficiency (creatinine clearance <40 rnlJrnin) target lesion

revascularization was similar for DES and BMS (50).

Medical management of patients with CAD includes four standard medication classes:

anti platelet agents (aspirin, adenosine diphosphate receptor antagonists, or

dipyridamole.), beta-blockers, inhibitors of the renin-angiotensin system (angiotensin

converting enzyme inhibitor or angiotensin receptor blocker), and statins or other lipid

lowering agents (51, 52). One large scale study revealed that having previous

revascularization procedures was associated with better use of these four guideline

recommended medical treatments (53). A study comparing medical management with

PCI reported that in patients with chronic stable CAD, no significant differences between

the two treatment strategies were observed with regard to mortality, MI, or CABO or PCI

during follow-up (54). In patients with STEMI, the rates of repeat MI are higher with

medical management than with revascularization (55). Patients have better outcomes

with revascularization over medical management if they are male, non-smokers, and have

two or more risk factors (55). One study showed that optimal medical therapy

significantly reduces myocardial ischemia; however, PCI combined with medical therapy

produces an even greater reduction in ischemia (56).
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The three treatment modalities can be used interchangeably and the method used depends

on multiple factors including the clinical situation, patient preference and availability of

the treatments. There are no clear guidelines as to which method should be used and

research in this area is ongoing.

2.3 Changing referral patterns in NL and Canada

There have been numerous changes in the wait lists across Canada for many years.

Multiple factors have influenced the number of people on the wait lists including changes

in wait list management, actual waiting times for cardiac procedures and new

technologies developed for cardiac patients. CABG rates in Ontario increased by greater

than 30% between 1979 and 1983 and then remained stable through to 1988 (57).

Reasons cited for the large increase in CABG rates include an increasing elderly

population, increased use of diagnostic testing which would pick up critical CAD, and

increased use offacilities as elderly patients have longer stays in Intensive Care Units

(57, 58). With increased funding providing more efficient service and increased patient

capacity and the introduction of percutaneous transluminal coronary angioplasty (PTCA),

the wait list in Ontario decreased (57). Between 1988 and 1991, cardiac catheterizations

increased across the country by 8.5% but the wait time for this procedure did not change

(13). During that same time period, the rate ofPTCA increased by 38.5% and the rate of

CABGs increased by 20.6% (13).
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In 1991 a panel of cardiologists and cardiac surgeons in Canada derived principles for

ranking patients with critical CAD who require CABG (18). In Ontario, from 1991 to

1993, patients rarely suffered critical events such as death or MI while waiting for CABG

and did not have extreme delays in recieving CABG surgery (59). From 1994 to 2002,

there was a rapid increase in the volume of patients receiving cardiac catheterizations and

CABGs across Canada (14). Cardiac catheterizations increased 85% during that time

period and CABG increased approximately 20% (61). Rates ofCABG in Newfoundland

were consistently higher than the Canadian average. From 1997 to 2002, the age

standardized rate ofCABG in Canada ranged from 94.3 to 95.8 while NL ranged from

117.1 to 142.2 (62). This meant that the waitlist became extremely long and patients had

to wait longer than the acceptable benchmark time to bave their surgery (14). Many

patients were sent to the United States to have the procedure done within an acceptable

time period (63). Many reasons have been proposed for the long waiting times for CABG

in Canada including lack of buman resources, lack of infrastructure such as limited

equipment and limited operating time, poor system management, poor coordination of

services, and increased demand (19).

In 2004, the number of people in Canada on cardiac surgery waitlists decreased

significantly more than would be expected from simple waitlist management. This was

also observed in NL (64). There are a number of hypothesized explanations for this trend

including the introduction and increased use of DES, changing population demographics,

better medical therapies and a trend toward positive lifestyle changes. According to

12



Sobolev et al, as waiting lists decrease, the waiting time should also decrease (65).

However, compared to 1993, the waiting time in 2004 was 92% longer (64).

2.4 Utilization of Cardiac Services in NL and Canada

In NL between April I, 1994 and March 31, 1995, 1604 patients had a coronary

catheterization done and of those, 1082 had critical CAD (16). Twenty-five percent of

those patients were referred for PCI, 36% were referred for CABO, and 33% were treated

with medical management. CABO was performed on 338 patients that year. Of these,

98.8% were considered appropriate and 93.8% were considered necessary. The numbers

of patients who underwent CABO in the recommended time were 24% of the urgent

patients, 64% of the semi-urgent patients, 50% of the short wait patients, and 75% of the

delayed wait patients. Most of the patients receiving CABO presented with late-stage

angina symptoms and advanced CAD. Based on these results, the government ofNL

increased funding to decrease wait times and the wait list size. However, the health care

delivery system was slow to provide the capacity to meet the demand.

Between 1994/1995 and 1998/1999 the number of coronary catheterizations increased by

37% and the number diagnosed with critical CAD increased from 64% to 74% (14). The

proportion of patients referred for PCI increased to 39%, medical management decreased

to 24% and CABO referrals stayed the same at 36%. More patients referred for CABO

were less acutely ill while PCI was used to treat the more acutely ill. CABO was deemed

necessary in 95% of patients. In 1994/1995,47% of patients received their CABO within

13



the recommended wait time while this decreased to 39% in 1998/1999, with the delayed

wait patients having the largest decrease in the proportion of patients who received

surgery within the recommended wait time.

The number of revascularization procedures has not changed significantly from 2004 to

2007 in NL (60). In 2002/2003 the rate ofCABG was 42 per 100000 adults (62). In

2007/2008 the rate ofCABG was 105 per 100000 adults. In NL in 2007/2008, 58% of

coronary revascularization was done using PCI.

In Canada, the overall cardiac revascularization rate increased by 39% per 100 000

population from 1998/1999 to 2005/2006 (62). The rate went from 187 to 259 per

100 000 population. Since 2005/2006 the rate has started to decrease. Rates of CABG

went down by 2.8% and PCl increased by 66% from 1998/1999 to 2002/2003 (15). PCI

went from 96 per 100 000 in 1998/1999 to 177 per 100 000 in 2005/2006. The rate of

CABG decreased by 18% from 1998/1999 to 2007/2008 from 91 to 75 per 100000.

Across Canada in 2002 and 2003 the rate ofCABG was 71 per 100000 adult population

and the rate of PCI was 143 per 100000 adult population (19).

2.5 Wait time Benchmarks for CABG in NL and Canada

In September 2004, the First Ministers developed an agreement to increase funding across

Canada and to achieve acceptable wait times for cardiac procedures. Benchmarks for

CABG have been developed by the Wait Time Alliance and are presented in Table I (19).
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Table 1: Wait time benchmarks for CABG I

Urgency category
Emergency (unrelenting
cardiac compromise
unresponsive to all therapy
except surgery)
In house urgent (unable to
be discharged due to
need for intravenous
nitroglycerine, heparin, or
intra-aortic balloon pump
(lAB?))
Urgent outpatient
Non-urgent outpatient

Target

<90 minutes

1 day

7 days
6 weeks

Benchmark

<4 hours

7 days

14 days
6 weeks

IWait Time Alliance for Timely Access to Health Care. (2005). It's about time! Achieving benchmarks and
best practices in wait time management. Ottawa, ON: Canadian Medical Association.
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These benchmarks are guidelines only and do not take into account any constraints on the

capacity to meet these benchmarks. More realistic pan-Canadian benchmarks were set

by provincial and territorial governments. The NL government decided to set the

benchmark for CABO surgery at 26 weeks for delayed wait, 6 weeks for short wait and 2

weeks for semi-urgent patients. In Newfoundland, between July I and September 30 of

2006,97.8% ofCABG cases were completed in 182 days (26 weeks) (66). Information

regarding other priority groups was not available.

Studies have shown the outcomes of being on a waiting list for CABO negatively impact

patients including reduced employment and income, physical stress, lack of social

support, frustration, and decreased quality oflife (67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73). When

patients' surgeries are postponed they are more likely to feel anger and disappointment,

have additional tests conducted, procedures performed and medications prescribed, which

may lead to extended hospital stays and increased costs (74). Therefore it is not only

important for patients to have their procedures done within the benchmark for their health

and safety but also to minimize hospital and other healthcare costs. Risk factors that have

been shown to contribute to death while waiting for CABO are impaired left ventricular

function, advanced age, male sex and waiting longer than the recommended maximum

wait time (RMWT) (75).

2.6 Effect of drugs on referral patterns

There are three options for patients who are diagnosed with critical CAD: medical

therapy, which includes drug therapy and lifestyle modifications, percutaneous coronary

16



intervention (PCl) and CABO. CABO is the most invasive therapy and there is a long

waiting list for the procedure. It may be possible that with the introduction of newer

drugs and more effective PCI, less CABOs need to be performed in order to achieve the

same effectiveness. Drug therapy should be given to all CAD patients and is generally

the primary option for patients with stable, low-risk CAD (76). The major classes of

drugs for patients with stable angina are nitrates, beta-blocker, and calcium channel

blockers while those with unstable angina also include intravenous heparin and

intravenous nitroglycerin (77). A study examining the impact of new cardiac

interventions, including drugs, PCI and CABO, over the past 30 years found that they all

decreased cardiovascular mortality (78). However, CABO led to a 44% reduction in total

mortality, STEMJ, or refractory angina requiring revascularization in patients with stable

multivessel CAD (79). While medical therapy can decrease mortality, CABO is clearly

better in stable patients. However, one European study reported that patients with stable

coronary artery disease who underwent revascularization procedures (CABO or PCI), had

more severe angina and an increased area of myocardium at risk (26).

Data on seniors who are on public drug programs in five provinces showed an increase in

the age and sex standardized rate of cholesterol lowering drugs by 79% between

2001/2002 and 2007/2008 (80). Statins have been shown to improve vein graft patency,

minimize recurrent ischemic events, and decrease the need for repeat revascularization

procedures in patients who have undergone CABO (8 I, 82). This could potentially

decrease the need for CABO procedures and therefore decrease the waiting list size and

waiting time.
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2.7 Effects of drug-eluting stents on referral patterns

Drug-eluting stents are one of the treatments for critical CAD. They are placed in the

diseased artery and release a drug, either sirolimus or paclitaxel, which reduce the

incidence of restenosis of the artery. The use of drug-eluting stents allows avoidance of

general anesthesia, sternotomy, and cardiopulmonary bypass (83). They were first used

in NL in 2003. In-stent restenosis occurs in 12-20% of patients receiving bare-metal

stents (BMS) while it only occurs in approximately 5% of patients with DES (4). Patients

with multiple vessel disease treated with CABG and those receiving DES showed no

differences in mortality at one year, however, patients treated with CABG required fewer

revascularizations (6). Since it is a relatively new procedure, long-term outcomes are still

unknown. Because this procedure is less invasive and takes less time to perform, it is

predicted that physicians will refer more patients for DES than CABG. This would

decrease the amount of CABG surgeries performed. One study showed that the

introduction of DES decreased cardiac surgery volume by 21 % (7). The most common

predictors of a referral change from CABG to pcr with DES were diffuse coronary

narrowing, restenotic lesions, and small coronary arteries (7). Other studies have shown

modest decreases for CABG referrals after the introduction of DES (8, 9, 10). Long-term

outcomes of DES are required to determine whether long-term changes in referral

patterns for CABG will occur and whether patient outcomes are better with DES or

CABG.
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Chapter 3 Research Design

This is a retrospective study to determine whether physician referral patterns for coronary

revascularization have changed from 1998/1999 to 2005, and if they have, what was the

effect on nwnber of CABG surgeries performed. The study protocol was approved by the

Hwnan Investigation Committee at Memorial University ofNewfoundland, St. John's

and by the Research Proposal Approval Committee, a sub-committee of the Medical

Advisory Committee, Eastern Health, St. John's.

