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SIRENGTHENING
THESPRINGS

HOW THE INCLUSION OF PROPERLY SEQUENCED WEIGHTLIFTING DERIVATIVES INTO
THE STRENGTH-TRAINING PROGRAM CAN IMPROVE SPRINT PERFORMANCE.

BY BRAD H. DEWEESE, EDD, CHRIS BELLON, MS, ERIC MAGRUM, MS,
CHRISTOPHER TABER, MS, TIMOTHY J. SUCHOMEL, PHD

f you want to be fast, you
have to run fast.” While no
practice or training tool

is more specific to sprint
development than consistent
exposure to high-quality sprinting, there
are obvious advantages to the incorpo-
ration of supplemental training tactics
(48). Specifically, there is ample evidence
sprint performance can be bolstered
through a strength-training program that
enhances “usable” strength while mini-
mizing excessive body mass. Therefore
the purpose of this article is to provide an
overview on the nature of sprinting, while
highlighting the benefits of including
weight-training exercises that maximize
the translation of strength-gains to the

track, namely the weightlifting derivatives.

OVERVIEW ON SPRINTING

Sprinting has been defined as a volitional
activity that represents how fast an ath-
lete can move down the track through a
rapid, un-paced, maximal run that lasts
less than 15 seconds (47). While correct,
this definition does not highlight the many
underlying components that lead to sprint
race success (Figure 1). For instance,

elite sprinters generate and yield forces

up to four times body mass during each
stance phase (39). In addition, these forces
are produced during very brief ground

contacts, nearing .80-.90 milliseconds at
maximum velocity (70). Furthermore, the
ground contacts of more successful sprint-
ers demonstrate an asymmetrical force
curve where most of the force is produced
within the first half of the stance phase (8).

In sum, these findings lead to an
acknowledgement that sprint performance
is dictated by the ability to generate high
rates of force development (RFD), which
can be defined as the change in force
divided by the change in time. As such,
strength-training programs should attempt
to maximize a sprinter’s ability to produce
high RFD and tolerate the resultant ground
reaction forces (GRF), which are defined as
the forces exerted by the ground back onto
the moving body.

SPECIFICITY

Employing training methods that are
similar (task/mechanically) to sprinting,
will serve to improve a sprinter’s RFD
on the track. This can be accomplished
by increasing the specificity of addi-
tional training means. For the purpose
of this paper, specificity can be divided
into mechanical and task similarities.
Mechanical specificity explains the
kinetic (force, RFD, power) and kine-
matic (range of motion, spatio-temporal
characteristics) association between an
exercise and a physical performance.

These variables are often supported and
result from task specificity, which deals
with the manner in which motor unit
synchronization and whole muscle acti-
vation patterns occur (13).

Considering the components of speci-
ficity, an ideal strength-training regimen
would include exercises that promote high
levels of force production in a swift man-
ner that parallel the mechanics and muscle
activation patterns found in sprint running.
Furthermore, an argument can be made
that weight training exercises utilizing and
overloading the stretch-shortening cycle
(SSC) may be of upmost benefit. Recall
from DeWeese et al (2015) that upright
sprinting has been loosely described as
locomotion using the Spring Mass Model,
where a runner’s gait cycle manifests from
the compression and resultant propulsion
of a coiled spring. This arbitrary spring is
analogical of the neural, musculature, and
connective tissues that are responsible for
the SSC, which is a ballistic contraction in
response to a forceful lengthening.

While myriad exercises and combina-
tions of training tools are available, a great
deal of literature and anecdotal informa-
tion points to the weightlifting (WL) move-
ments as one of the most efficient methods
of priming a sprinter for enhanced RFD
production while ensuring the transfer of
training effect through mechanical and

FEBRUARY 2016 techniques 9
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Figure 1: A detailed map of the underlying constructs of sprint speed

task similarities.

THE LIMITATIONS ON SPRINT PERFORMANCE
MAY CLARIFY EXERCISE SELECTION

Most often, academic literature measures
the usefulness of various strength-training
exercises in terms of power, which can be
considered a work-rate. As aresult, many
within the profession elect to perform
potentiation complexes (PC) as they seem-
ingly parallel the power outputs of tradi-
tional WL movements. These complexes
most often pair a “heavy” exercise (squat)
with a “light” exercise (countermovement
jump) in hopes that the heavy lift allows the
velocity of the subsequent lighter exercise to
be enhanced following a sufficient recovery
period. The enhanced performance charac-
teristics resulting from the pairing of exer-
cises may lead to superior neurological and
physiological adaptations in comparison to
performing these exercises separately (56).
Practically speaking, this may be a reason
why many coaches find PC to be a more
appealing option than WL as familiarity with
these exercises is usually higher in these cir-
cumstances. Additionally, there is a wealth
of literature supporting the concept that PC
have been shown to display comparable, if
not greater, power outputs when compared
to WL. Since sprint velocity has displayed a
close relationship with high power outputs,
this argument is considered justifiable by
most (12, 44).

