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The Limited Effects 
effort between the Departments of 
(Defense-Justice) Program Steerin 
Advanced Research Projects A 

The LET Program was 
Understanding (MoU) between t Defense and Justice, for the sharing and 
joint development of technologies of use in both military operations other than war 
(OOTW) and law enforcement (LE) operations, which was executed on April 20,1994. 
The MoU resulted from the realization that *e technology needs of military forces engaged 
in OOTW-e.g., the provision of humanitdan assistance, peacekeeping, countering the 
flow of drugs into the United States, counte~ng terrorism, etc.-and law enforcement 
forces engaged in LE operations were conveyging. There are three facets to this 
convergence: (1) a need to limit force, (2) cqmmon threats, and (3) common missions. 
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The JPSG followed a three step approach in developing its technology programs, 
including the LET Program. (1) It examined the technology priorities of both communities. 
It then (2) identified those overlapping priorities that were not being pursued, and (3) 
developed efforts to address those priorities-in as much as funding would allow. The 
SRG approved the plan submitted to it by the JPSG in March 1995. 

Program Thrusts 
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Information Technology. Both the and military communities respond to crises. 
How well they respond is often limited by bility of the participants to communicate 
and share information readily and secure1 JPSG is addressing this problem by 
taking advantage of advances in civilian rnment sponsored information and 
communications technologies. It will demonstrate an interagency crisis management 
system that provides the capability to communicate readily and securely and to share 
information among agencies. That will be achieved through innovative exploitation of the 
commercial communications nications security technology. 

Personnel Armor. The bulk of and helmets issued to soldiers are 
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To stop individuals, the JPSG is ring development of a ballistic, wireless, 
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ELECTRIC STUN PROJECTILE 

JAYCOR (San Diego, CA) is developing an electric stun projectile under JPSG 
sponsorship. This device i 
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due to a failure to adhere to the target. This was attributable to a technician improperly 
applying adhesive to the projectile. 

This effort should be completed in August 1997, with user evaluation. Two kinds 
of prototype devices are contemplated: a projectile that is compatible with the M203 grenade 
launcher for military application, and a launcher for LE application that may be covert. It 
may, for example, look like a riot baton or a flashlight. 

JAYCOR projectile is on the left. 
Figure 1 shows the prototype JAYCOR stun projectile and the KO1 projectile. The 

LASER SURVE 
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Figure 2. BOSS System Demonstration 

HANDHELD LASER DAZZLER 

A hand-held, laser dazzler, intended to temporarily disorient individuals, or small 
JPSG by LE Systems of Glastonbury, 
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aperture. They are similar to Phillips Laboratory’s BOSS system but at a lesser power. 
Phillips Laboratory is in fact the JPSG’s technical agent for this effort. Both these systems 
will have ranges of from 1 m to 50 m, depending on ambient lighting conditions. The 
lasers will be able to operate for 60 minutes without recharging with a duty cycle of 2 5  
seconds on and .75 seconds off. 

PYROTECHNIC DEVICES 

An effort to develop enhanced, less lethal, faster acting, pyrotechnic devices, e.g., 
flash-bang and smoke grenades, is being undertaken as a joint development effort between 
Mattergy, Inc. of Phoenix, AZ and the U.S. Army Edgewood Research Development and 
Engineering Center (ERDEC). ERDEC is also acting as the JPSG’s technical agent for this 
effort. 
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ACOUSTIC STUDY 
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Summary 

The basic goal of the LET prognm was to provide the user new, more effective 
tools to carryout their tasks. To that end the user communities-military, law enforcement 
and corrections-were heavily involved in both the development and articulation of their 
needs and in selection of the specific technology efforts to be pursued by the JPSG. 
Preliminary results from the demonstrations strongly suggest that this goal will be met. 

9 


	1996 LET Program Report
	Feb 1997 JPSG Report