3.1 Utilization

All patients who underwent a diagnostic cardiac catheterization from April I, 2005 to

September 30, 2005 were included in this study. This data was obtained from the

manager of the cardiac catheterization laboratory at the Health Sciences Centre, St.

John's, NL. 1341 patients were identified as having had a cardiac catheterization during

this period. The records on cardiac catheterization, PCI, and CABG at the Cardiac

Program of Eastern Health were reviewed to determine the referral rates, utilization rates,

and wait list times for these procedures from 1998 to 2005. This program is the sole

provider of these services in NL, which had a population of 424, ISS aged IS years and

older in the 200 I census (84).
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3.2 Data Collection

From April I to September 30, 2005, an incident cohort of all patients having diagnostic

cardiac catheterization during that period was identified. Demographic, clinical and

diagnostic test data were collected as were records of the decisions made at the weekly

cardiovascular conference by cardiologists and cardiac surgeons regarding the type of

intervention to be applied to patients with critical CAD. Data was obtained from notes

from the cardiac catheterization procedure, the cardiovascular surgery conference and the

surgery itself, discharge summaries and letters of consultation, as well as results of

investigations such as stress tests and echocardiography. Data collected from patients

who had a cardiac catheterization included age, gender, indication for heart

catheterization, and whether the patient had critical CAD. Data from 1998/1999 was

obtained from previously published data (14).

3.3 Definitions

The definitions for unstable angina, angina class, asymptomatic CAD, significant CAD,

maximum medical therapy, results of noninvasive tests, coronary artery anatomy and

indications for cardiac catheterization or CABG were those approved by the RAND

Corporation Ratings of appropriateness and necessity by a Canadian panel (17, 18, 77,

85), and used in the previous studies (14, 16) in 1998/1999 and 1994/1995.
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Possible indications for heart catheterization were stable or unstable angina, MI, chest

pain of unknown origin, coronary heart failure (CHF), and other. For patients who had

non-critical CAD, no more data collection was required.

For patients who had critical CAD, data that was collected included coronary anatomy,

Left ventricular (LV) angiogram, ejection fraction (EF), comorbid diabetes mellitus types

I and II, Canadian Cardiovascular Society (CCS) angina class, very positive stress test,

maximal medical therapy, and recommendations for treatment. This data was obtained

using the computer-based Meditech system.

Coronary anatomy is based on the number of coronary arteries affected and their location.

Single vessel disease is critical CAD in at least one of the LAD, RCA, or circumflex

arteries. Double vessel disease is critical CAD in two of the LAD, RCA, or circumflex

arteries. PLAD involvement means there is critical CAD proximal to the fIrst septal

perforator. Triple vessel disease is critical CAD in all three of the LAD, RCA, and

circumflex arteries. Protected left main disease is critical left main CAD in the presence

of a patent bypass graft to the LAD or circumflex arteries, or by collateral flow to these

arteries from a patent RCA. Unprotected left main disease is critical left main CAD in

the absence of any patent grafts to the LAD or circumflex, or collateral flows to these

arteries from the RCA. Choices for coronary anatomy for data abstraction purposes were:
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1. Single vessel disease, no proximal LAD (PLAD) involvement:

2. Single vessel disease with PLAD involvement

3. Double vessel disease, no PLAD involvement

4. Double vessel disease with PLAD involvement

5. Triple vessel disease

6. Unprotected left main disease

7. Protected left main disease

A left ventricular angiogram measures the left ventricular ejection fraction (EF), which is

the fraction ofbJood pumped out of the ventricles with each heartbeat. It has been shown

that patients with a low EF «40%) have an increased mortality rate post CABG (86).

Ejection fraction data was used to detennine the grade of the ventricle.

I. Grade I ventricle - EF of greater than or equal to 50%.

2. Grade 2 ventricle - EF greater than or equal to 35% but less than 50%.

3. Grade 3 ventricle - EF of greater than or equal to 20% but less than 35%.

4. Grade 4 ventricle - EF of less than 20%.

CCS angina class has been in existence since 1976 and is used to determine the severity

of angina associated with activity. Table 2 lists the criteria for each angina class. Grade

IV angina is considered unstable.
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Table 2:

Grade

Gradel

Grade II

Grade III

Grade IV

Canadian Cardiovascular Society Angina Grading Scale (87)

Description

Ordinary physical activity does not cause angina, such as walking and
climbing stairs. Angina with strenuous or rapid or prolonged exertion at
work or recreation.
Slight limitation of ordinary activity. Walking or climbing stairs rapidly,
walking uphill, walking or stair climbing after meals, or in cold, or in
wind, or under emotional stress, or only during the few hours after
awakening. Walking more than two blocks on the level and climbing more
than one flight of ordinary stairs at a normal pace and in normal
conditions.
Marked limitation of ordinary physical activity. Walking one or two
blocks on the level and climbing one flight of stairs in normal conditions
and at normal pace.
Inability to carry on any physical activity without discomfort, anginal
syndrome may be present at rest.
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Stress testing is a non-invasive measure for diagnosis and risk stratification of myocardial

ischemia. It has a sensitivity of68% and specificity of 77% (88). A very positive stress

test has a positive predictive value of approximately 50% for left main or triple vessel

disease. A very positive stress test is defined as having one or more of the following

criteria (18):

• 2.5 mm ST depression

• ST elevation>1 mm in leads without q waves

• low workloads (heart rate <120)

• early onset ST segments in 1st stage (3 min)

• ST segment depression lasting longer than 8 minutes into recovery stage

• maximum heart rate> 120 on cardio-inhibitory medication

• SBP lowered at least by 10 mmHg

• ~ 3 beats of ventricular tachycardia

• new resting changes and/or reversible changes with pain

• high thallium: Suggest either anterior wall or multiple areas of myocardia to be in

ischemic jeopardy

• high halter monitor: For ambulatory ECG monitoring, shows prolonged and

unequivocal ischemia.
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Maximal medical therapy for stable angina includes patients who have received drugs

from at least two classes including beta-blockers, nitrates, and calcium channel blockers

or the patient is only on one of these drugs and is unable to tolerate the others (18).

Maximal medical therapy for unstable angina is defined as meeting one of the following

criteria (l8):

1) The patient must have received drugs from at least two classes including beta

blockers, nitrates, calcium channel blockers, and intravenous (IV) heparin, or,

2) The patient must be receiving IV nitroglycerin, or

3) The patient must be receiving one class of drugs in (l) above and is unable to tolerate

the others.

Recommendations for treatment of critical CAD included medical management, PCI,

CABO, or other. For patients whose recommended treatment was either medical

management or other, no further data collection was required. For patients whose

recommended treatment was PCI, it was determined whether the patients had a coronary

stent inserted. If there was a stent insertion, then it was determined whether the stent

inserted was a BMS or a DES. For patients recommended for CABO, a more extensive

data collection was required. Clinical characteristics of patients diagnosed by cardiac

catheterization with critical CAD in 1998/1999 and clinical characteristics of patients

referred for CABO in 1998/1999 were compared to data from 2005.
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3.4 Priority scoring

Using a priority score developed by consensus, patients referred for CABO were ranked

according to need (14). The pattern or severity of angina symptoms, the coronary artery

anatomy and the results of noninvasive tests of ischemic risk determined the priority

ranking. Priority for CABO was calculated and waiting times for CABO were recorded.

Data from April I, 1998 to March, 1999 (12 months) were compared with those collected

in 2005 (6 months). The data from 1998/1999 came from a previous prospective study

with data collection occurring at the time of catheterization (14). This approach was not

feasible for this study due to limited resources.

The date accepted for CABO and the date of the CABO were used to calculate the

number of days awaiting CABO. An Urgency Rating Score (URS) was then calculated

for these patients. This was calculated using the Cardiac Care Network of Ontario URS

Calculator (89). This calculator includes data such as CCS angina class, vessel disease,

LV function, ischemic risk, co-morbidity, recent MI within 30 days of acceptance to

surgery, and previous CABO surgery.

From the URS, a RMWT was calculated. Patients were then categorized into priority

scales with RMWT as follows: Very urgent (patient should undergo surgery within 24

hours), urgent (should undergo surgery within 72 hours), semi-urgent (should undergo

surgery within 14 days during the same hospital stay), short wait (should undergo surgery

within 6 weeks), delayed wait (should undergo surgery within 3 months) and marked
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delay (should undergo surgery within 6 months). By comparing this categorization with

the length of time the patients actually waited for CABG, it was possible to make an

indirect assessment of the efficiency with which the cardiac surgery program delivers

CABG in NL. This data was compared to data from 1998/1999.

Coronary revascularization utilization data from 1998/1999 were compared to the data

from 2005. The number of cardiac catheterizations was obtained and the percentages of

those who were referred for CABG and PCI were calculated. The amount of CABGs

done and the number of people on the wait list was also obtained. The annual growth or

decrease in cardiac catheterizations, CABG surgeries and PCls was calculated and

compared from 2005 to 1998/1999.

All statistical analyses were carried out using Statistical Package for Social Sciences

(SPSS) version(s) 12.0 and higher. Descriptive statistics were u ed to describe the

samples and comparisons between groups were done using Student's t-test, Pearson chi

square, Fisher exact, and multiple logistic regression as appropriate. The significance

level for all statistical tests was set at p < 0.05.
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Chapter 4 Results

4.1 Utilization of cardiovascular services for CAD

From 1998 to 2007, the number of cardiac catheterization procedures increased by 32%,

whereas the number referred for revascularization increased by 8%.

In the five years before the introduction of DES, the number of cardiac catheterization

procedures increased from 2196 in 1998/1999 to 2528 in 2002/2003, an increase of

15.1% (Table 3). Thjs coincided with an increase in the number ofCABGs performed

from 437 in 1998/1999 to 568 in 2002/2003, an increase 000%. In the five years

following the introduction of DES, the number of cardiac catheterization procedures

increased from 2844 in 2003 to 2903 in 2007, an increase of2.1 %. The number of

CABGs performed annually fell from 565 in 2003 to 492 in 2007, a decrease of 12.9%,

and the annual number of PC1 increased from 709 in 2003 to 766 in 2007, an increase of

8%.

In the year prior to the introduction of DES, 50% of those referred for revascularization

were treated with PCI, compared to 59% in 2007. The annual number of patients who

received DES increased from 89 in 2003 to 435 in 2007, an increase 0089% (Table 3).

Within one year of the introduction of DES, half of all stents inserted comprised DES.