Despite the validity of this argument,
there is also a great deal of research indicat-
ing that sprint velocity is ultimately gov-
erned by other limiting factors (8, 69). While
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power is a measure of work performed and
provides a casual relationship to athletic
performance, it does not clearly articulate
the relationship between the many train-
ing tools and their effectiveness for sprint-
ers. As stated earlier, sprint performance is
maximized by an athlete’s ability to produce
high rates of force development with each
ground contact. Furthermore, the force
generated and placed onto the track yields

a nearly equal amount of ground reaction
forces. Simply put, the magnitude of force
an athlete can apply to the ground with
each foot contact is the most influential fac-
tor in determining their sprint velocity. As
such, implementing exercises that elicit high
GRF's is of primary importance to improving
an athlete’s sprint speed. When compared
with WL, PC may not produce the same
GRF’s. Based on this information, omit-

ting WL from strength training programs
may limit an athlete’s ability to develop the
higher GRF's necessary to produce greater
sprint velocities. This may also hinder the
athlete’s capacity to make improvements

in their in sprint mechanics due to the fact
that sprint kinetics play a pivotal role in
determining the outcome of an athlete’s
movement parameters (44). In other words,
if an athlete cannot produce sufficient force
during ground contact, they may not be able
to achieve the positions necessary to pro-
duce optimal sprint technique. Accordingly,
the argument of which method of strength
and power development reigns superior is
ultimately superfluous. Both WL and PC

can serve as vital components in maximiz-
ing improvements in sprint performance.

Therefore, it is the responsibility of the
coach to invest the time in developing a
comprehensive curriculum of strength and
power training modalities that can provide
the greatest benefit to the athlete.

WEIGHTLIFTING DERIVATIVES

The use of weightlifting movements (WL) to
develop neuromuscular strength and power
in athletes has long been a topic of debate
in the realm of athletics. While the strength
and power gains that can be derived from
this type of training are clear (66), many
coaches still argue against the use of these
exercises. Although there are multiple rea-
sons underpinning this school of thought,
the most central argument in this debate is
with respect to the time investment required
to learn WL. Essentially, many believe that
fostering competence in these exercises
requires too much of a time commitment for
both the athlete and the coach. Additionally,
some literature has demonstrated that
strength and power capabilities can also be
improved more through alternative means,
namely the aforementioned potentiation
complexes. While there is some evidence
that supports this notion, the questions sur-
rounding this dispute should not pertain to
which methodology is superior, but rather
how the combination of the two can syner-
gistically enhance sprint speed.

The primary concern of spending an
inordinate amount of time teaching the WL
is often misunderstood, as it is commonly
believed that in order to reap the benefits
of WL, one must complete a full snatch or
clean from the floor. However, many of the
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strength and power adaptations of the full
lifts can be realized by implementing the
derivatives of these exercises, such as a clean
grip mid-thigh pull or clean pull (19, 20, 60).
This is significant from the perspective of
both pedagogy and performance, as simpler
movements are easier to teach and can be
overloaded to a greater extent. Therefore,
the time investment involved in teaching
these exercises is not nearly as significant as
many coaches perceive it to be. Additionally,
the greater loads used in these lifts may also
provide greater physiological and neurologi-
cal stimuli from which superior strength and
speed adaptations can be developed.

PHASIC PROGRESSION IN PRESCRIPTION
OF WEIGHTLIFTING DERIVATIVES

DeWeese et al. previously described a

training system, termed Seamless Sequential
Integration (SSI), that promotes enhance-
ments in sprint speed through a short to long
approach on the track that coincides with
loading and organizational tactics embed-
ded within conjugate sequential program-
ming (15, 17). Further, this model considers
a harmonious relationship with non-track
training, including strength development.
In short, the aim of this model is to enhance
and exploit acceleration ability, which serves
to enhance the sprinter’s speed reserve, thus
improving race economy.

Coinciding with “on the track” program-
ming, the strength training must be planned
and carried out in such a way that athlete’s
build a “strength reserve” that sets the foun-
dation for success in higher velocity move-
ments. This sequenced training is supported
by the works of Minetti and Zamparo (2002)
who demonstrate that long-term tactics
which enhance strength or the ability to pro-
duce, exert, (and tolerate) force against the
environment allow for the successful execu-
tion of swifter movements in subsequent
phases through enhanced power output.

One such method of ensuring increased
movement speed is the development of a
properly directed training plan that unifies
the training goals on the track and in the
weight room. In this manner, the requisite
skillset needed for sprinting (properly direct-
ing forces) and physiological/neurological
underpinnings (Cross sectional area/fiber
type transitions/RFD) are developed in uni-
son. As such, the remainder of this article will
provide an overview on how best to utilize
weightlifting derivatives and other strength-
training methods with sprint training.

