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O
n September 11, 2001, an ordinary 
Tuesday morning changed America 
forever. Today, the images remain dif-
ficult to comprehend: smoke pouring 

from the World Trade Center; the Pentagon 
burning; a scarred field near Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania; firefighters climbing stairways 
as civilians descended; and police officers di-
recting people away from danger while oth-
ers moved toward it.

The terrorist attacks claimed 2,977 lives at 
the World Trade Center, the Pentagon and 
aboard Flight 93. For America’s public safety 
community, September 11 also demonstrat-
ed what the oath to protect others can re-
quire.

Law Enforcement’s Sacrifice
Police officers were among the first to re-

spond to the World Trade Center and among 
those who paid the highest price. The FBI 
recorded 72 law enforcement officers killed 
as a result of the attacks. Twenty-three were 
members of the New York City Police Depart-
ment. Another 37 were members of the Port 
Authority Police Department – the largest 
loss of personnel by a single American police 
force in one event.

Yet, statistics tell only part of the story.
Officers evacuated buildings, cleared 

streets, helped the injured, and tried to estab-
lish order as conditions changed by the min-
ute. Some had been dispatched. Others sim-
ply saw what was happening and responded.

FBI Special Agent Leonard W. Hatton was 
traveling to work when he saw smoke and 
fire coming from the North Tower. He went 
directly to the World Trade Center and joined 
FDNY firefighters evacuating people. He was 
still inside when the towers collapsed. His 
actions were extraordinary, but the instinct 

behind them was repeated throughout that 
morning.

A Public Safety Loss without 
Precedent

Nearly 1,000 FDNY firefighters deployed to 
the World Trade Center and 343 died that day. 
Firefighters, EMS personnel, police officers, 
communications personnel, medical person-
nel, and others responded in New York, at the 
Pentagon and near Shanksville.

Many remained long after the cameras 
were gone. Rescue became recovery. Person-
nel searched debris, collected evidence, recov-
ered remains, and assisted victims’ families.

For law enforcement, an enormous inves-
tigative responsibility was also beginning. 
The FBI launched PENTTBOM, the largest 
investigation in Bureau history. More than 
4,000 special agents and 3,000 professional 
employees participated, pursuing more than 
half a million leads and conducting more 
than 167,000 interviews.

The Toll Did Not End in 2001
The National Law Enforcement Officers 

Memorial Fund recognizes 535 additional 
law enforcement officers who later died from 
illnesses associated with their 9/11 response. 
Together with the original 72, the number 
of officers honored for 9/11-related deaths 
stands at 607.

The FDNY has likewise reported more than 
400 members lost to World Trade Center-re-
lated illnesses since the attacks. The federal 
World Trade Center Health Program now 
serves nearly 150,000 responders and survi-
vors nationwide.

How 9/11 Changed Policing
September 11 reshaped American law 

enforcement. The attacks underscored the 
need for stronger communication and in-
telligence sharing among local, state and 
federal agencies. Counterterrorism be-
came a responsibility extending far beyond 
Washington and New York.

Today, approximately 200 FBI Joint Ter-

rorism Task Forces operate around the 
country, while fusion centers provide state 
and local hubs for sharing threat informa-
tion. Training, communications, emergency 
planning, and interagency relationships 
have evolved. The underlying responsibili-
ty has not.

Law enforcement must prepare for 
dangers not yet visible, recognize warn-
ing signs, share information, and respond 
when prevention fails, while continuing to 
protect the constitutional rights and free-
doms the profession exists to defend.

They Reported for Duty
There is now an entire generation of 

public safety personnel with no personal 
memory of September 11. That makes re-
membrance more important, not less.

Those entering the profession today 
should understand not only what hap-
pened, but what their predecessors did 
when confronted by it.