There is overlap of the data in the year prior to (2002/2003) and the year following (2003)

the introduction of DES. Since tills study is examining 5-year trends and not changes

from year to year, this is not a significant limitation of the data.
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Table 3: Annual utilization of cardiovascular services in NL from 1998 to 2007

Prior to introduction of DES Following the introduction of DES

19981 19991 20001 20011 20021
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

Cardiac catheterization 2196 2269 2258 2389 2528 2844 2722 2801 2949 2903

Referred for CABO 578 613 628 717 654 677 665 552 588 543

Number of PCI performed 631 536 529 550 659 709 635 668 826 766

Number of DES used 89 311 419 509 435

% PCI receiving DES 13 50 63 64 60

Total revasc 1209 1149 1157 1267 1313 1386 1300 1220 1414 1309

% CABO of total revasc. 48 53 54 57 50 49 51 45 42 41

CABO performed 437 473 641 626 568 565 550 533 490 492

CABO wait list 227 308 223 243 222 218 260 271 88* 78

*Waitlistreassessed
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4.2 Clinical Characteristics

The clinical characteristics of patients who had a cardiac catheterization can be seen in

Table 4. Data seen in the tables may not always add up to the total number of patients

shown in the table as there was missing data in some categories. This will be addressed

in the limitations. The total number of diagnostic cardiac catheterizations that were

performed from April I, 2005 to September 30, 2005 was 1341. 65.5% of the patients

who had a cardiac catheterization were males. The mean age in years was 60.8 with a

standard deviation of 10.8. No published age or gender data was available for patients

who had cardiac catheterization in 1998/1999. Chi square test was used to compare

clinical characteristics of patients from 1998/1999 to 2005. Statistically significant

changes were noted for indications for cardiac catheterization. When comparing the

proportions of patients in each year it can be seen that unstable angina decreased by

17.2%, while MI/post MI angina, chest pain of uncertain origin and other indications

increased by 7.6%, 3.8% and 5.6%, respectively. Patients having an ejection fraction

< 35% had a small decrease of2.3%. The number of patients on maximal medical

therapy had a very significant drop from 70.9% to 28%. Out of the 1341 patient who had

cardiac catheterization in 2005, 46.7% had missing data for the maximal medical therapy

category due to limitations in data collection methods (Data not shown). Patients who

had a very positive stress test had a decrease of 4% from 1998/1999 to 2005. Significant

changes were seen in coronary anatomy from )998/1999 to 2005. There was an increase

in left main disease (2%), double vessel disease without PLAD (3.3%) and single vessel

disease without PLAD (4.3%). Decreases were seen in triple vessel disease (9.3%),
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Table 4: Clinical characteristics of patients who had cardiac catheterization in
1998/1999 and 2005

1998/1999 2005
12 months 6 months
(N=2071) (N=1341)

Mean (SO) Mean (SO)

Age, years 60.8 (±10.8)

N(%) N(%) X2 df p-value

Male 879 (65.5)

Indication for CC 147.0 4 0.000

Stable angina 673 (32.5) 434 (32.4)

Unstable angina 761 (36.7) 262 (19.5)

Ml/Post MI angina 372(18.0) 343 (25.6)

Chest pain of uncertain origin 96 (4.6) 113(8.4)

Other 169 (8.2) 185(13.8)

Ejection Fraction < 35% 256 (12.4) 127(9.5) 6.83 0.009

Maximal medical therapy 1468 (70.9) 376 (28.0) 601.60 I 0.000

Very positive stress test 366 (17.7) 177 (13.2) 12.17 0.000

Coronary Anatomy 78.0 0.000

Left Main 114(5.5) 101 (7.5)

Triple vessel 531 (25.6) 219 (16.3)

Double vessel with PLAD 161 (7.8) 58 (4.3)

Double vessel without PLAD 257 (12.4) 211 (15.7)

Single vessel with PLAD 150 (7.2) 55 (4.1)

Single vessel without PLAD 340 (16.4) 278 (20.7)

No critical CAD 516 (24.9) 410 (30.6) 13.18 0.000

CC - CardIac CatheterizatIOn
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double vessel disease with PLAD (3.5%) and single vessel disease with PLAD (3.1 %).

The number of patients without critical CAD increased by 5.7%.

The clinical characteristics of patients diagnosed by cardiac catheterization with critical

coronary artery disease are listed in Table 5. The number of patients who were diagnosed

with critical CAD after cardiac catheterization was 927 or 69%. Data was not available

for diabetes mellitus or maximal medical therapy in 1998/1999. Using Student's t-test to

compare means of age from 1998/1999 to 2005, it is shown that the means are

significantly different. When comparing the data from 2005 with that of 1998/1999, it

can be seen that the characteristics gender, very positive stress test and EF <35% do not

differ significantly. There is no data from 1998/1999 regarding the number of patients

with diabetes mellitus but 32% of patients in 2005 had diabetes at the time they were

diagnosed with critical CAD. A significant change in angina class was shown. Patients

with class I to II angina increased by 12.4% and those with class III angina decreased by

11.4%. The proportion of patients who did not have angina or whose angina status was

uncertain and those with class TV angina did not change much between 1998/1999 to

2005. No data is available for maximal medical therapy in 1998/1999 for comparison to

2005. Significant changes in coronary anatomy were seen. Left main disease increased

by 3.9%, triple vessel disease decreased by 11.4% and single vessel disease increased by

4.9%. Recommendations for treatment changed significantly from 1998/1999 to 2005.

CABO decreased by 5.4%, PCT decreased by 5%, medical management increased by 8%

and other management (i.e., heart transplant, implantable cardioverter-defibrillator)

increased by 1.6%.
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TableS: Clinical characteristics of patients diagnosed by cardiac
catheterization with critical coronary artery disease in 1998/1999 and
200S

1998/1999 200S
(N=162S) (N=927) t-test p-value

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Age, years 60(±11) 62 (±IO) -4.6838 0.000

N(%) N(%) X df p-value

Male 1152 (71) 674 (72.7) 0.96 0.327

Diabetes mellitus 297 (32.0)

Angina class 98.6 0.000

No angina/uncertain 117 (7) 57 (6.1)

Classlto II 131(8) 189 (20.4)

Class III 534(33) 200 (21.6)

Class IV 843 (52) 481 (51.9)

Very positive stress test 326 (20) 177(19.1) 0.35 0.554

Ejection fraction <35% 226 (14) 127 (13.7) 0.02 0.888

Maximal medical therapy 376 (40.6)

Coronary anatomy 39.1 0.000

Left main 119 (7) 101 (10.9)

Triple vessel 568 (35) 219 (23.6)

Double vessel 438 (27) 269 (29.1)

Single vessel 500 (31) 333 (35.9)

Recommendation for Treatment 30.3 0.000

CABG 578 (36) 284 (30.6)

PCI 631 (39) 315 (34.0)

Medical 397 (24) 297 (32.0)

Other 16 (1) 24 (2.6)
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4.3 Clinical factors influencing management strategy of critical CAD

In 2005, 284 patients with critical CAD were referred for CABG. The clinical

characteristics of those patients are shown in Table 6. Characteristics that did not

significantly change from 1998/1999 to 2005 are age, gender, very positive stress test and

EF < 35%. Angina class changed significantly. Class !II angina decreased by 7.4%, class

IVa angina increased by 7.3% and class IVb or c angina decreased by 24.4%. The

number of patients diagnosed with critical CAD who were on maximal medical therapy

decreased significantly from 1998/1999 to 2005 by 35.5%. A significant change in the

coronary anatomy category was seen with increases in left main disease (8%), double

vessel disease without PLAD (5.7%) and single vessel disease without PLAD (4.3%).

There was a decrease in triple vessel disease of 15.3%. In 1998/1999 and 2005, the

majority of patients referred for surgery had either triple vessel disease or left main CAD

(69.7% in 2005 and 77% in 1998/1999), and a smaller proportion had single or double

vessel disease without PLAD (19% in 2005 and 9% in 1998/1999). This is consistent

with more severe disease being treated with CABG.

Two hundred and eighty four (30.6%) were referred for CABG and 315 (34%) for PCl in

6 months of2005 compared to 578 (36%) and 631 (39%) respectively in 12 months of

1998/1999 (Table 5). The clinical characteristics of patients diagnosed with critical CAD

by management strategy are presented in Table 7. CABG and PCl were combined to

form a revascularization strategy. In subgroup categories such as angina class and
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Table 6: Clinical characteristics of patients referred for CABG in 1998/1999
and 2005

1998/1999 2005
(N=578) (N=284) t-test p-value

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Age, years 62 (±9) 63 (±9) 1.533 0.126

N(%) N(%) X 2 df p-value

Male 445 (77) 227 (79.9) 0.96 1 0.327

Angina Class 50.3 0.000

No, IorII 67 (12) 44(15.5)

III 248 (43) 101 (35.6)

IVa 24 (4) 32 (11.3)

Nborc 239 (41) 47 (16.6)

Very positive stress test 154 (27) 75 (26.4) 0.01 0.920

Ejection fraction <35% 90 (16) 39 (13.7) 0.51 0.475

Maximal medical therapy 439 (76) 115 (40.5) 104.26 1 0.000

Coronary anatomy 36.9 0.000

Left Main 97 (17) 71 (25)

Triple vessel 348 (60) 127 (44.7)

Double vessel with PLAD 71 (12) 23 (8.1)

Double vessel without PLAD 39 (7) 36 (12.7)

Single vessel with PLAD 11 (2) 9 (3.2)

Single vessel without PLAD 12 (2) 18 (6.3)
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Table 7: Clinical characteristics of patients with critical coronary artery
disease by management strategy in 2005

Medical Revascularization
Management CABGIPCI

t-test
p-

N=297 N=599 value
Mean (SD) Mean (SD)

Age, years 63 (±11) 62 (±10) 1.3625 0.173

N (%) N(%) X2 df
p-

value

Male 191 (64) 459 (77) 15.13 0.000

Age>75 37 (12) 60 (10) 1.23 0.267

Diabetic 90 (30) 200 (33) 0.86 0.353

Angina Class 31.7 0.000

None, I,ll 89 (30) 85 (14)

III 47 (16) 148 (25)

IV 138 (47) 290 (48)

Very positive stress
40 (14) 134 (22) 10.06 I 0.002

test

Ejection Fraction <
41 (14) 71 (12) 0.69 1 0.406

35%

Maximal medical
105 (35) 260 (43) 5.33 I 0.021

therapy

Coronary Anatomy 59.6 5 0.000

Left main 18 (6) 82 (14)

Triple vessel 48 (16) 163 (27)

Double vessel with
II (4) 44(7)

PLAD

Double vessel
without 76 (26) 129 (22)

PLAD

Single vessel with
II (4) 43 (7)

PLAD

Single vessel without
130 (44) 137 (23)

PLAD
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coronary anatomy, only proportions of patients from 1998/1999 to 2005 were compared.

No statistical analyses were performed for subgroups. Factors associated with a

revascularization management strategy rather than medical management included male

gender, angina class Ill, presence of a very positive stress test, on maximal medical

therapy and extent of CAD (left main, triple vessel, double vessel and single vessel with

PLAD). Factors associated with medical management rather than a revascularization

strategy included no angina or CCS angina class I to II and single vessel disease without

PLAD.

Table 8 shows the clinical characteristics of patients with critical coronary artery disease

by revascularization strategy in 2005. Factors associated with CABG rather than PCI

included diabetes, CCS angina class III, presence of a very positive stress test and extent

of CAD (left main and triple vessel disease). Factors associated with PCI rather than

CABG included higher CCS angina class (Class IV) and less severe CAD (double vessel

without PLAD and single vessel disease).

Multiple logistic regression was carried out using all the clinical variables collected.