GENERAL PREPARATORY PHASE

12 techniques FEBRUARY 2016

Within SSI or a similar short-to-long pro-
gram, the primary goal of the general prepa-
ratory phase is to maximize accelerative abil-
ity in order to augment a sprinter’s top speed
and resultant speed reserve in later phases.
Typically, acceleration training includes
resisted-runs (inclines, towing) and short-
distance sprints that provide opportunities
to direct high propulsive forces into the track
for as long as possible. Simultaneously, the
weight training begins with an emphasis on
strength-endurance proceeded by an intro-
duction to maximal strength, furthering the
sprinter’s work capacity and Type Il muscle
cross-sectional area that ultimately serve as
the foundation for improvements in muscu-
lar strength and power in subsequent train-
ing phases (4, 56). While training volumes
are typically higher within this period of an
annual plan, coaches can emphasize force
production off the track through exercises
that mimic acceleration-specific positions
and time constraints.

Practically speaking, significant training
time should be spent on developing the
sprinter’s overall strength capacity, which
will likely improve RFD in later phases.
Therefore, exercises such as the barbell back
squat along with weightlifting derivatives
that emphasize the “first pull” or pull to the
knee can strengthen a sprinter’s musculature
(low back, glutes, hamstring, mid-section) at
specific angles related to the start and initial
acceleration. For instance, previous research
has indicated that a sprinter’s knee angles
in the starting blocks are approximately 90
degrees (front foot) and 120 degrees (rear
foot) which are similar to knee angles during
the initial pull (5, 9, 37, 42).

An additional weightlifting derivative that
may enhance torso strength is the “bent
knee” clean or snatch grip shoulder shrug.
Alongside basic upper-body exercises such
as the overhead press and bench press, the
shrug may bolster postural integrity during
acceleration-dependent phases such as the
start and transition while also serving as a
precursor for more ballistic movements in
later phases (e.g. the Mid Thigh Pull).
Consequently, these complimentary
strength-training exercises may provide the
stimulus to develop vertical force produc-
tion needed to stabilize and offset any rota-
tion of the sprinter’s center of mass during
block clearance resulting from horizontal
displacement.

SPECIAL PREPARATORY PHASE
Seamlessly moving away from the general-
ized training, the special preparatory period

(SPP) serves to utilize a sprinter’s enhanced
acceleration ability in the development
of top speed. This is typically carried out
through the prescription of more specific
training runs that promote optimal transition
mechanics with drills such as acceleration
holds, low-load resisted runs (up to 30m),
and longer-segment accelerations (approxi-
mately up to 50m). These practices are then
followed with an introduction to maximum-
velocity sprinting through training sessions
that may include fly-in sprints and “in and
out’s.” Collectively, these efforts seek to
improve the sprinter’s speed reserve, which
can be used to optimize long-sprint tactics
within practice sessions dedicated to race
modeling, split runs, or special endurance.
Concurrently, the emphasis in the weight
room should be to increase maximal strength
with greater loading (decreased repetitions
and higher intensities) through more com-
plex movements that develop musculature
necessary for optimized top speed mechan-
ics. Recall that during this time the sprinter is
accelerating for longer distances and simul-
taneously achieving higher velocities. These
higher velocities are the product of increas-
ing vertical force production, which may be
harnessed from the exposure to maximal
strength work in the weight room.
Coinciding with the need to produce high
forces is the fact that this strength must be
demonstrated within a short period of time.
As such, exercises that promote “strength-
speed,” which can be generalized to describe
as the intent to move a relatively heavy load
quickly, should be introduced within this
phase so to begin the enhancement of RED.
Along with the continuing prescription of
strength-staples such as the squat, weightlift-
ing derivatives that simulate and overload
the rapid triple extension associated with
acceleration and top-speed running can
be utilized (60). For instance, the pull from
floor (PF) requires the athlete to utilize a
large portion of their muscle mass to move
an external load that is typically heavier
than what they can power clean or snatch,
through a complete range of motion (19,
25). As a result, both work capacity as well as
hypertrophic adaptations developed within
the GPP may be maintained (68). In addi-
tion, specific adaptations may include greater
Type II/1 functional cross-sectional area and
pennation angle changes which both serve to
increase the sprinter’s physical readiness (1,
6, 29, 30, 34, 35).
In addition to the pull from floor, the mid-
thigh pull (MTP) is an additional weightlift-
ing derivative that vertically overloads the
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athlete in a position that is relative to top
speed mechanics (17). Coinciding with the
knee angle of 120-140 degrees, a tall torso,
and shortened range of motion, the MTP
emphasizes the triple extension movement
to a great extent. Furthermore, this exercise
is a sound teaching tool and precursor to the
mid-thigh clean or snatch (MTC & MTS).

The MTC and MTS continue to emphasize
the biomechanics of the MTP, but the pre-
scription of lighter loads allows the athlete
to completely “turn the bar over.” This bal-
listic movement is intended to enhance RFD
through the aggressive triple extension of the
hip, knee, and ankle joints from a static posi-
tion. In comparison to a traditional power
clean or snatch from the floor or hang, the
MTC and MTS remove the stretch-shorten-
ing cycle as a result of initiating the pull from
technique boxes or a rack.