They established evacuation routes and 
perimeters. They carried the injured. They 
searched rubble. They guarded critical in-
frastructure. They worked crime scenes of 
unprecedented size and investigated hun-
dreds of thousands of leads. Many contin-
ued serving while carrying illnesses caused 
by their work at the attack sites.

Some never returned home. Others re-
turned home, but ultimately surrendered 
their lives years later.

On this 25th anniversary, we remember 
all 2,977 people murdered on September 
11, 2001, and the families who have lived 
with that loss for a quarter century.

Within the public safety community, we 
offer particular remembrance to the police 
officers, federal agents, firefighters, EMS 
personnel, and emergency workers who 
answered when their nation needed them.

Their legacy lives in every officer who 
reports for duty and every public safety 
professional who accepts a simple, but pro-
found, responsibility: When others need 
help, we go.

 25 Years after 9/11: 
Remembering Those  
Who Answered the Call
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Beyond the Alert: Gunshot Detection in
Modern Investigations
Melissa Krum Dooher
For more than two decades, acoustic gunshot detection has helped law en-
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Have you ever gotten pissed off at 
the prosecutor?

 My guess is that, if you have been 
in law enforcement for more than 
three years – and especially if you’ve 
worked in an investigative capacity – 
you’ve had your share of frustration 
with them. They are, after all, the peo-
ple whose job is to vigorously pursue 
a conviction of the people we worked 
hard to put in handcuffs. Our work is 
stressful, grueling and often life-threat-
ening. And, more often than we like, 
that prosecutor drops the charges or 
tells you, “There isn’t enough here to 
go to trial.”

 This issue’s column is probably 
aimed more at newer officers, but not 
exclusively. Cops of all levels of expe-
rience grumble and gripe about this is-
sue, so it’s worth exploring. Let’s look 
first at what the broader responsibilities 
of a prosecutor’s job are and then let’s 
look at the way our own law enforce-
ment agencies might have fallen short 
in preparing us for these interactions.

In Florida, we have the State Attor-
ney’s Office, not “District” Attorney, but 
they are one in the same: Their job is 
to prosecute criminal cases. The first 
step in that job, however, is to care-
fully vet those cases. They have to 
meticulously look at all of the evidence 
you bring them – physical as well as 
testimonial – and make a crucial as-
sessment: Can they prove this case to 

every one of six (or 12) jurors beyond 
a reasonable doubt? We cops some-
times get tunnel vision; our arrests are 
the most important things we have 
going on. And, they are important, but 
keep a few things in mind. Prosecu-
tors work for an office headed by an 
elected official and, if they start taking 
any old case which comes their way, 
they’ll start losing more of them in tri-
al. Acquittals look bad and too many 
of them causes the public to lose faith 
and trust in the process and the peo-
ple responsible for it. 

I spent 22 years of my career as a 
homicide investigator during a period 
when our jurisdiction’s homicide rate 
ranked among the five highest in the 
nation from 1980 through 1988.

We were lucky that our State Attor-
ney’s Office was one of the most well 
trained, highly respected prosecutorial 
entities anywhere. More important-

ly, we had, at that time, an excellent 
working relationship with them. When 
a homicide case came to their office, 
they wasted little time in getting us in 
for a “pre-filing conference,” a meeting 
in which they could discuss the case 
in detail, face-to-face, rather than just 
rely on what was in the reports, photos 
and witness statements. They wanted 
to hear the complete story from us and 
that meant everyone on the case, not 
just the lead investigator. They knew 
that the defense would soon file for 
discovery (if they hadn’t already) and 
that the defense counsel was going to 
dissect every word of the case file to 
find inaccuracies, discrepancies and 
contradictions. It wasn’t a game of 
chess as much as it was a match of 
wits: How do I fix things so you can’t 
break them? This could be a long, ar-
duous process with many meetings 
and we would repeat the process 
again, this time in pre-trial conferences 
to make sure our game plan was tight, 
we were all on the same page and we 
knew what the other team was going 
to try and capitalize on. I never went to 
trial thinking we weren’t ready.

