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Purpose of Study 

• To analyze discourse around therapeutic 

enhancements  of injured soldiers and veterans, 

highlighting: 

  

•a) historical and contemporary view of impaired 

veterans in the Americas. 

• b) science and technology enhancement landscape,  

• c) views on veterans obtaining therapeutic 

enhancements. 

• d) views of veterans on therapeutic enhancements. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Methodology 
•The NYT is by meaning of others(16) and its self 

perception(17;18) important in informing the ‘average’ 

person on important issues.  

•Thematic analysis of NYT articles (Table 1) covering 

perception of injured veterans. using (a) the ProQuest search 

engine (provided by the University of Calgary) for articles 

from 1851 to 2006 and (b) the archive search engine on the 

New York Times website for articles from 2006 to 2011 

(August 16, 2011).  

•Online delivered exploratory, non-probability survey using 

the Survey Monkey platform; 

•46 simple yes or no questions, a likert scale, opinion self-

rating scales, as well as open-ended questions was generated  

•Results of question 46 is presented here (Table 3) 

•Target group: Members of ‘Veterans’ Voice forum’  

•As this is a non-probability sample, no tests of significance 

were performed (15).  

•Searching Google with the term combinations veteran and 

enhancement the following reasons for supporting or 

rejecting enhancements were found (table 2) 

 

   

Results 
 

•There are positive and negative views of injured veterans 

(Table 1) 

•There are pro and con arguments for giving therapeutic 

enhancements to injured veterans (Table 2) 

•Non injured veterans if asked to choose from different 

therapeutic options for a hypothetical loss of limbs preferred 

therapeutic enhancements (artificial legs) that enable 

beyond the normal abilities over artificial legs that lead to 

normative abilities over non leg related solutions such as 

wheelchairs (Table 3) .    
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Introduction 
 

•Human enhancement is an area of increasing visibility, 

although different facets of human enhancement enjoy 

different levels of visibility (1). 

•Many groups are missing in the human enhancement 

debate, such as rehabilitation professionals and the 

broad group of disabled people as well as the general 

public (2).  

•A lot has also been written about the development and 

use of and push for human performance enhancement 

products for soldiers and its impact (3-14) and part of a 

recent human enhancement study for the  European 

Commission (2) covers this topic. 

•Many of the debates surrounding performance 

enhancement have centred on the able-bodied being 

perceived as healthy people, from athletes to soldiers 

(2).   

•Therapeutic body devices developed to mimic species-

typical body structures and expected body functioning, 

as a side effect, increasingly allow the wearer to 

outperform the species-typical body in various 

functions.  

•This project covered therapeutic enhancements used 

for injured soldiers and veterans highlighting. 
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Table 2 Public Perception of therapeutic enhancement of injured veterans and 

soldiers 
Pro Enhancement Arguments Con Enhancement Arguments  

Keep up with or beat competition The value of enhancements hasn’t be proven  
increase efficiency  enhancements can cause physical harm or 

adverse side effects  
increase safety/survival of soldiers or 
citizens  

causes more harm than benefit;  

improve strength  enhancements could drive further conflict;  
improve senses;  enhancements could create more or new 

forms of discrimination;  
improving speed;  could have negative impact on the 

economy/resources;  
improving cognitive skill or intelligence;  The value of enhancements hasn’t be proven 

could cause psychological harm 
improve mood   
could benefit society;   
can get vets to return to service ; should 
be used so that vets have a better 
environment when they return home  
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Table 3“If you acquired an injury which led to the removal of your legs and you 

had the choice between … what would you choose 

a) artificial legs that 

behave like a ‘normal’ 

leg therefore do not 

outperform ‘normal’ 

legs;   

28.1%    n=43  

b) artificial legs that that 

are better than the 

'normal' legs 

35.3%  n= 54  

and c) no artificial legs 

but something like a 

wheelchair. 

1.3% n=2 

Don’t Know 35.3%   n= 54  
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