Collectively, the heavily-loaded pulls from
the floor and mid-thigh, along with lower-
loaded mid-thigh cleans allow the athlete to
a) rehearse movement patterns of the power
clean and snatch in an organized manner
while b) overloading the triple extension
phase of sprinting. In addition, these move-
ments may improve the co-contraction
within and between the active musculature
surrounding the hips and knees leading to
coordinated recruitment patterns of the
necessary motor units needed to generate
forces necessary to propel a sprinter down
the track (17).

EARLY-MID COMPETITION PHASES

Nearing the competitive season, an ath-

lete has graduated from the SPP with an
increased speed-reserve following the expo-
sure to concentrated efforts of acceleration
work and maximum velocity training while
also maximizing long-sprint success through
the incorporation of a speed-reserve. Off the
track, the strength training served to develop
a strength-reserve, which utilized exercises
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that may have increased the likelihood of a
transfer in the training effect through muscle
architectural changes (Type II fiber content,
pennation angles, fascicle length) and move-
ment similarities (overloading the SSC, co-
contraction of hip/knee joints).

Once the season begins, a sprinter’s train-
ing should prioritize competitive readiness,
which is founded upon lowered volume (to
allow for recovery and realization of ability)
alongside more specific training methods
that are balanced around the racing sched-
ule. Typically, a sprinter will take part in
practices that retain their accelerative and
top speed ability through “maintenance”
doses of short sprint work, along with tradi-
tional sessions serving to enhance specific
racing distance needs (speed endurance,
special endurance, etc).

Within the weight room, an early
emphasis should be placed on “strength-
speed” which was introduced during the
SPP. Recall that strength-speed prioritizes
the swift movement of heavier loads in
order to enhance rate of force develop-
ment. Adaptations in RFD and peak
power produced during the speed strength
phase are produced through: increases in
motor unit rate coding, neural drive, inter-
and possibly intra-muscular coordination,
motor unit synchronization and the ability
to use the SSC, while decreasing neural
inhibitory processes (3, 7, 23, 26, 27, 28, 43,
48, 49, 50, 51, 52).

These adaptations often occur through
exercises that are multi-joint and innervate
the musculature surrounding the hips and
knees. Since the sprinter has invested train-
ing time to the pull from floor and mid-thigh
clean or snatch, the requisite skill-set is
present for the execution of the power clean
and snatch (PC & PS). In fact, a properly per-
formed power clean that utilizes the double
knee bend (indicative of staging the SSC) has
been demonstrated to yield high power out-

Mid Thigh Clean

| or Snatch

\
L

puts and relate strongly to sprint speed and
vertical jump height (11). In addition, the PC
and PS are believed to enhance the sprinter’s
ability to generate large vertical forces in the
upright position that may counteract the
magnitudes of force experienced during the
stance phase of sprinting.

In conjunction with the power clean or
snatch, acceleration work can be supported
off the track through strength training that
maintains the strength-reserve, which was
enhanced during the SPP. At this time, the
sprinter can perform relatively “heavier”
partial back squats to remove the fatiguing-
effects of full range of motion efforts, along
with WL derivatives such as the MTP. The
MTP utilizes loads that can exceed what an
athlete can power clean by up to 140 per-
cent, therefore making it an obvious choice
to maintain force production (10).

Finally, the coach may consider employ-
ing strategies that introduce the concept of
“speed-strength” which is defined as the
intent to move lighter loads quickly. This
tertiary goal that can be increased during
the competition phase through the adop-
tion of potentiating clusters that include
medicine ball throws and multi-jump
activities (plyometrics).

LATE COMPETITION-TAPER PHASE

At the latter stage of competition, a large
emphasis is placed on maximizing prepared-
ness through a reduction in overall volume
and maintaining intensity through eco-
nomical training-choices. These choices may
include sprints that continue to maintain
acceleration ability while fine-tuning race
speed and tactics.

In order to ensure that competition is not
compromised, strength training should be
supplementary and prioritize the retention
of strength-speed while shifting toward an
objective of maximizing speed-strength,
which was introduced during the early to
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Early-Mid Competition Phase
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Strength-Speed
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Power Clean or
Snatch

mid-competitive phase of training. Speed-
strength, or the ballistic movement of lighter
loads, can be carried out by prescribing
potentiating complexes (partial squats fol-
lowed by jumps or throws), light-weighted
jump squats, and WL derivatives such as the
countermovement “hang” clean or snatch.
The hang clean and snatch are typically pre-
scribed with loads lighter than one can catch
from the floor, while continuing to overload
the SSC (36). Therefore, executing a hang
power clean and snatch with light loads
from a position on the mid-thigh yields high
velocities, thus increasing power output typ-
ical of top-speed sprinting. In addition to, or
in place of the hang power clean or snatch,
an athlete can perform the countermove-
ment shrug, which utilizes the same move-
ment pattern as the hang clean or snatch
minus the catch phase (18). This exercise
is suitable for those athletes who have less
than proficient technique in the full lifts.
Finally, the sprinter can continue to retain
“strength-speed” qualities that were maxi-
mized during the previous phase through
low-doses of higher force producing WL
derivatives, namely the MTP. Recall the
MTP uses a very small “concentric” range
of motion that allows the athlete to triple-
extend with heavy loads. In fact, prescribing
this exercise prior to the execution of a hang
clean or snatch may serve to potentiate the
power output.