 That doesn’t mean we didn’t have 
disagreements. Oh, my, we sure did! 
And they could be intense. I can re-
member more than one time when 
voices were raised and curses could 
be heard coming from a prosecutor’s 
office. But, that was actually a good 
thing. It meant both sides were pas-
sionate about getting the job done and 
equally committed to making sure it 
was done the right way. 

RAMESH NYBERG

What It Takes to Make 
a Case Stick
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This brings me to police training. I 
learned a lot about the law during the 
hundreds of conversations I had with 
prosecutors, whether we were sitting 
in their offices or grabbing lunch at a 
place near the justice building. These 
were people who went to law school 
and they understood the nuances of 
the law the police academy didn’t have 
time to teach us. Our academy was 22 
weeks long when I attended from July 
1979 to December. I was fascinated by 
the constitutional law part. They taught 
us about Terry v. Ohio and, of course, 
Miranda. But, beyond that, there wasn’t 
a ton of time for other legal principles. 
The rest of it we learned on the job and, 
often, in those cramped offices of the 
State Attorney. Some of those lessons 
shocked us. 

 One case we worked on for 17 years 
drove this point home in the most em-
phatic terms. We rejuvenated the case 
and got a DNA hit that identified our 
subject. We hadn’t quite gotten enough 
probable cause to charge him with the 
murder yet. We were close, but in the 
words of the prosecutor assigned to the 
case, “I’m not comfortable with this yet. 
If we go to trial, I would feel better with 
more. Keep working it.” 

 We did just that; we found an ex-girl-
friend (oh, how we loved finding ex-girl-
friends, especially when they had an 
ax to grind!) in Chicago and she told us 
on the phone she had information for 

us. We flew up to Chicago and had a 
great interview with her. She was with 
him during the time of the murder and 
she remembered him telling her that he 
once killed a man in Miami during a bur-
glary. The times and circumstances he 
described to her all fit. Her story, plus 
DNA and some other circumstances, 
gave us the PC we needed. We hired 
a stenographer in Chicago and took a 
great sworn statement from her. The 
steno typed it up and we flew home on 
cloud nine, because now we could go 
to the prosecutor and charge him with 
the murder. The prosecutor was hap-
py and said that her statement pushed 
it over the edge. Come trial time, we 
couldn’t get ahold of the woman. After 
numerous attempts, we had the Chica-
go PD detectives try to find her – and 
they did. She had been murdered in a 
domestic fight with her new boyfriend. 

But, we said, we have her sworn 
statement, all typed up and signed 
by her. Sorry, the prosecutor said, we 
can’t use it in court. It’s an “out of court” 
statement and, courtesy of the Sixth 
Amendment’s confrontation clause, 
it would be a violation of the defen-
dant’s “right to face his accuser.” The 
typed statement served only as a doc-
umented way to see what she said. It 
does not qualify as evidence. Defense 
counsel can’t cross-examine a stapled 
bunch of papers. 

 Frustrating? Sure. But, these are 

the types of legal principles it would be 
helpful for us cops to be more familiar 
with before we go and talk to prose-
cutors. The Supreme Court archives 
are replete with case after case in 
which police officers erred – or outright 
broke the law – for lack of knowledge 
and their cases were thrown out or the 
convictions were reversed. In the Sixth 
Amendment example you just read, the 
landmark confrontation clause case oc-
curred as recently as 2004, in Crawford 
v. Washington. In that case, a witness’ 
tape-recorded statement (she could not 
testify because of marital privilege) was 
played for the jury and he was convict-
ed. But, SCOTUS reversed the convic-
tion: The recording was inadmissible 
and could not replace a live witness. 