Univariate comparison of factors is not provided in the thesis. Covariates were not

forced. The independent predictive factor identified by multiple logistic regression, for

revascularization rather than medical management was male gender (OR 1.75, CI 1.23

2.51) (Table 9a). Angina class 0-2 (OR 0.38, CI 0.25-0.57) and single or 2 vessel di ease

(OR 0.41, CI 0.28-0.6.) were less likely to be associated with a revascularization strategy

rather than medical therapy. A very positive stress test (OR 1.57, CI 1.00-2.45)
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Table 8: Clinical cbaracteristics of patients witb critical coronary artery
disease by revascularization strategy in 2005

CABG PCI
N=284 N=315 t-test p-value

Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
Age,years 63 (±9) 61 (±II) 2.4196 0.016

N(%) N(%) X df p-value

Male 227 (78) 232 (74) 3.29 0.070

Age> 75 33(13) 27 (9) 1.54 0.215

Diabetic 108 (38) 92 (29) 5.23 0.022

Angina Class 70.6 0.000

None,I, II 44(15) 41 (13)

III 101 (45) 47 (14.9)

IV 79 (35) 211 (67)

Very positive stress test 75 (27) 59 (19) 5.07 0.024

Ejection Fraction < 35% 39 (14) 32 (10) 1.83 0.176

Maximal medical therapy 115(55) 145 (46) 1.87 0.171

Coronary Anatomy 206 0.000

Left main 71 (25) II (4)

Triple vessel 126 (45) 37 (12)

Double vessel with
23 (8) 21 (7)

PLAD
Double vessel without

36 (13) 93 (30)
PLAD
Single vessel with

9 (3) 34(11)
PLAD
Single vessel without

18 (6) 119 (38)
PLAD
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Table 9: Independent predictive factors for (A) coronary revascularization
rather than medical therapy and (B) for CABG rather than PCI in the treatment of
critical coronary artery disease

(A) Revascularization v medical mana~ement

Male
Angina class 0-2
Very positive stress test
Single or double vessel disease
Age> 75 years

Odds ratio*
1.75
0.38
1.57
0.41
0.59

9S0f0CI
1.23 - 2.51
0.25 - 0.57
1.00 - 2.45
0.28 - 0.60
0.34 - 1.01

*Multiple logistic model also included diabetes, class 3 angina, maximal medical therapy
and ejection fraction < 35% none of which approached statistical significance.
+ reference: unstable angina

An ina class 0-2+
Class3 an ina
1 or2 vessel disease

Multiple logistic model also included Age> 75 yrs, gender, diabetes, very positive stress
test, ejection fraction < 35% and maximal medical therapy none of which approach
statistical significance.

+ reference unstable angina

39



and age >75 approached statistical significance (OR 0.59, CI 0.34-1.01) but because the

confidence interval included 1, it cannot be said that they are statistically significant.

Multiple logistic regression identified that the independent predictor for CABG rather

than PCI was stable angina (angina classes 0-3) while single and double vessel disease

were less likely associated with CABG rather than PCI (Table 9b).

4.4 CABG wait times by priority group

Urgency rating scores for CABG, calculated using definitions from Naylor, were used to

assign priority ratings and recommended waiting times to patients referred for CABG in

1998/1999 and 2005 (77). The results can be seen in Table 10. The results show that

there has been improvement in reaching recommended waiting times since 1998/1999.

All priority groups show an increase in the number of patients who have their CABG

within the recommended waiting time. Compared to 1998/1999, the percentage of

patients receiving their CABG within the recommended maximum wait time increased by

110% for very urgent patients, 50% for urgent patients, 90% for semi-urgent patients,

14% for short wait patients and 131% for delayed wait patients. In those classified as

urgent or very urgent, 45% had CABG within the recommended wait time in 2005

compared to 29% in 1998/1999, and in those classified as semi-urgent or short wait, 87%

had CABG within the recommended wait time in 2005 compared to 59% in 1998/1999.

There is no data from 1998/1999 regarding marked delay patients to compare to the 2005

data. The number of patients who had their CABG on time in the marked delay priority

group in 2005 was 78%, which is relatively high compared to the other priority groups.
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Table 10: Waiting times of patients referred for CABG in 1998/1999 and 2005 by priority and recommended
maximum waiting time

I
1998/1999 2005
(N=493) (N=284)

Recommended
Total Target Target Total Target Target

Priority maximum I % Change
waiting time

(N) (N) (%) (N) (N) (%)

Very
<24h 24 5 21 18 8 44 110

Urgent

Urgent <72h 141 42 30 40 18 45 50

Semi-urgent <2 weeks 68 33 49 35 32 93 90

Short Wait <6 weeks 59 42 71 37 30 81 14

Delayed <3 months 210 71 35 145 117 81 131
wait

Marked
<6 months 69 54 78

Delay
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4.5 Coronary stent utilization

Drug-eluting stents were first used in NL in May 2003. Table 11 shows PCI and stent

utilization data since the introduction of DES from 200212003 to 200712008. During this

time period, the number of patient who had PCI and the number of patients who received

stents had slight increases of 8%. The total number of stents used was higher than the

number of patients receiving stents indicating that many patients received more than one

stent during their PCI procedure.

The number of BMS used declined by 51 % from 2003/2004 to 2007/2008. The year after

DES were introduced there was a drop in BMS use of 46%. The number of DES used has

risen by 518% since their introduction to 2007/2008. The number of patients receiving

DES has risen by 389% during this same time period. As with total stents, the number of

DES used is higher than the number of patients receiving stents. This indicates that many

patients are receiving multiple DES. The percent of stent cases receiving DES has risen

by 47%.
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Table 11: PCI and stent utilization data for 200212003 to 2007/2008

% Change
20021 20031 20041 20051 20061 20071 (2003/2004
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 to

200712008)
Total PCI

659 709 635 668 826 766 8
completed
# Patients
Receiving N/A 671 624 659 791 727 8

stents
Totalstents

N/A 1068 901 1021 1260 1131 6
used

#BMSused N/A 962 516 463 514 476 -51

# DES used N/A 106 385 559 746 655 518

# Pts receiving
N/A 89' 311 419 509 435 389

DES
%ofstent

cases receiving N/A 13.3% 50% 63% 64% 60% 47
DES

*DES usage beginning May 2003
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Chapter 5 Discussion

5.1 Cardiac catheterization utilization

The data shows that between 1998/1999 to 2005 the number of cardiac catheterizations

increased by 28%. Similar results were seen in Alberta and British Columbia from 2000

to 2004 (93). That means that referrals for catheterizations must have also increased

during this period of time. The increased utilization of catheterizations in 2005 compared

to 1998/1999 was attri butable to a growth in the number of patients being investigated for

Ml/post MJ angina, chest pain of uncertain etiology and other various indications (i.e.

CHF). One possible reason for this increase in investigations is related to the aging

population ofNewfoundland. The average age of people receiving catheterizations in

2005 was 60.8±10.8 and the age group from 50 to 69 years old for the population of

Newfoundland has increased by 61.3% from 1996 to 2006 (94). Therefore more

catheterizations would be expected for this growing age group.

The proportion of patients who were diagnosed with critical CAD by cardiac

catheterization has decreased by 9% since 1998/1999. This is unexpected but may reflect

the increased number of patients being investigated for symptoms not necessarily caused

by CAD.
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5.2 Management strategies

The proportions of patients with critical CAD referred for different treatment options

including medical management, PCI, CABO or other, changed significantly from

1998/1999 to 2005. Medical management increased by 8%, PCI decreased by 5%,

CABO decreased by 5.4% and other increased by 1.6%. In 1998/1999 PCI was the most

common treatment option at 39% followed by CABO at 36% and medical management at

24%. In 2005, PCI was still the most common at 34% but medical management was

more common than CABO (32% vs. 30.6%). Therefore, it appears that the increased

numbers of patients diagnosed with critical CAD in 2005 were managed by medical

therapy rather than revascularization. This supports the previous statement that more

patients are being placed on medications to reduce the risk of cardiovascular events and

therefore fewer patients require more invasive procedures like CABO or PCI. Patients

with more severe CAD disease (left main, triple vessel, double vessel with PLAD and

single vessel with PLAD) were referred for revascularization rather than medical

management. Those patients were also more likely to have a very positive stress test and

be on maximal medical therapy. This is expected as a very positive stress test has been

correlated with more severe CAD and based on the CCS guidelines these patients should

be on maximal medical therapy (95, 96).

Referrals for CABO surgery were more likely if the patient had more severe disease or

was diabetic. Multiple studies have shown that CABO has better outcomes, including

less mortality and fewer major adverse cardiac events, in patients with multivessel and
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left main disease compared to PCI (97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 12, 103). Similar results were

seen in patients with diabetes (97, 99, 100, 101, 104). More patients with higher angina

class were referred for PCI than CABO, however, those referred for PCI had less severe

disease.

Since DESs were introduced in 2003, the total number of PCIs has increased as well as

the number ofpatients receiving stents. Total stent use has remained the same with an

increase in DES use and a decrease in BMS use. In 2007/2008, 60% of stent cases

received DES compared to 13.3% in 2003/2004. CABO numbers have decreased at the

time when DES utilization has increased.

5.3 Decreased CABG utilization

Coronary revascularization procedures for critical CAD are rapidly evolving. Rapid

incorporation of DES has occurred both in the USA (90) and in Canada (3) since their

approval. In NL, this rapid introduction has reduced the use of CABO and solved a major

health care delivery problem. Prior to the introduction of DES in 2003, there was a very

long waiting list causing long wait times for CABO. There was a need to increase the

number of CABOs that were performed. Introduction of DES has been associated with

partial substitution ofBMS with DES and an increased use of PCI, especially in those

with unstable angina. This occurred at a time when cardiac catheterization utilization

continued to increase and use of CABO in patients with stable angina continued to grow.
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Planning cardiac services in an era of rapid change is difficult but benchmarking the

provision of CABG is important (91). Previous recommendations for increased CABG

use in NL were based on the demonstration that referrals from cardiology were

appropriate, that a growth in necessary CABGs would continue, and that consistent

indications for CABG use would persist (14, 16). The predictions for the number of

CABGs have proven to be too high since the introduction of DES. Fortunately, the

introduction of DES occurred before resources, such as more operating rooms, surgeons,

perfusionists, anesthetists, and intensive care units, were provided to perform a higher

number of CABGs. However, there needs to be a constant evaluation of need and

utilization in order to provide an appropriate match between supply and demand of

cardiac services.

Current predictions of future DES utilization are based on the belief that DES relieve

obstructive coronary disease, provide durable mechanical results and do more good than

harm (90). However, there are some concerns as to whether DESs are safe in the long

term (2, 92). If these concerns prove to be true then DES utilization will decrease and

either BMS utilization may increase, CABG utilization may increase or a combination of

both may occur.

SA Wait Times for CABG

Wait times decreases have been reported for both CABG and PCI in other provinces in

Canada since the introduction of DES (93). Management of CAD in the twenty-first
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century has changed rapidly in that DESs are being substituted for the more invasive

CABO surgery. The rapid incorporation of DES in practice has alleviated the problem of

large CABO waitlists. Over five years, the number of CABOs performed decreased from

565 to 492, and the waiting list from 218 to 78. This is as expected as DES use increased

and the backlog of patients waiting for CABO was dealt with in the few years following

the introduction of DES in 2003.

The target RMWT for CABO is being reached for most patients in the semi-urgent (93%

in 2005 vs 49% in 1998/1999), short wait (81 % in 2005 vs 71 % in 1998/1999), and

delayed wait (81% in 2005 vs 35% in 1998/1999) priority groups. For very urgent (44%

in 2005 vs 21% in 1998/1999) and urgent (45% in 2005 vs 30% in 1998/1999) patients,

the target RMWT is still relatively low and, along with the short wait priority group, have

had only a moderate increase since 1998/1999. This shows that improvements are being

made but more work still needs to be done to increase access for the very urgent and

urgent priority groups. The very urgent and urgent groups have the sickest patients who

need CABO within a short period of time. These patients are the ones who should be

getting CABO within the recommended wait time but that target is still not being reached.