CONCLUSION

While success in the sprint events is largely
determined by who can get to the finish line
first, numerous training factors must be con-
sidered when planning the practice sched-
ule. Acknowledging the value of time and
the strong relationship between recovery
and readiness, training economy should be
a top priority. Although no stimulus is more
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relative to the sprinter as frequent sprint-
ing, appropriate strength training protocols
can elicit high specificity while minimizing
training time. As discussed throughout this
paper, weightlifting derivatives are efficient
tools for promoting the movement of both
heavy (RFD) and light loads (Power) within
brief periods of time. In addition, these exer-
cises can be manipulated to target specific
musculature and angles that are indicative
of various sprinting phases and mechanics.
Moreover, these lifts can be programmed to
allow for graduated learning so to minimize
the fatiguing effects stemming from the
introduction of novelty training. Remember
that there is no panacea or “magic” training
tool that will ensure the sprinter a podium-
worthy performance, but properly aligning
the speed work with task and mechanically
specific strength training may increase the
likelihood of competitive readiness.

REFERENCES

Aagaard, P., Andersen, J. L., Dyhre Poulsen,
P., Leffers, A. M., Wagner, A., Magnusson, S.
P., et al. (2001). A mechanism for increased
contractile strength of human pennate mus-
cle in response to strength training: changes
in muscle architecture. ] Physiol, 534(2),
613-623.

Aagaard, P., Simonsen, E. B., Andersen,

I. L., Magnusson, S. P., Halkjaer-Kristensen,
1., & Dyhre-Poulsen, P. (2000). Neural
inhibition during maximal eccentric and
concentric quacdriceps contraction: effects
of resistance training. ] Appl Physiol, 89(6),
2249-2257.

Behm, D. G. (1995). Neuromuscular impli-
cations and applications of resistance train-
ing. J Strength Cond Res, 9(4), 264-274.

Bompa, T. O., & Haff, G. (2009).
Periodization: theory and methodology of
training. Champaign, IL: Human Kinetics.

Borzov 1979

Campos, G. E., Luecke, T. J., Wendeln, H.
K., Toma, K., Hagerman, F. C., Murray, T.
E., et al. (2002). Muscular adaptations in
response to three different resistance-training
regimens: specificity of repetition maximum
training zones. Eur ] Appl Physiol, 88(1-2),
50-60.

Carolan, B., & Cafarelli, E. (1992).
Adaprations in coactivation after isometric
resistance training. J Appl Physiol, 73(3),
911-917.

Clark, K. P., & Weyand, P. G. (2014). Are
running speeds maximized with simple-
spring stance mechanics? ] Appl Physiol,
117(6), 604-615.

Coh, M., Jost, B., Skof, B., Tomazin, K., &
Dolenec, A. (1998). Kinematic and kinetic
parameters of the sprint start and start accel-
eration model of top sprinters. Gymnica, 28,
33-42.

Comfort, P., Allen, M., & Graham-Smith,
G. (2011). Kinetic comparisons during varia-
tions of the power clean. Journal of Strength
and Conditioning Research, 25(12), 3269-
3273.

Cormie, P., McCaulley, G. O., Triplett, N.
T., & McBride, ]. M. (2007). Optimal loading
[for maximal power output during lower-
body resistance exercises. Med Sci Sports
Exerc, 39(2), 340-349.

Cronin, J. B., & Hansen, K. T. (2005).
Strength and power predictors of sports
speed. Journal of Strength and Conditioning
Research, 19(2), 349-357.

DeWeese, B. H., Hornsby, G., Stone, M., &
Stone, M. H. (2015a). The training process:
Planning for strength-power training in
track and field. Part 1: Theoretical aspects. |
Sport Health Sci, Epub Ahead of Print.

DeWeese, B. H., Hornsby, G., Stone, M., &
Stone, M. H. (2015b). The training process:
Planning for strength—-power training in



STRENGTHENING THE SPRINGS

track and field. Part 2: Practical and applied
aspects. ] Sport Health Sci, Epub ahead of
print.

DeWeese, B. H., Sams, M. L., & Serrano,

A. J. (2014a). Sliding toward Sochi - part 1: a
review of programming tactics used during
the 2010-2014 quadrennial. Natl Strength
Cond Assoc Coach, 1(3), 30-42.

DeWeese, B. H., Sams, M. L., & Serrano,

A. J. (2014b). Sliding toward Sochi - part 2: a
review of programming tactics used during
the 2010-2014 quadrennial. Natl Strength
Cond Assoc Coach, 1(4), 4-7.

DeWeese, B. H., Sams, M. L., Williams, ].
H., & Bellon, C. R. (2015). The nature of speed:
Enhancing sprint abilities through a short
to long training approach. Techniques, 8(4),
8-22.

DeWeese, B. H., & Scruggs, S. K. (2012). The
countermoverment shrug. Strength Cond J,
34(5), 20-23.

