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Background Protocol Discussion/Conclusions

Litter transport for casualty evacuation is demanding for military Service Members (SMs)
* |trequires high energy expenditure

* (Causes reduced grip strength

* May affect hand dexterity and SM’s ability to provide medical attention

e Reduces number of SM’s that can perform other tasks and provide security Primary Metrics (every bout):

Walking distance and grip
preservation improved with
CLAW versus no assist.
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The Compact Litter Assist for Warfighters (CLAW) (Fig 1A) redistributes litter load from
the hands to the torso.

The project examines the biomechanical and human performance effects of CLAW
assistance for 4-person and 2-person litter carry.
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Benefit from CLAW may be
underestimated due to the 15-
bout ceiling.
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