Some hypotheses as to why this is occurring are that there is not enough staff including

doctors and nurses to accommodate these people in such a short period of time. There

may also be problems in getting time in the operating room on short notice so patients

may be bumped until an operating room becomes available. Since these patients require

urgent CABOs they may become unstable and may have to wait before they have their

surgery until they have stabilized.
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As a result of the First Minister's Meeting in 2004, three budget programs were set up in

2007 to support patient wait times guarantees. In 2007, NL decided to focus on coronary

artery bypass grafting surgery in order to obtain funding through the Patient Wait Time

Guarantee Trust Fund ($612 million nationally, of which Newfoundland and Labrador

will receive $18 million) and be able to access funding through Canada Health Infoway

($400 million nationally) for the development of health information technology, such as

electronic health records and wait time information systems (21). As well, the Patient

Wait Times Guarantee Pilot Fund added an additional $30 million, which has been set

aside for provinces to undertake relevant, innovative pilot projects designed to help

implement their guarantees.
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Chapter 6 Summary

6.1 Conclusions

The purpose of this study was to determine how referral patterns for coronary

revascularization have changed and how this impacted waiting times for CABO. The

clinical characteristics of patients who underwent a diagnostic cardiac catheterization

from April 1,2005 to September 30,2005 were determined using data from various

sources including Meditech, chart reviews and the cardiac catheterization lab data. This

study showed that there has been an increase in cardiac catheterizations since 1998/1999.

This increase is attributable to a growth in the number of patients being investigated for

stable angina, MI, and chest pain of uncertain etiology. The proportion of patients who

had critical coronary artery disease was also determined by data from the above sources.

There has been a change in the proportion of patients diagnosed with critical CAD from

1998/1999 to 2005 from 78% to 69%, respectively. While more cardiac catheterizations

are being done, less critical CAD is being detected. This is in contrast to other centers in

Alberta and British Columbia where more catheterizations are being done but severity of

patient illness is increasing (93). Results from a US study also show an increase in

cardiac catheterizations during this time period, but again, report that there was an

increase in critical disease (105).

The referral patterns for those patients diagnosed with critical CAD has also changed.

The possible treatment recommendations include CABO, PCI, and medical management.

Referrals for CABO have decreased while there has been an increase in medical
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management. Even though referrals for PCI have remained the same, there has been an

increase in the number of PCls being performed and an increase in the number of people

receiving stents.

DES use has increased dramatically since its introduction in 2003 and this is directly

related to the decrease in CABG referrals. Introduction of DES has been associated with

partial substitution ofBMS with DES and an increased use of PCI, especially in those

with unstable angina. This change in management of critical CAD has significantly

decreased the size of the CABG waitlist in NL and therefore decreased the need for more

resources related to CABG utilization to be put in place in NL. DESs are a far less

invasive procedure than CABG and there are fewer risks associated with their use.

However, since DESs are a relatively new procedure more research needs to be done to

ensure their safety and efficacy over the long term. IfDESs are proven to be safe and

effective over the long term then a trend towards fewer referrals for CABG and more

referrals for PCI should continue. However, there needs to be constant evaluation of

supply and demand for CABG and DES utilization.

Urgency rating scores CURS) were calculated using the Cardiac Care Network of Ontario

URS Calculator (89). These scores were used to determine the patient's priority

grouping. The actual waiting times for the patient were observed and the recommended

maximum wait times (RMWT) were calculated. The RMWT for CABG is being reached

for most patients in the semi-urgent, short wait, delayed wait, and marked delay priority

groups. For very urgent and urgent patient priority groups, the RMWT is still relatively
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low and, along with the short wait priority group, has not changed significantly since

1998/1 999. More work still needs to be done to increase the very urgent and urgent

priority groups. More human resources, including doctors, nurses, and staff, and

increased operating room time could help increase the number of patients who reach the

target RMWT for these groups. Increased funding would be required to achieve this.

6.2 Limitations

There are several limitations to this study. One of the major limitations is the fact that the

data for this study was taken over a period of6 months in 2005 while the data to which it

is being compared came from a one year period. It is possible that the six months used in

this study is not representative of the entire year. Also, the one year period used is the

fiscal year 1998/1999. Since this overlaps calendar years, utilization data (Table 3) has

overlapping data in 2002/2003 and 2003. Due to different data collection methods for the

five years prior to and following DES introduction, they were unable to be separated to

determine actual change in utilization for those years. As this was a retrospective study,

there was no way to prove the accuracy of the data collection. As well there was no way

to recover missing data. Data was collected from three different sources, the cardiac

catheterization lab reports, Meditech, and hospital charts. Some required data could not

be found in any of the three sources while other data was contradictory. In cases where

there was a contradiction, data was abstracted in consultation with a cardiologist. The

accuracy of the data from each source was unknown. Data that was particularly hard to

obtain was maximal medical therapy as medications taken before the patient's cardiac
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catheterization were not always available. Therefore, much of this information was

missing and the results may not be accurate. Raw data for 1998/1999 was not available

so when the actual number was not available, a comparison to data from 2005 could not

be performed. A limitation in the statistical analysis of the study was the analysis of the

waiting times of patients referred for CABG. Some of the categories, especially the very

urgent, urgent, and semi-urgent priority groups had very small numbers of patients. This

may have skewed the data.

6.3 Future research and health policy implications

Future research needs to be done to determine whether the change in CABG wait times is

permanent due to ongoing changes in referral patterns. In future studies on wait times for

CABG surgery, data on vessel disease and other comorbidities such as valvular disease,

LV function, and renal disease needs to be captured as these can have an impact on which

management strategy is used (24, 33, 36, 50). Other data that has been shown to have an

impact on management strategy are previous revascularization, current medical therapies,

type ofM! and smoking status (55, 56, 79). DESs have become increasingly utilized over

CABG surgery since their introduction. However, the long term safety of DES needs to

be established. The type and number ofstents placed is important for future studies as

DES tend to be used in more complex disease as compared to BMS. Rates of restenosis

and in stent thrombosis, as well as other outcomes of critical CAD, including MI, stroke,

and death should be used to assess safety of DES versus CABG and medical

management. Both short term and long term data is required. Medical management for
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critical CAD is also increasing. Data regarding specific medications patients are taking

needs to be captured in the data analysis. These include anti platelet agents, beta-blockers,

inhibitors of the renin-angiotensin system and statins or other lipid-lowering agents. This

data can be used to determine whether the patient is on maximal medical therapy at their

time of diagnosis of critical CAD and how this impacts referrals and waiting times for

CABG. Further research is needed to determine why the wait times for very urgent,

urgent and short wait patient priority groups are still higher than the RMWT and how this

can be improved.

Wait list management is an important part of reducing wait times for CABG. Continual

monitoring of wait lists should be done to remove patients from the list if they die, move

away, decline the operation, accept surgery from another surgeon or switch to medical

management (106). Wait list management is a growing area of research and is needed to

determine the most efficient ways to maintain wait lists. Demand for CABG surgery

needs to be evaluated on a regular basis as technologies for management of

cardiovascular disease are changing rapidly. As well, new medical therapies are

developed rapidly and population lifestyles are changing. As demand for CABG change,

so does supply. Human resources, infrastructure such as equipment and operating time,

system management, and coordination of services need to be taken into consideration

when assessing supply. Continued funding of patient wait time guarantees by the

government and continual reassessment of supply and demand for CABG will help to

ensure optimal patient wait times in this era of rapid change in management of critical

CAD.
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Benchmarking the number of coronary revascularization procedures that should be

funded each year is important. As referrals for these procedures have been demonstrated

to be appropriate by a previous study, the number needed to be funded can be derived

from the number funded in the previous year (14). However, we have shown that new

intervention strategies may rapidly change the number of CABGs needed and therefore

the amount of funding will change. Consequently, benchmarking the number of

revascularization procedures that require funding should be reviewed annually.

55



References

1. Cook S, Walker A, Hugli 0, Togni M, Meier B. (2007). Percutaneous coronary
interventions in Europe: prevalence, numerical estimates, and projections based
on data up to 2004. Clin Res Cardio!, 96 (6),375-382.

2. Philpott AC, Southern DA, Clement FM, Galbraith PD, Traboulsi M, Knudtson
ML, Ghali WA; APPROACH Investigators. (2009). Long-term outcomes of
patients receiving drug-eluting stents. CMAJ, 180, 167-174.

.J. Tu N, Bowen J, Chiu M, Ko DT, Austin PC, He Y, Hopkins R, Tarride JE,
Blackhouse G, Lazzam C, Cohen EA, Goeree R. (2007). Effectiveness and safety
of drug-eluting stents in Ontario. N Eng J Med, 357, 1393-1402.

4. Gershlick AH, Richardson G. (2006). Drug eluting stents. BMJ, 333 (7581),
1233-1234.

5. Moses JW, Stone GW, Nikolsky E. Mintz GS, Dangas G, Grube E, Ellis SG,
Lansky AJ, Weisz G, Fahy M, Na Y, Russell ME, Donohoe D, Leon MB, Mehran
R. (2006). Drug-eluting stents in the treatment of intermediate lesions: pooled
analysis from four randomized trials. JAm Coll Cardio! , 47, 2164-2171.

6. Hill R, Bagust A, Bakhai A, Dickson R, Dtindar Y, Haycox A, Mujica Mota R,
Reaney A, Roberts D, Williamson P, Walley T. (2004). Coronary artery stents: a
rapid systematic review and economic evaluation. Hea!th Techno! Assess, 8 (35),
1-242.

7. Ferreira AC, Peter AA, Salerno TA, Bolooki H, de Marchene E. (2003). Clinical
impact of drug-eluting stents in changing referral practices for coronary surgical
revascularization in a tertiary care center. Ann Thorac Surg, 75 (2), 485-489.

8. Grilli R, Taroni F. (2004). Empirical assessment of the impact of drug-eluting
stents on the rate of use of coronary revascularization procedures. Int J Techno!
Assess Health Care, 20 (3), 356-360.

9. Kanemitsu S, Tanaka K, Tanaka J, Suzuki H, Kinoshita T. (2007). Initial clinical
impact of drug eluting stents on coronary artery bypass graft surgery. Interact
Cardiovasc Thorac Surg, 6 (5),632-635.

10. Liddicoat JR, De La Torre R, Ho KK, Nathan S, Levitsky S, Krempin J, Sellke F.
(2006). Initial impact of drug-eluting stents on coronary artery bypass graft
surgery. Ann Thorac Surg, 81 (4),1239-1242.

11. Gogo PB Jr, Dauerman HL, Mulgund J, Ohman EM, Patel MR, Cohen OJ,
Saucedo JF, Harrington RA, Gibler WB, Smith SC Jr, Peterson ED, Roe MT,

56



CRUSADE investigators. (2007). Changes in patterns of coronary
revascularization strategies for patients with acute coronary syndromes (from the
CRUSADE Quality Improvement Initiative). Am J Cardiol, 99 (9), 1222-1226.

12. Huang HW, Brent BN, Shaw RE. (2006). Trends in percutaneous versus surgical
revascularization of unprotected left main coronary stenosis in the drug-eluting
stent era: a report from the American College of Cardiology-National
Cardiovascular Data Registry (ACC-NCDR). Catheter Cardiovasc Interv, 68 (6),
867-872.

13. Higginson LA, Cairnes lA, Smith ER. (1994). Rates of cardiac catheterization,
coronary angioplasty and coronary artery bypass surgery in Canada (1991). Can J
Cardiol, 10 (7),728-732.

14. Kent GM, Power L, Gregory OM, Barrett BJ, MacCallum GC, Stone EW, Parfrey
PS. (2004). Need for coronary artery bypass grafting in Newfoundland and
Labrador: the impact of increased demand. Can J Cardiol , 20 (4), 399-404.

15. Sibbald, B. (2005). Declining CABG rate means fewer jobs for surgeons. CMAJ,
173 (6), 583-584.

16. Fox G, O'Dea l, Parfrey P. (1998). Coronary artery bypass graft surgery in
Newfoundland and Labrador. CMAJ, 158, 1137-1142.