 There are many, many other instanc-
es in which our police training could be 
better in these areas, so that we can 
avoid wasting time and energy arguing 
with prosecutors who are simply help-
ing us stay within the boundaries of 
the law. Brady issues, search warrant 
guidelines – they all serve an important 
purpose. Mapp, Miranda, Brady, and 
others forced our profession to be bet-
ter and work harder. Some prosecutors 
can be a pain in the ass, yes, but we 
don’t help matters by coming in blind to 
important legal decisions which are in 
place to create due process. In a way, 
that knowledge can be considered the 
ounce of prevention which is worth a 
pound of cure. 

After all, if we end up sitting in that 
defendant’s chair, we would sure 
like these protections to work for us, 
wouldn’t we? P&SN

Ramesh Nyberg retired from law en-
forcement in November 2006 after 27 
years of police work. He lives in Miami 
and teaches criminal justice at a local 
high school. He also teaches regional 
law enforcement courses through Train-
ing Force, USA. He enjoys getting feed-
back from readers and can be reached 
at ramesh.nyberg@gmail.com. Also, 
Ram has written a new book, Badge, 
Tie and Gun: Life and Death Journeys 
of a Miami Detective, which is available 
on Amazon in both Kindle eBook and 
paperback. You can find it by visiting  
amazon.com/dp/B0CTQQKQTV

...AND NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH  
Continued from page 6
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BRINC, Nova Partner on Aerial Mapping and Intelligence for First Responders

BRINC and Nova Software Company have an-
nounced a strategic partnership integrating advanced 
aerial mapping and data analysis capabilities for public 
safety agencies.

The integration allows agencies using BRINC Re-
sponder drones to turn captured imagery into actionable 
intelligence. Through BRINC LiveOps, crews can cre-
ate mapping missions, collect aerial footage and upload 
data directly to Nova for processing, with no additional hardware required. The resulting 
operational picture combines mapping, analysis and real-time intelligence to improve situa-
tional awareness, incident coordination and field decision-making.

The partnership will expand further with BRINC’s next-generation Guardian drone which 
features two radiometric HD thermal cameras designed for public safety applications. When 
combined with Nova’s processing software, Guardian will support real-time heatmap gener-
ation, hotspot identification and analysis of developing incidents.

Together, BRINC and Nova provide an end-to-end aerial intelligence solution combining 
purpose-built drones, operational management software and advanced data analysis for 
emergency response.

brincdrones.com

BrassOps Modernizes Law Enforcement 
Firearms Training Management

             HARDWARE/SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS   

BACKTRACE Streamlines Criminal Intelligence Searches

BACKTRACE, a data management and analytics plat-
form developed by GTBM, with input from New Jersey law 
enforcement stakeholders, is designed to help authorized 
investigators search connected criminal justice data sourc-
es, subject to agency permissions and access controls. The 
web-based system combines more than 30 criminal justice 
databases into a single search environment, allowing users 
to query information on people, places, vehicles, criminal histories, and other records without 
moving between separate systems.

Used by every New Jersey law enforcement agency as well as state, local and federal 
agencies, BACKTRACE includes a Global Search function which provides a search en-
gine-style approach to law enforcement data.

Its companion BACKTRACE CGI suite focuses on crime gun intelligence, incorporating 
NIBIN information, firearm trace submissions and data on fatal and nonfatal shootings.

BACKTRACE supports investigators by helping them connect surveillance relevant re-
cords and potential investigative leads for human review and validation. The information with 
browser-based platform requires no additional software, while initial user training typically 
takes 30 to 45 minutes.

gtbm.com

eCare Automation Keeps Pace with Emerging Cyberthreats
Law enforcement agencies cannot afford system downtime or 

cybersecurity breaches, making automated network protection 
increasingly critical. eMazzanti Technologies’ eCare Network 
Management provides enhanced System Automation with re-
al-time updates deployed at least every two hours.

A lightweight eCare agent is installed across department 
workstations, tablets, cruiser laptops, and servers, automating 
essential cybersecurity and system health functions which can 
otherwise overwhelm limited IT staff.

