Six Step Data Evaluation
To ensure an evaluation is right, the stakeholders need to get known and how they are affected established. In this case, the affected in the study evaluation are heard disease patients and physicians attending to them. Heart attack patients especially those who underwent bypass surgery or stems as a way to eliminate heart attacks. This is the first step in the six step evaluation. 5,179 patients were studied for three and a half years to determine if the procedure helped or not. They were asked questions in this regard. Here an agreed consensus was reached regarding the procedure on the patients and how it affected them. All the patients experienced the same effects they still had before the procedure.
The second step done was to ensure complete understanding of the process getting evaluated and how other researchers think it can get avoided. Previous studies were analyzed extensively to determine flaws that were not noticed and what actually worked. Other studies that proved stents and bypass were overused include Dr. Elliot Antman’s assess of the procedure in relation to the LDL Cholesterol hazard. These researches give the evaluation a solid basis and ensure the evaluator extensively comprehends what is getting analyzed. Here the data collected is anal
The third step involves understanding the needs of the evaluation. Here the patient history, symptoms of the disease, the relevant data collected play major roles. The patients’ data before the procedure was taken and most of the patients had a history of chest pains but after the procedure all of them experienced these symptoms. Patients were also asked to take medical therapy, those who took stents also took powerful anti-clotting drugs for six months to a year.
In this step, the data was analyzed and a consensus made. The evaluation determined that these bypass surgeries and stents on patients with heart diseases was not helpful. The stents repaired the blockages but the patients still did not feel better. Among patients who received the procedure only 276 had heart attacks compared to 314 heart attacks for patients who chose the medication procedure. This can get attested to the fact that the procedure specified one location in the arteries while medication repaired the whole system: damage can be in more than one location in an artery. The fact that the stent repaired patients take medication too means they end up taking more medicine than their counterparts
Finally, the evaluation in this step identified medication as the next viable option over stent or bypass surgery. The process is cheaper, healthier and more effective. Unless necessary ie the patient has a severe blockage and is at risk of getting a heart attack, bypass surgery should not get employed.
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