17. Naylor CD, Baigrie RS, Goldman BS, Basinski A. (1990). Assessment of priority
for coronary revascularisation procedures. Lancel, 335, 1070-1073.

18. Naylor CD, Baigrie RS, Goldman BS, Cairns JA, Beanlands OS, Berman N,
et al. (1991). Assigning priority to patients requiring coronary revascularisation:
consensus principles from a panel of cardiologist and cardiac surgeons. Can J
Cordial, 7 (5),207-213.

19. Wait Time Alliance for Timely Access to Health Care. (2005). It's about time!
Achieving benchmarks and best practices in wait time management. Ottawa, ON:
Canadian Medical Association.

20. Health Canada. (2004, September). First Minister's Meeting: Ten Year Plan.
Retrieved May 2,2011, from http://hc-sc.gc.ca/hcs-sss/delivery
prestation/fptcollab/2004-frnrn-rprn/i ndex-eng.php

21. Norris S. (2009, October). The Wail Times 1ssue and the Patient Wail Times
Guarantee. Retrieved May 2, 2011, from Parliamentary Information and
Research Service, Parliament of Canada website,
http://www.parl.gc.ca/Content/LOPlResearchPublications/prb0582-e.htrn#ftn21

57



22. Serruys PW, Morice MC, Kappetein AP, Colombo A, Holmes DR, Mack MJ,
Stahle E, Feldman TE, van den Brand M, Bass EJ, Van Dyck N, Leadley K,
Dawkins KD, Mohr FW; SYNTAX lnvestigators. (2009). Percutaneous coronary
intervention versus coronary-artery bypass grafting for severe coronary artery
disease. N Engl J Med, 360 (10), 961-972.

23. Park DW, Seung KB, Kim YH, Lee JY, Kim WJ, Kang SJ, Lee SW, Lee CW,
Park SW, Yun SC, Gwon HC, Jeong MH, Jang YS, Kim HS, Kim PJ, Seong TW,
Park HS, Ahn T, Chae TH, Tahk SJ, Chung WS, Park SJ. (2010). Long-term safety
and efficacy of stenting versus coronary artery bypass grafting for unprotected left
main coronary artery disease: 5-year results from the MAIN-COMPARE
(Revascularization for Unprotected Left Main Coronary Artery Stenosis:
Comparison of Percutaneous Coronary Angioplasty Versus Surgical
Revascularization) registry. JAm Coli Cardiol, 56 (2), 117-124.

24. Buszman P, Wiernek S, Szymanski R, Bialkowska B, Buszman P, Fil W, Stables
R, Bochenek A, Martin J, Tendera M. (2009). Percutaneous versus surgical
revascularization for multivessel coronary artery disease: a single center 10 year
follow-up ofSOS trial patients. Catheter Cardiovase fnlerv, 74 (3), 420-426.

25. Dacey LJ, Likosky DS, Ryan TJ Jr, Robb IF, Quinn RD, DeVries JT, Hearne MJ,
Leavitt 81, Dunton RF, Clough RA, Sisto D, Ross CS, Olmstead EM, O'Connor
GT, Malenka DJ; Northern New England Cardiovascular Disease Study Group.
(2007). Long-term survival after surgery versus percutaneous intervention in
octogenarians with multivessel coronary disease. Ann Thorae Surg, 84 (6), 1904
1911.

26. Breeman A, Hordijk-Trion M, Lenzen M, Hoeks S, Ottervanger JP, Bertrand ME,
Sechtem D, Zaliunas R, Legrand V, de Boer MJ, Stahle E, Mercado N, Wijns W,
Boersma E; Euro Heart Survey on Coronary Revascularization. (2006).
Treatment decisions in stable coronary artery disease: insights from the Euro
Heart Survey on Coronary Revascularization. J Thorae Cardiovase Surg, 132
(5),1001-1009.

27. Herz T, Moshkovitz Y, Loberman D, Uretzky G, Braunstein R, Hendler A, Zivi E,
Ben-Gal Y, Mohr R. (2005). Drug-eluting stents versus bilateral internal thoracic
grafting for multivessel coronary disease. Ann Thorae Surg , 80 (6), 2086-2090.

28. Herz T, Moshkovitz Y, Hendler A, Adam SZ, Uretzky G, Ben-Gal Y, Mohr R.
(2005). Revascularization of left anterior descending artery with drug-eluting
stents: comparison with off-pump surgery. Ann Thorae Surg, 79 (1),88-92.

29. Serruys PW, Ong AT, van Herwerden LA, Sousa JE, Jatene A, Bonnier JJ,
Schonberger JP, Buller N, Bonser R, Disco C, Backx B, Hugenholtz PG, Firth
BG, Unger F. (2005). Five-year outcomes after coronary stenting versus bypass

58



surgery for the treatment of multivessel disease: the final analysis of the Arterial
Revascularization Therapies Study (ARTS) randomized trial. JAm Call Cardiol ,
46(4),575-581.

30. Yang JH, Gwon HC, Cho Sl, Hahn lY, Choi JH, Choi SH, Lee YT, Lee SH, Hong
KP, Park JE. (2008). Comparison of coronary artery bypass grafting with drug
eluting stent implantation for the treatment of multivessel coronary artery disease.
Ann Thorac Surg, 85 (I), 65-70.

31. Park DW, Yun SC, Lee SW, Kim YH, Lee CW, Hong MK, Kim JJ, Choo Sl,
Song H, Chung CR, Lee lW, Park SW, Park Sl. (2008). Long-term mortality
after percutaneous coronary intervention with drug-eluting stent implantation
versus coronary artery bypass surgery for the treatment of multivessel coronary
artery disease. Circulation, 117 (16), 2079-2086.

32. Chaitman BR, Hardison RM, Adler D, Gebhart S, Grogan M, Ocampo S, Sopko
G, Ramires lA, Schneider D, Frye RL; Bypass Angioplasty Revascularization
Investigation 2 Diabetes (BARI 2D) Study Group. (2009). The Bypass
Angioplasty Revascularization Investigation 2 Diabetes randomized trial of
different treatment strategies in type 2 diabetes mellitus with stable ischemic heart
disease: impact of treatment strategy on cardiac mortality and myocardial
infarction. Circulation, 120 (25), 2529-2540.

33. Wu X, Chen Y, Liu H, Teirstein PS, Kirtane Al, Ge C, Song X, Chen X, Gu C,
Huang F, Lv S. (2010). Comparison of long-term (4-year) outcomes of patients
with unprotected left main coronary artery narrowing treated with drug-eluting
stents versus coronary-artery bypass grafting. Am J Cardiol, 105 (12), 1728
1734.

34. Park DW, Kim YH, Yun SC, Lee lY, Kim Wl, Kang Sl, Lee SW, Lee CW, Kim
JJ, Choo Sl, Chung CH, Lee lW, Park SW, Park Sl. (2010). Long-term outcomes
after stenting versus coronary artery bypass grafting for unprotected left main
coronary artery disease: 10-year results of bare-metal stents and 5-year results of
drug-eluting stents from the ASAN-MAIN (ASAN Medical Center-Left MAIN
Revascularization) Registry. JAm Call CardiaI ,56 (17),1366-1375.

35. Ramanathan KB, Weiman DS, Sacks 1, Morrison DA, Sedlis S, Sethi G,
Henderson WG. (2005). Percutaneous intervention versus coronary bypass
surgery for patients older than 70 years of age with high-risk unstable angina.
Ann Thorac Surg, 80 (4), 1340-1346.

36. Gioia G, Matthai W, Gillin K, Dralle 1, Benassi A, Gioia MF, White 1. (2007).
Revascularization in severe left ventricular dysfunction: outcome comparison of
drug-eluting stent implantation versus coronary artery by-pass grafting. Catheter
Cardiavase 1nterv, 70 (I), 26-33.

59



37. White RD, Assmann SF, Sanborn TA, Jacobs AK, Webb JG, Sleeper LA, Wong
CK, Stewart JT, Aylward PE, Wong SC, Hochman JS. (2005). Comparison of
percutaneous coronary intervention and coronary artery bypass grafting after acute
myocardial infarction complicated by cardiogenic shock: results from the Should
We Emergently Revascularize Occluded Coronaries for Cardiogenic Shock
(SHOCK) trial. Circulation, 112 (I3), 1992-200 I.

38. Lee MS, Kapoor N, Jamal F, Czer L, Aragon J, Forrester J, Kar S, Dohad S, Kass
R, Eigler N, Trento A, Shah PK, Makkar RR. (2006). Comparison of coronary
artery bypass surgery with percutaneous coronary intervention with drug-eluting
stents for unprotected left main coronary artery disease. JAm Coli Cardiol, 47
(4),864-870.

39. Valgimigli M, van Mieghem CA, Ong AT, Aoki J, Granillo GA, McFadden EP,
Kappetein AP, de Feyter PJ, Smits PC, Regar E, Van der Giessen WJ, Sianos G,
de Jaegere P, Van Domburg RT, Serruys PW. (2005). Short- and long-term
clinical outcome after drug-eluting stent implantation for the percutaneous
treatment of left main coronary artery disease: insights from the Rapamycin
Eluting and Trows Stent Evaluated At Rotterdam Cardiology Hospital registries
(RESEARCH and T-SEARCH). Circulation, 111 (II), 1383-1389.

40. Gao RL, Xu B, Chen JL, Yang YJ, Qiao SB, Li JJ, Qin XW, Yao M, Liu HB, Wu
YJ, Yuan JQ, Chen J. (2008) Immediate and long-term outcomes of drug-eluting
stent implantation for unprotected left main coronary artery disease: comparison
with bare-metal stent implantation. Am Heart J, 155 (3), 553-561.

41. Ogita M, Nakamura T, Fujiwara N, Sakakura K, Funayama H, Sugawara Y, Kubo
N, Ako J, Momomura S. (2009) Long-term clinical follow-up after sirolimus
eluting stent versus bare metal stent implantation in patients with acute coronary
syndrome. J Interv Cardiol, 22 (3), 216-221.

42. Spaulding C, Henry P, Teiger E, Beatt K, Bramucci E, Carrie D, Slama MS,
Merkely B, Erglis A, Margheri M, Varenne 0, Cebrian A, Stoll HP, Snead DB,
Bode C; TYPHOON Investigators. (2006). Sirolirnus-eluting versus uncoated
stents in acute myocardial infarction. N Engl J Med, 355 (II), 1093-1104.

43. Stone GW, Lansky AJ, Pocock SJ, Gersh 81, Dangas G, Wong SC, Witzenbichler
B, Guagliurni G, Peruga JZ, Brodie BR, Dudek D, Mockel M, Ochala A, Kellock
A, Parise H, Mehran R; HORIZONS-AMI Trial Investigators. (2009). Paclitaxel
eluting stents versus bare-metal stents in acute myocardial infarction. N Engl J
Med, 360 (I 9), 1946-1959.

44. Caixeta A, Leon MB, Lansky AJ, Nikolsky E, Aoki J, Moses JW, Schofer J,
Morice MC, Schampaert E, Kirtane AJ, Popma JJ, Parise H, Fahy M, Mehran R.
(2009). 5-year clinical outcomes after sirolimus-eluting stent implantation insights

60



from a patient-level pooled analysis of 4 randomized trials comparing sirolimus
eluting stents with bare-metal stents. JAm Coli Cardio/, 54 (10), 894-902.

45. Applegate RJ, Sacrinty MT, Kutcher MA, Baki IT, Gandhi SK, Santos RM, Little
WC. (2007). Comparison of drug-eluting versus bare metal stents on later
frequency of acute myocardial infarction and death. Am J Cardio/, 99 (3),333
338.