Following each reboot, eCare performs a complete device inventory, giving administrators 
current visibility into network changes and helping identify unauthorized software, rogue de-
vices or remote access tools.

The platform also combines zero-day defenses with DNS-layer security to help detect dor-
mant malicious code before it can be activated. Frequent updates further reduce the vulnera-
bility window created by traditional weekly or monthly patching cycles.

As AI-enabled cyberattacks become faster and more adaptive, eCare is designed to help 
agencies respond at comparable speed while protecting critical systems, sensitive data and 
operational continuity.

emazzanti.net

BrassOps is a firearms training man-
agement platform developed specifically 
for law enforcement agencies, replacing 
spreadsheets, paper scoresheets and 
binders with a centralized system acces-
sible from tablets, phones and comput-
ers. Instructors can record qualification 
scores on the range, instantly review an 
officer’s training history and automatical-
ly initiate remedial training when perfor-
mance falls below required standards. 

For range masters and command 
staff, BrassOps provides real-time vis-
ibility into qualification status, upcoming 
expirations, officer readiness, and fire-
arms assignments. The platform also 
tracks weapons, ammunition, inspec-
tions, and repair histories while main-
taining timestamped, audit-ready train-
ing records. 

BrassOps incorporates analytics to 
identify individual and agencywide skill 
gaps, along with AI-assisted target and 
shot group analysis, dry fire assign-
ments and skill-based instructor/officer 
pairing. Automated alerts help depart-
ments address expiring qualifications 
before they lapse, while reporting tools 
organize compliance documentation for 
administrative, accreditation and legal 
review. 

Security features include AES-256 
encryption, role-based access, full audit 
trails, multi-server redundancy, and US-
based hosting, helping agencies mod-
ernize range operations while reducing 
paperwork.

brassops.com
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New NarcRangerFS Brings Rapid, Non-contact Narcotics 
Identification to the Field

The Narc RangerFS is a new portable 
narcotics identification system designed 
to provide law enforcement officers and 
forensic professionals with rapid results 
while reducing direct exposure to poten-
tially hazardous substances.

Using Raman spectroscopy enhanced 
by artificial intelligence and machine learn-
ing, the system analyzes the molecular 
structure of suspected drugs. Unlike tra-
ditional 785 nm Raman instruments which 
can struggle with heavily dyed samples and fluorescent street 
drug mixtures, NarcRangerFS incorporates ECLIPSE Technolo-
gy and an advanced 828 nm laser engine designed to suppress 
background fluorescence and improve identification of challenging 
samples.

Testing is nondestructive and can be performed through trans-
parent packaging, allowing evidence to remain sealed while re-
ducing officer contact with substances such as fentanyl and its 
analogs.

NarcRangerFS can identify up to three drugs within a single 
sample, along with cutting agents and other mixture components, 
with results available in less than 60 seconds.

The system includes a forensic library of more than 3,000 nar-
cotics, precursors and cutting agents and an automatically updated 
drug database. Designed for field and laboratory use, NarcRang-
erFS can also integrate with Laboratory Information Management 
Systems (LIMS) for data sharing.

narcranger.com

White Paper Shows How Schodack Police Are Using 
Patrolfinder to Improve Patrol Visibility

A new white paper from Patrolfinder offers a real-world look at 
how Schodack (NY) Police Chief Ralph Southworth is using pa-
trol intelligence technology to improve coverage, increase officer 
visibility and make more strategic deployment decisions.

The paper, “Seeing the Whole Town,” examines how the 
department uses Patrolfinder to identify under-patrolled areas, 
monitor activity and gain a clearer picture of patrol patterns 
throughout the community.

Patrolfinder combines real-time officer tracking, patrol ana-
lytics, CAD integration, shift handoff reporting, and map-based 
intelligence. Officers can access BOLOs, alerts and location-spe-
cific safety information, while supervisors can review coverage 
patterns, time-on-task and activity by shift or zone.

