The motion

“That this House believes disease staging should replace
categorical grading of valve lesions.”

Opposition
Guy Lloyd MD FESC FBSE FRCP

Clinical Director for Cardiovascular Diagnostics
Barts Heart Centre

@ Barts Heart Centre WY Cueen Mar)
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Staging classification of aortic stenosis based on
the extent of cardiac damage
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The Proposition
Aortic Stenosis Grading and Staging Classification
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Aortic stenosis stage 4 and some stuff?
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Staging Cardiac Damage in Patients With
Hypertension
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Original Research

Cardiac Damage Staging Classification in Asymptomatic Moderate or
Severe Primary Mitral Regurgitation
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