46. Komowski R, Vaknin-Assa H, Lev E, Ben-Dor I, Teplitsky I, Rechavia E, Brosh
D, Fuchs S, Assali A. (2008). Clinical results of drug eluting stents compared to
bare metal stents for patients with ST elevation acute myocardial infarction.
Acute Card Care, 10 (3), 167-172.

47. Atary JZ, van der Hoeven BL, Liem SS, Jukema JW, van der Born JG, Atsma DE,
Bootsma M, Zeppenfeld K, van der Wall EE, Schalij MJ. (2010). Three-year
outcome ofsirolimus-eluting versus bare-metal stents for the treatment ofST
segment elevation myocardial infarction (from the MISSION! Intervention
Study). Am JCardio!, 106(1),4-12.

48. Yan BP, Duffy SJ, Clark DJ, Lefkovits J, Warren R, Gurvitch R, Lew R,
Sebastian M, Brennan A, Andrianopoulos N, Reid CM, Ajani AE; Melbourne
lnterventional Group. (2008). Rates of stent thrombosis in bare-metal versus drug
eluting stents (from a large Australian multicenter registry). Am J Cardio!, 101
(12),1716-1722.

49. Chan C, Zambahari R, Kaul U, Lau CP, Whitworth H, Cohen S, Buchbinder M;
DECODE Investigators. (2008). A randomized comparison ofsirolimus-eluting
versus bare metal stents in the treatment of diabetic patients with native coronary
artery lesions: the DECODE study. Catheter Cardiovasc 1nterv, 72 (5), 591-600.

50. Rosenblum MA, Robbins MJ, Farkouh ME, Winston JA, Kim MC. (2009).
Diminished benefits of drug-eluting stents versus bare metal stents in patients with
severe renal insufficiency. Nephron C/in Pract , 113 (3), c198-202.

51. Braunwald E, Antman EM, Beasley JW, CaliffRM, Cheitlin MD,Hochman JS,
Jones RH, Kereiakes D, Kupersrnith J, Levin TN, et aI. (2002). ACC/AHA 2002
guideline update for the management of patients withunstable angina and non-ST
segment elevation myocardial infarction-summary article: a report of the
American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association task force on
practice guidelines (Committee on the Management of Patients With Unstable
Angina). JAm Coli Cardia!, 40, 1366-1374.

52. Antman EM, Anbe DT, Armstrong PW, Bates ER, Green LA, Hand M, Hochman
JS, Krumholz HM, Kushner FG, Lamas GA, et aI. (2004). ACC/AHA guidelines
for the management of patients with ST-elevation myocardial infarction: a report

61



of the American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force
on Practice Guidelines (Committee to Revise the 1999 Guidelines for the
Management of Patients with Acute Myocardial Infarction). Circulation, 110
(supp1):e82-e292.

53. Steinberg BA, Steg PG, Bhatt DL, Fonarow GC, Zeymer U, Cannon CP; REACH
Registry Investigators. (2007). Comparisons of guideline-recommended therapies
in patients with documented coronary artery disease having percutaneous
coronary intervention versus coronary artery bypass grafting versus medical
therapy only (from the REACH International Registry). Am J Cardiol , 99 (9),
1212-1215.

54. Katritsis DG, Ioannidis JP. (2005). Percutaneous coronary intervention versus
conservative therapy in nonacute coronary artery disease: a meta-analysis.
Circulation, 111 (22),2906-2912.

55. Lagerqvist B, Husted S, Kontny F, Stahle E, Swahn E, Wallentin L; Fast
Revascularisation during InStability in Coronary artery disease (FRISC-II)
Investigators. (2006). 5-year outcomes in the FRISC-I1 randomised trial of an
invasive versus a non-invasive strategy in non-ST-e1evation acute coronary
syndrome: a follow-up study. Lancet, 368 (9540), 998-1004.

56. Shaw LJ, Berman OS, Maron DJ, Mancini GB, Hayes SW, Hartigan PM,
Weintraub WS, O'Rourke RA, Dada M, Spertus JA, Chaitrnan BR, Friedman J,
Slomlca P, Heller GV, Germano G, Gosselin G, Berger P, Kostuk WJ, Schwartz
RG, Knudtson M, Veledar E, Bates ER, McCallister B, Teo KK, Boden WE;
COURAGE Investigators. Optimal medical therapy with or without percutaneous
coronary intervention to reduce ischemic burden: results from the Clinical
Outcomes Utilizing Revascularization and Aggressive Drug Evaluation
(COURAGE) trial nuclear substudy. Circulation, 1/7 (10), 1283-1291.

57. Naylor CD. (1991). A different view of queues in Ontario. Health Aff(Millwood),
10(3),110-128.

58. Ugnat AM, Naylor CD. (1993). Trends in coronary artery bypass grafting in
Ontario from 1981 to 1989. CMAJ, 148 (4),569-575.

59. Naylor CD, Sykora K, Jaglal SB, Jefferson S. (1995). Waiting for coronary artery
bypass surgery: population-based study of 8517 consecutive patients in Ontario,
Canada. The Steering Committee of the Adult Cardiac Care Network of Ontario.
Lancet, 346 (8990), 1605-1609.

60. Canadian Institute for Health Information. (2008). Surgical Volume Trends,
2008-Within and Beyond Wait Time Priority Areas. Ottawa, ON: CIHI.

62



61. Canadian Institute for Health Information. (2005). Health Care in Canada.
Ottawa, ON: crnI

62. Canadian Institute for Health Information. (2009). Health Indicators 2009.
Ottawa, ON: crnI.

63. Katz SJ, CardiffK, Pascali M, Barer ML, Evans RG. (2002). Phantoms in the
snow: Canadians' use of health care services in the United States. Health Aff
(Millwood) , 21 (3), 19-31.

64. Fraser Institute. (2004). Waiting Your Turn: Hospital Waiting Lists in Canada
(14/11 ed.). Vancouver, BC: Esmail and Walker.

65. Sobolev B, Levy A, Hayden R, Kuramoto L. (2006). Does wait-list size at
registration influence time to surgery? Analysis of a population-based cardiac
surgery registry. Health Serv Res, 41 (1),23-39.

66. Government ofNewfoundland Labrador. (2007). Newfoundland and Labrador
Continues to Improve Wait Times. Health and community services.
http://www.releases.gov.nJ.ca/releases/2007/health/0712n03.htm

67. KoivuJa M, Paunonen-I1monen M, Tarkka MT, Tarkka M, Laippala P. (2002).
Social support and its relation to fear and anxiety in patients awaiting coronary
artery bypass grafting. J C/in Nurs, 11 (5),622-633.

68. McCormick KM, Naimark BJ, Tate RB. (2002). Symptoms and distress in
patients awaiting coronary artery bypass surgery. CanJ Nurs Res, 34 (4), 95-105.

69. McCormick KM, McClement S, Naimark BJ. (2005). A qualitative analysis of the
experience of uncertainty while awaiting coronary artery bypass surgery. Can J
Cardiovasc Nurs, 15 (1),10-22.

70. McCormkk KM, Naimark BJ, Tate RB. (2006). Uncertainty, symptom distress,
anxiety, and functional status in patients awaiting coronary artery bypass surgery.
Heart Lung, 35 (I), 34-45.

71. Petrie JF, Cox JL, Teskey RJ, Campbell LB, Johnstone DE. (1996). Preliminary
assessment of patients' opinions of queuing for coronary bypass graft surgery at
one Canadian centre. Qual Health Care, 5 (3), 166-171.

72. Rexius H, Brandrup-Wognsen G, Oden A, Jeppsson A. (2004). Mortality on the
waiting list for coronary artery bypass grafting: incidence and risk factors. Ann
Thorac Surg, 77 (3), 769-774.

63



73. Sampalis J, Boukas S, Liberman M, Reid T, Dupuis G. (2001).lmpact of waiting
time on the quality of life of patients awaiting coronary artery bypass grafting.
CMAJ, 165 (4), 429-433.

74. Bresser PJ, Sexton DL, Foell DW. (1993). Patients' responses to postponement of
coronary artery bypass graft surgery. Image J Nurs Sch, 25 (I), 5-10.

75. Morgan CD, Sykora K, Naylor CD. (1998). Analysis of deaths while waiting for
cardiac surgery among 29,293 consecutive patients in Ontario, Canada. The
Steering Committee of the Cardiac Care Network of Ontario. Heart, 79 (4), 345
349.

76. Morrison DA, Sacks J. (2003). Balancing benefit against risk in the choice of
therapy for coronary artery disease. Lesson from prospective, randomized, clinical
trials of percutaneous coronary intervention and coronary artery bypass graft
surgery. Minerva Cardioangiol, 51 (5),585-597.

77. Naylor CD, McGlynn EA, Leape LL, Hilborne LH, Park RE, Kahan JP, Brook
RH for the Canadian Revascularization Panel. Coronary Artery Bypass Graft
Surgery and Percutaneous Transluminal Coronary Angioplasty: Ratings of
Appropriateness and Necessity by a Canadian Panel. Publication no. MR-128
CVFIPCT. Santa Monica: RAND Corporation, 1993.

78. Haussler B, Schiflhorst G, Gothe H, Hempel E. (2007). The impact of
pharmaceuticals on the decline of cardiovascular mortality in Germany.
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Sa!, 16 (10), 1167-1176.

79. Hueb W, Lopes NH, Gersh BJ, Soares P, Machado LA, Jatene FB, Oliveira SA,
Ramires JA. (2007). Five-year fol1ow-up of the Medicine, Angioplasty, or Surgery
Study (MASS Il): a randomized controlled clinical trial of3 therapeutic strategies
for multivessel coronary artery disease. Circulation, 115 (9), 1082-1089.

80. Canadian Lnstitute for Health Lnformation, Drug Use Among Seniors on Public
Drug Programs in Canada, 2002 to 2008 (Ottawa, Ont.: Crnl, 20 I 0).

81. Lazar, H. (2004). Role of statin therapy in the coronary bypass patient. Ann
Thorac Surg, 78 (2),730-740.

82. Werba JP, Tremoli E, Massironi P, Camera M, Cannata A, Alamanni F, Biglioli P,
Parolari A. (2003). Statins in coronary bypass surgery: rationale and clinical use.
Ann Thorac Surg, 76 (6),2132-2140.

83. Cohn WE. (2004). Surgical coronary revascularization remains relevant in the era
of stents. Curr Opin Cardiol, 19 (6), 589-592.

64



84. Newfoundland and Labrador Statistics Agency. (2001). Census Population by
Age and Sex Newfoundland and Labrador. Retrieved May 4, 2011, from
http://www.stats.gov.nl.ca/Statistics/Census2001.

85. Leape LL, McGlynn EA, Naylor C, Bernstein SJ, Park RA, Kahan JP, Brook RH.
(1993). Coronary Angiography: Ratings of appropriateness and Necessity by a
Canadian Panel. Publication no. MR-129-CWF/PCT. Santa Monica, CA: RAND
Corporation.

86. Heriitz J, Karlson BW, Sjoland H, Brandrup-Wognsen G, Haglid M, Karlsson T,
Caidahl K. (2000). Long term prognosis after CABG in relation to preoperative
left ventricular ejection fraction. Int J Cardiol, 72 (2), 163- I71.

87. Lucien C. (1976). Grading of angina pectoris. Circulation, 54,5223.

88. Gianrossi R, Detrano R, Mulvihill D, Lehmann K, Dubach P, Colombo A,
McArthur D, Froelicher V. (1989). Exercise-induced ST depression
in the diagnosis of coronary artery disease: a meta-analysis. Circulation, 80, 87
98.