DeWeese, B. H., Serrano, A. ]., Scruggs, S.
K., & Burton, J. D. (2013). The midthigh pull:
Proper application and progressions of a
weightlifting movement derivative. Strength
Cond ], 35(6), 54-58.

DeWeese, B. H., Serrano, A. ], Scruggs, S.
K., & Sams, M. L. (2012a). The clean pull and
snatch pull: Proper technigue for weightlift-
ing movement derivatives. Strength Cond J,
34(6), 82-86.

DeWeese, B. H., Serrano, A. J., Scruggs, S.
K, & Sams, M. L. (2012b). The pull to knee—
Proper biomechanics for a weightlifting
movement derivative. Strength Cond J, 34(4),
73-75.

DeWeese, B. H., Suchomel, T. ]., Serrano,
A. I, Burton, J. D., Scruggs, S. K., & Taber,

C. B. (2015). The pull from the knee: Proper
technique and application. Strength Cond ],
In press.

Duchateau, J., Semmler, J. G., & Enoka, R.
M. (2006). Training adaptations in the behav-
ior of human motor units. ] Appl Physiol,
101(6), 1766-1775.

Haff, G. G., & Nimphius, S. (2012).
Training principles for power. Strength Cond
], 34(6), 2-12.

Haff, G. G., Whitley, A., McCoy, L. B.,
O'Bryant, H. S., Kilgore, J. L., Haff, E. E., et al.
(2003). Effects of different set configurations
on barbell velocity and displacement during a
clean pull. ] Strength Cond Res, 17(1), 95-103.

Hiikkinen, K. (1989). Neuromuscular and
hormonal adaptations during strength and
power training. A review. J Sports Med Phys
Fitness, 29(1), 9.

Hiikkinen, K., Alen, M., Kallinen, M.,
Newton, R. U., & Kraemer, W. . (2000).
Neuromuscular adaptation during prolonged

18 techniques FEBRUARY 2016

strength training, detraining and re-strength-
training in middle-aged and elderly people.
European Journal of Applied Physiology,
83(1), 51-62.

Hiikkinen, K, Alen, M., & Komi, P. V.
(1985). Changes in isometric force and relax-
ation time, electromyographic and muscle
[fibre characteristics of human skeletal muscle
during strength training and detraining. Acta
Physiologica Scandinavica, 125(4), 573-585.

Hiikkinen, K, & Keskinen, K. L. (1989).
Muscle cross-sectional area and voluntary
Jorce production characteristics in elite
strength-and endurance-trained athletes and
sprinters. Eur J Appl Physiol Occup Physiol,
59(3), 215-220.

Hikkinen, K, Komi, P. V., & Tesch, P. A.
(1981). Effect of combined concentric and
eccentric strength training and detraining
on force-time, muscle fiber and metabolic
characteristics of leg extensor muscles. Scand J
Med Sci Sports, 3, 50-58.

Hiikkinen, K, Newton, R. U., Gordon, S. E.,
McCormick, M., Volek, J. S., Nindl, B. C, et al.
(1998). Changes in muscle morphology, elec-
tromyographic activity, and force production
characteristics during progressive strength
training in young and older men. ] Gerontol A
Biol Sci Med Sci, 53(6), B415-B423.

Hardee, J. P., Lawrence, M. M., Zwetsloot,
K A, Triplett, N. T, Utter, A. C., & McBride, J.
M. (2012). Effect of cluster set configurations
on power clean technique. J Sports Sci.

Hardee, J. P., Triplett, N. T., Utter, A. C.,
Zuwetsloot, K. A., & McBride, ]. M. (2012).
Effect of interrepetition rest on power output
in the power clean. ] Strength Cond Res,
26(4), 883-889.

Kawakami, Y., Abe, T., & Fukunaga, T.
(1993). Muscle-fiber pennation angles are
greater in hypertrophied than in normal
muscles. ] Appl Physiol, 74(6), 2740-2744.

Kawakami, Y., Abe, T., Kuno, §.-Y., &
Fukunaga, T. (1995). Training-induced
changes in muscle architecture and specific
tension. Eur ] Appl Physiol Occup Physiol,
72(1-2), 37-43.

Kawamori, N., & Haff, G. G. (2004). The
optimal training load for the development of
muscular power. ] Strength Cond Res, 18(3),
675-684.

Kipp, K, Redden, ]., Sabick, M. B., & Harris,
C. (2012). Weightlifting performance is relat-
ed to kinematic and kinetic patterns of the
hip and knee joints. Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 26(7), 1838-1844.

Kraska, ]. M., Ramsey, M. W., Haff, G. G.,
Fethke, N., Sands, W. A., Stone, M. E., et al.
(2009). Relationship between strength charac-
teristics and unweighted and weighted verti-

cal jump height. Int ] Sports Physiol Perform,
4(4), 461-473.

Mann, R. V. (2013). The mechanics of
sprinting and hurdling (2013 ed.).

