ANNEX 34                                        Operating Levels of Medical Evacuation Equipment


ANNEX 17                                                       Test and Evaluation Summary Information



1.
The test and evaluation summary shall include:


a.
Item name and model number.
b.
Manufacturer name and address.
c.
Item description.
d.
Item catalog/part number.
e.
Item cost.
f.
Item function.
g.
Any utility requirements.
h.
Location of test.
i.
Frequency of use during test.
j.
Reason for test (e.g., planned 
purchase, vendor request, etc.).
k.
Name of principal evalu​ator.
l.
A test protocol.

2.
Test protocol.  Person​nel per​forming test and evaluation con​tribute to the DoD equipment database.  Compare the test item to similar ite​ms you are now using or have used in the past.  Your find​ings should in​clude both the desirable and undesirable​ features of the item.  The protocol should include the follow​ing catego​ries:


a.
Conditions of Testing.  Some items of equipment that are suitable in one environment are not suitable in another.  The protocol should include a description of the test site (e.g., hospital, branch clinic, shipboard, etc.) and a description of the procedures performed per week.


b.
Quality of Manufacturing.  Even a surface inspection can be informative.  A sloppily constructed exterior rarely conceals a superbly constructed, rugged, and reliable interior, but the opposite is frequently true.  Have your activity’s BMET or DET remove the covers and evaluate workmanship of cir​cuitry and machinery.


c.
Overall Design and Human Engineering.  Is the overall design usable and sensibly laid out?  For example, are displays readable from usual operator position? Are controls easily accessible?


d.
Ease of Installation and Main-tenance.  Did the unit reveal any peculiarities of positioning, power, plumbing supply, or initial calibration?  Is the type of installation what it is claimed to be (e. g., is a portable instrument truly portable)?  What is your BMET/DET's opinion of serviceability?


e.
User Acceptance.  Did the device win acceptance from its primary users during the test?  Were there any difficulties learning how to use the equipment; vague or specific dissatisfaction with the overall design; overly complicated procedures for use, main-tenance, etc.?  If possible, please try to substantiate the reason for lack of acceptance of a unit.


f.
Usefulness of Manu​als and Manu-facturer's Training.  Are the manuals written so a nontechnically oriented clinician can easily understand and learn to use and the equipment?  Does the manufacturer offer training in the use and maintenance of the equipment and, if so, is there a charge for it?


g.
Reliability of Device.  Did the unit fail or require maintenance during the test?  The test should subject the equipment to normal handling and service by a variety of personnel.  Limiting the use of the equipment to a few individuals who treat the "new" equipment carefully does not provide a valid evaluation.


h.
Safety.  Consider the unit with regard to electrical, mechanical, and functional safety to both patient and operator.  Does the unit have sufficient alarms and safeguards for use by your least experienced personnel?  Were any hazards noted?


i.
Suitability for Navy Use.  Summarize both the negative and positive features of the unit and include your recommendations of the unit for use in medical or dental facilities ashore, afloat, and in the field.


j.
Overall Evaluation and Comments. This portion of the evaluation is to be used to provide any additional input/information, which may be useful in determining suitability for use of the tested item in Navy M/DTFs, aboard ship, or in the field.
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