89. Cardiac Care Network of Ontario. (2000). Urgency Rating Score Calculator for
CABG. Toronto, ON: Cardiac Care Network of Ontario.

90. Jeremias A, Kirtane A. (2008). Balancing efficiency and safety of drug-eluting
stents in patients undergoing percutaneous coronary intervention. Ann Int Med ,
148,234-238.

9 I. Naylor, C. (1998). Benchmarking the provision of coronary artery surgery. CMAJ,
158(9),1151-1153.

92. Genereaux P, Mehran R. (2009). Are drug eluting stents safe in the long term.
CMAJ, 180, 154-155.

93. Southern DA, Izadneghadar M, Humphries KH, Gao M, Wang F, Knudtson ML,
Graham MM, Ghali WA. (2011). Trends in wait times for cardiac
revascularization. Can J Cardiol, 27 (2),262.

94. Government ofNL. (2006). Community Accounts. Retrieved 1228,2008, from
Community Accounts:
www.communitvaccounts.ca/CommunityAccounts/OnlineData/display table.asp?
whichtabl=table d7r&comval=prov1

95. Innocenti F, Caldi F, Tassinari T, Agresti C, Burgisser C, Fattirolli F, Baldereschi
GJ, Marchionni N, Masotti G, Pini R. (2009). Prognostic value of exercise stress

65



test and dobutamine stress echo in patients with known coronary artery di ease.
Echocardiography, 26 (I), 1-9.

96. Canadian Cardiovascular Society. (1997). Consensus Conference: The Evaluation
and Management ofChronic Ischemic Heart Disease. Ottawa, ON: CCS.

97. Hannan EL, Wu C, Walford G, Culliford AT, Gold JP, Smith CR, Higgins RS,
Carlson RE, Jones RH. (2008). Drug-eluting stents vs. coronary-artery bypass
grafting in multivessel coronary disease. N Engl J Med, 358 (4),331-341.

98. Smith PK, CaliffRM, Tuttle RH, Shaw LK, Lee KL, Delong ER, Lilly RE,
Sketch MH Jr, Peterson ED, Jones RH. (2006). Selection of surgical or
percutaneous coronary intervention provides differential longevity benefit. Ann
Thorac Surg, 82 (4),1420-1428.

99. Bair TL, Muhlestein JB, May HT, Meredith KG, Home BD, Pearson RR, Li Q,
Jensen KR, Anderson JL, Lappe DL. (2007). Surgical revascularization is
associated with improved long-term outcomes compared with percutaneous
stenting in most subgroups of patients with multivessel coronary artery disease:
results from the Intermountain Heart Registry. Circulation, 116 (I 1 Suppl),1226
1231.

100. Javaid A, Steinberg DH, Buch AN, Corso PJ, Boyce SW, Pinto Slottow TL, Roy
PK, Hill P, Okabe T, Torguson R, Smith KA, Xue Z, Gevorkian N, Suddath WO,
Kent KM, Satler LF, Pichard AD, Waksman R. (2007). Outcomes of coronary
artery bypass grafting versus percutaneous coronary intervention with drug-eluting
stents for patients with multivessel coronary artery disease. Circulation, 116 (I 1
Suppl),1200-1206.

101. Kimura T, Morimoto T, Furukawa Y, Nakagawa Y, Shizuta S, Ehara N,
Taniguchi R, Doi T, Nishiyama K, Ozasa N, Saito N, Hoshino K, Mitsuoka H, Abe
M, Toma M, Tamura T, Haruna Y, Imai Y, Teramukai S, Fukushima M, Kita T.
(2008). Long-term outcomes of coronary-artery bypass graft surgery versus
percutaneous coronary intervention for multivessel coronary artery disease in the
bare-metal stent era. Circulation, 118 (14 Suppl), SI99-209.

102. Li Y, Zheng Z, Xu B, Zhang S, Li W, Gao R, Hu S. (2009). Comparison of drug
eluting stents and coronary artery bypass surgery for the treatment of multivessel
coronary disease: three-year follow-up results from a single institution.
Circulation, 119 (15), 2040-2050.

103. Naik H, White AJ, Chakravarty T, Forrester J, Fontana G, Kar S, Shah PK Weiss
RE, Makkar R. (2009). A meta-analysis of3,773 patients treated with percutaneous
coronary intervention or surgery for unprotected left main coronary artery stenosis.
JACC Cardiovasc Interv, 2 (8),739-747.

66



104. Park DW, Yun SC, Lee SW, Kim YH, Lee CW, Hong MK, Kim JJ, Choo SJ,
Song H, Chung CH, Lee JW, Park SW, Park SJ. (2008). Long-term mortality after
percutaneous coronary intervention with drug-eluting stent implantation versus
coronary artery bypass surgery for the treatment of multivessel coronary artery
disease. Circulation, JJ7 (16), 2079-2086.

105. Epstein AJ, Polsky D, Yang F, Yang L, Groeneveld PW. (2011). Coronary
revascularization trends in the United States, 2001-2008. JAMA , 305 (17), 1769
1776.

106. Levy AR, Sobolev BG, Hayden R, Kiely M, Fitzgerald JM, Schechter MT.
(2005). Time on wait lists for coronary bypass surgery in British Columbia,
Canada, 1991-2000. BMC Health Serv Res, 5 (1), 22.

67



Appendix A

Chart Audit Form
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Chart Audit Form
Changes in Referral Patterns for Coronary Revascularization:

The Impact on Coronary Artery Bypass Grafting Surgery

Case Number:

Gender: I. Male 2. Female Age: __

Indication for Heart Catheterization: I. Stable Angina
2. Unstable Angina
3. Myocardiallnfarction
4. Post MI Angina
5. Chest Pain of uncertain origin
6.CHF
7.0ther,specify _

Date of Diagnostic Heart Catheterization: D_M_Y__

Critical Coronary Artery Disease (CAD): 1. Yes** 2. No

**If critical CAD is yes, continue with data collection

Coronary Anatomy: I. Single vessel disease, no proximal LAD (PLAD) involvement
2. Single vessel disease with PLAD involvement
3. Double vessel disease, no PLAD involvement
4. Double vessel disease with PLAD involvement
5. Triple vessel disease
6. Unprotected left main disease
7. Protected left main disease

LV Angiogram: I. Grade 1 ventricle
2. Grade 2 ventricle
3. Grade 3 ventricle
4. Grade 4 ventricle

Please give specific details of the lesion and the location of the lesion(s) (i.e. 80" mid RCA etc.)
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Ifthere is no data on the grade of the ventricle, please provide a general description of the
ventricle (i.e., generalized hypokinesis, or mild hypokinesis ofthe inferior wall etc)

Ejection Fraction < 35%: 1. Yes 2. No

Diabetes:

CCS Angina Class:

1. Yes

1. Class 1 t02
2. Class 3
3. Class 4

2. No

Very Positive Stress Test: 1. Yes 2. No

Maximal Medical Therapy 1. Yes 2. No

Recommendations for Treatment: I. Medical Management
2.PCI
3.CABG
4. Other, specify _

If the patient was referred for CABG complete the following:

Date accepted for CABG: D__M__Y_

DateofCABG: D_M__Y_

Number of days awaiting CABG: _

In order to calculate the Urgency Rating Score (URS) for CABG
complete the following, as per URS Calculator instructions:

A. Canadian Cardiovascular Society Angina Class:
I. Class 1 or2
2. Class 3
3. Class4A
4. Class4B
5. Class4C

70



B. Vessel Disease
1. Left Main;:: 50% stenosis 1. Yes 2. No

2. IfPLAD has> 70% stenosis and ifthere is
> 70% stenosis in at least one of the following:

distal LAD, Circumflex, RCA. 1. Yes 2.No

3. IfPLAD > 70% and no other artery> 70% I. Yes 2.No

4. IfPLAD does not have> 70% stenosis or is blank;
is there >70% stenosis in all three of distal LAD,
Circumflex, or RCA? I. Yes 2. No

c.

5. There is not> 70% stenosis in all three of the
above arteries (Distal RCA, Circ, RCA)
i.e. at least one vessel < 70%

Left Ventricular Function
I. EF ;:: 50% or unknown
2. EF ;:: 35% and < 50%
3. EF ;:: 20% and < 35%
4. EF<20%

EF obtained via: 1. ECHO 2. MUGA 3. Cath
Date obtained: D_M_Y_

1. Yes

1. Yes
1. Yes
I. Yes
1. Yes

2. No

2.No
2. No
2.No
2. No

D. Ischemic Risk
I. High if:

I. High 2. Low

2.5 mm ST depression
ST elevation> I rom in leads without q waves
Low work loads (heart rate < 120)
Early onset ST segments in 1st stage (3 min)
ST segment depression lasting longer than 8 minutes into recovery
stage
Maximum heart rate < 120 on cardio-inhibitory medication
SBO lowered at least by 10 mmHg
;:: 3 beats of ventricular tachycardia
New resting changes and/or reversible changes with pain
High thallium: Suggest either anterior wall or multiple areas of
myocardia to be in ischemic jeopardy
High halter monitor: For ambulatory ECG monitoring, shows
prolonged and unequivocal ischemia
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2. Low if:
• Minor or no convincing findings for ischemia on exercise, ECG,

Holter monitor, or radionucleotide scanning

E. Co-Morbidity
I. Dialysis

c=J ;: ~~~etes
4.CYA
5.COPD
6.CHF

F. Recent Myocardial Infarction
MI within 30 days of acceptance to surgery

G. Previous CABG Surgery

1. Yes 2. No
1. Yes 2. No
1. Yes 2. No
1. Yes 2. No
1. Yes 2. No
1. Yes 2.No

1. Yes 2.No

1. Yes 2.No

To determine the patient's Urgency Rating Score, add the values in the boxes A
through G. Enter that number here: _

Recommended Maximum Wait Time (RMWT)

To determine the RMWT, take the URS value that was calculated above, and apply to the
appropriate section below.

IftheURSis...

>= 1.01 and <=2
>= 2.01 and <= 3
>= 3.01 and <= 4
>= 4.01 and <= 5
>= 5.01 and <= 6
>= 6.01 and <= 7
>7.01

RMWT:

Use the following equation to calculate RMWT

RMWT = rNRS - 1 * 11 + 0
RMWT = [(URS - 2 * 2] + 1
RMWT=r(URS-3 * 11]+3
RMWT= r(URS-4 * 281 + 14
RMWT = [(URS - 5 * 481 + 42
RMWT = [(URS - 6 * 90] + 90
RMWT= 180
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If the patient was referred for PCI, complete the following:

1. Coronary Stent 1. Yes 2. No

2. Drug-Eluting Stent I. Yes 2. No

3. Indication for Drug-Eluting Stent: _
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Appendix B

Abbreviations
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Abbreviations (in alphabetical order)

BMS - Bare metal stent

CABO - Coronary artery bypass grafting

CAD - Coronary artery disease

CC - Cardiac cathterization

CCS - Canadian Cardiovascular Society

CHF - Congestive heart failure

DES - Drug-eluting stent

EF - Ejection fraction

LAD - Left anterior descending artery

LMCA - Left main coronary artery

LV - Left ventricular

MI - Myocardial infarction

NL - Newfoundland and Labrador

PCI - Percutaneous coronary intervention

PLAD - proximal left anterior descending artery

PTCA - Percutaneous transluminal coronary angioplasty

RCA - Right coronary artery

RMWT - Recommended maximum wait time

STEMI - ST elevation myocardial infarction

URS - Urgency rating score
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