McBride, J. M., Haines, T. L., & Kirby, T. J.
(2011). Effect of loading on peak power of the
bar, bocly, and system during power cleans,
squats, and jump squats. ] Sports Sci, 29(11),
1215-1221.

McBride, J. M., Triplett-McBride, T.,
Davie, A., & Newton, R. U. (2002). The effect
of heavy- vs. light-load jump squats on the
development of strength, power, and speed. |
Strength Cond Res, 16(1), 75-82.

Mero, A., Komi, P. V., & Gregor, R. ]. (1992).
Biomechanics of sprint running. Sports
Medicine, 13(6), 376-392.

Minetti, A. E. (2002). On the mechanical
power of joint extensions as affected by the
change in muscle force (or cross-sectional
area), ceteris paribus. Eur ] Appl Physiol,
86(4), 363-369.

Morin, J. B., Bourdin, M., Edouard, P.,
Peyrot, N., Samozino, P., & Lacour, J. (2012).
Mechanical determinants of 100-m sprint
running performance. Eur ] Appl Physiol.
doi:10.1007/s00421-012-2379-8

Narici, M. V., Roi, G. S., Landoni, L.,
Minetti, A. E., & Cerretelli, P. (1989). Changes
in force, cross-sectional area and neural acti-
vation during strength training and detrain-
ing of the human quadriceps. Eur ] Appl
Physiol Occup Physiol, 59(4), 310-319.

Rabita, G., Pérot, C., & Lensel-Corbeil, G.
(2000). Differential effect of knee extension
isometric training on the different muscles of
the quadriceps femoris in humans. Eur ] Appl
Physiol, 83(6), 531-538.

Ross, A., Leveritt, M., & Riek, S. (2001).
Neural influences on sprint running. Sports
Med, 31(6), 409-425.

Rumpf, MC., Lockie RG., Cronin JB.,

& Jalilvand, F. (2015). The effect of dif-
ferent sprint training methods on sprint
performance over various distances: a brief
review. Strength Cond J. DOI: 10.1519/
JSC.000000000001245

Sale, D. G. (1988). Neural adaptation to
resistance training. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 20(5
Suppl), §135-145.

Sale, D. G. (2003). Neural adaptations
to strength training. In P. V. Komi (Ed.),
Strength and power in sport (2nd ed., pp.
281-313). Oxford: Blackwell Science.

Semmler, J. G. (2002). Motor unit synchro-
nization and neuromuscular performance.
Exerc Sport Sci Rev, 30(1), 8-14.

Semmler, J. G., Kornatz, K. W., Dinenno,
D. V., Zhou, S., & Enoka, R. M. (2002). Motor
unit synchronisation is enhanced during slow



STRENGTHENING THE SPRINGS

lengthening contractions of a hand muscle. J
Physiol, 545(2), 681-695.

Stone, M. H., O'Bryant, H., & Garhammer,
J. (1981). A hypothetical model for strength
training. J Sports Med Phys Fitness, 21(4),
342-351.

Stone, M. H., O'Bryant, H., Garhammer,
J., McMillan, ]., & Rozenek, R. (1982). A theo-
retical model of strength training. Strength
Cond J, 4(4), 36-39.

Stone, M. H., Pierce, K. C., Sands, W. A., &
Stone, M. E. (2006). Weightlifting: program
design. Strength Cond ], 28(2), 10-17.

Stone, M. H., Stone, M., & Sands, W. A.
(2007). Principles and Practice of Resistance
Training. Champaign, IL: Human Kinetics.

Suchomel, T. ., Beckham, G. K., & Wright,
G. A. (2013). Lower body kinetics during the
Jump shrug: impact of load. J Trainology, 2,
19-22.

Suchomel, T. ., Beckham, G. K., & Wright,
G. A. (2014). The impact of load on lower
body performance variables during the hang
power clean. Sports Biomech, 13(1), 87-95.

Suchomel, T. ., Beckham, G. K., & Wright,
G. A. (2015). Effect of various loads on the
force-time characteristics of the hang high
pull. ] Strength Cond Res, 29(5), 1295-1301.

Suchomel, T. ., Comfort, P., & Stone, M.
H. (2015). Weightlifting pulling derivatives:
Rationale for implementation and applica-
tion. Sports Med, 45(6), 823-839.

Suchomel, T. J., DeWeese, B. H., Beckham,
G. K, Serrano, A. J., & French, 5. M. (2014).
The hang high pull: A progressive exercise
into weightlifting derivatives. Strength Cond
J, 36(6), 79-83.

Suchomel, T. J., DeWeese, B. I1., Beckham,
G. K, Serrano, A. ., & Sole, C. J. (2014).

The jump shrug: A progressive exercise into
weightlifting derivatives. Strength Cond ],
36(3), 43-47.

Suchomel, T. ., Taber, C. B., & Wright,

G. A. (2015). Jump shrug height and land-
ing forces across various loads. Int J Sports
Physiol Perform, Epub ahead of print.

Suchomel, T. J., Wright, G. A., Kernozek, T.
W., & Kline, D. E. (2014). Kinetic comparison
of the power development between power
clean variations. J Strength Cond Res, 28(2),
350-360.

Suchomel, T. ], Wright, G. A.,, & Lottig, J.
(2014). Lower extremity joint velocity com-
parisons during the hang power clean and
Jump shrug at various loacds. Paper presented
at the XXXIInd International Conference of
Biomechanics in Sports, Johnson City, TN, USA.

Tricoli, V., Lamas, L., Carnevale, R., &
Ugrinowitsch, C. (2005). Short-term effects

20 techniques FEBRUARY 2016

on lower-body functional power devel-
opment: Weightlifting vs. Vertical jump
training programs. Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 19(2), 433-437.

Van Cutsem, M., Duchateau, J., &
Hainaut, K. (1998). Changes in single motor
unit behaviour contribute to the increase in
contraction speed after dynamic training in
humans. J Physiol, 513(1), 295-305.

Wackerhage, H., & Atherton, P. (2006).
Adaptation to resistance training. In N.
Spurway & H. Wackerhage (Eds.), Genetics
and Molecular Biology of Muscle Adaptation
(pp. 197-225). London, UK: Churchill
Livingstone.

Weyand (2000) Weyand, P. G., Sternlight,
D. B., Bellizzi, M. J., & Wright, S. (2000).
Faster top running speeds are achieved
with greater ground forces not more
rapid leg movements. Journal of Applied
Physiology(89), 1991-1999.

Weyand, P. G., Sandell, R. F., Prime, D. N.
L., & Bundle, M. W. (2010). The biological
limits to running speed are imposed from the
ground up. ] Appl Physiol, 108(4), 950-961.

Wilson, G. J., Newton, R. U., Murphy, A.
I, & Humphries, B. J. (1993). The optimal
training load for the development of dynam-
ic athletic performance. Med Sci Sports
Exerc, 25(11), 1279-1286.

Zamparo, P., Minetti, A., & di Prampero,
P. (2002). Interplay among the changes of
muscle strength, cross-sectional area and
maximal explosive power: theory and facts.
Eur J Appl Physiol, 88(3), 193-202. @

P

Brad H. DeWeese, EdD is the Head Speed,
Strength and Conditioning Coach while also
serving as a Sport Physiologist at the East
Tennessee State University Olympic Training
Site.

Chris Bellon, MS is a PhD student and
associate strength & conditioning coach within
the ETSU program of Sport Physiology and
Performance.

Eric Magrum is a graduate student and
assistant strength & conditioning coach within
the ETSU program of Sport Physiology and
Performance.

Christopher Taber MS is a PhD student and
associate strength & conditioning coach within
the ETSU program of Sport Physiology and
Performance.

Timothy J. Suchomel, PhD is an assis-
tant professor in the Department of Exercise
Science at East Stroudsburg University.

The Full Names and Complete
Mailing Addresses of the
Publisher, Editor and Managing
Editor are: Sam Seemes, Mike
Corn, 1100 Poydras St., Suite
1750 New Orleans, LA 70163.

Techniques is owned by
USTFCCCA, 1100 Poydras St.,
Suite 1750 New Orleans, LA
70163.

The Average Number of
Copies of Each Issue During
the Preceding 12 Months: (A)
Total Number of Copies (Net
press run): 8,751 (B3) Paid
Distribution Outside the Mails
Including Sales Through Dealers
and Carriers, Street Vendors,
Counter Sales and Other Paid
Distribution Qutside USPS: 0
(B1) Paid Circulation through
Mailed Subscriptions: 8,629
(C) Total Paid Distribution:
8,629 (D4) Free Distribution
Outside the Mail: 0 (E) Total
Free Distribution: 0 (F) Total
Distribution: 8,629 (G) Copies
not Distributed: 122 (H) Total:
8,751 (I) Percent Paid: 100%

The Number of Copies of a
Single Issue Published Nearest
to the Filing Date: (A) Total
Number of Copies (Net press
run): 9,058 (B3) Paid Distribution
Outside the Mails Including
Sales Through Dealers and
Carriers, Street Vendors,
Counter Sales and Other Paid
Distribution Outside USPS: 0
(B1) Paid Circulation through
Mailed Subscriptions: 8,923

(C) Total Paid Distribution:
8,923 (D4) Free Distribution
Outside the Mail: 0 (E) Total
Free Distribution: 0 (F) Total
Distribution: 8,923 (G) Copies
not Distributed: 135 (H) Total:
9,058 (I) Percent Paid: 100%
Signed, Mike Corn

STATEMENT REQUIRED BY
TITLE 39 U.S.C. 3685 SHOWING
OWNERSHIP, MANAGEMENT
AND CIRCULATION OF
TECHNIQUES, Publication #433,
Published Quarterly at 1100
Poydras Street Suite 1750 New
Orleans, LA 70163. The business
office of the publisher is 1100
Poydras St., Suite 1750 New
Orleans, LA 70163.



	Sacred Heart University
	From the SelectedWorks of Christopher Taber
	February, 2016

	Strengthening the Springs: Improving Sprint Performance via Strength Training
	tmprFlKK5.pdf