Southworth said the platform helped reveal neighborhoods 
which were not receiving the level of patrol attention he expected, 
giving supervisors actionable information to address those gaps.

The complete white paper is available through Patrolfinder’s 
Website at https://tinyurl.com/47z4kxv6

Panasonic TOUGHBOOK® 56 Raises the Bar  
for Rugged Computing

Panasonic Connect North America has introduced the 
TOUGHBOOK 56, a modular rugged laptop designed for law 
enforcement and public 
safety users, as well as util-
ities, enterprise, and federal 
users working in demanding 
environments.

Building on the TOUGH-
BOOK 54 and 55, the new 
model features Intel Core 
Ultra Series 2 processors, 
optional AMD Radeon PRO 
W7500M graphics, Wi-Fi 7, 
and upgraded 5G connec-
tivity. It supports major wire-
less carriers and responder networks, including FirstNet and 
Verizon Frontline.

The TOUGHBOOK 56 offers a 14 inch WUXGA 16:10 display, 
up to 64GB of DDR5 memory and up to 4TB total storage. Six 
modular areas allow users to configure batteries, RAM, storage, 
and expansion options to meet changing operational needs.

Additional features include optional FIPS encrypted drives, 
optional TOUGHBOOK Guard hardware integrity and supply 
chain security, enhanced firmware and battery protections, 
louder speakers, improved thermal management and up to 24 
hours of battery life. The laptop is MIL-STD-810H tested, IP53 
rated and designed to withstand three foot drops.

For fleet users, the TOUGHBOOK 56 remains compatible 
with existing TOUGHBOOK 54 and 55 vehicle docks, helping 
agencies upgrade computers without immediately replacing in-
stalled docking systems.

connect.na.panasonic.com/toughbook56

SoundThinking Introduces SafetySmart® 
Field Agent™

The new SafetySmart Field Agent from SoundThinking is 
an AI-powered decision in-
telligence layer which turns 
large, disconnected pub-
lic safety data sets into 
actionable intelligence 
agencies can act on fast-
er and with more confi-
dence. 

Purpose-built for pub-
lic safety, Field Agent 
lets authorized users 
query agency data by 
voice or text, reducing reliance on manual exports, spread-
sheets, and specialized analytical tools. It surfaces gunfire pat-
terns and trends and generates pre-shift briefings, command 
reports, deployment plans, grant narratives, and City Council 
summaries in minutes rather than hours. Field Agent draws 
on ShotSpotter® and related SafetySmart data today, with ex-
panded investigative, vehicle intelligence, and third-party inte-
grations expected. 

Built around human-in-the-loop oversight, Field Agent’s out-
puts support – not replace – decisions made by authorized per-
sonnel. It is now in beta with more than 20 ShotSpotter agen-
cies, with broader availability targeted for later in 2026. English, 
Spanish and Portuguese are supported.

https://tinyurl.com/mspjr5me
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BALDR S / BALDR S BL
POWER AND PRECISION

ODIN S

140MINUTES800 LUMENS 130 METERS 140140140MINUTESMINUTESMINUTES800 LUMENS 130 METERS METERS METERS

The Olight PL X redefines tactical lighting with an 
industry-first dual-beam design, instantly switching 
between a 1,200-lumen flood for close-quarters 
clarity and a 22,500-candela throw reaching 300 m. 
Its ratchet-lock rail mount ensures a rock-solid fit 
under heavy recoil, while the 6061-T6 aluminum body 
with Type III hard anodizing provides IPX7 water 
resistance and 1.5 m impact protection. Compatible 
with leading holsters and featuring universal USB-C 
charging, the PL X delivers unmatched reliability, 
adaptability, and performance trusted by 
professionals and enthusiasts alike.

PL X
DUAL BEAMS ONE MISSION

The Baldr S is one of the most powerful compact 
light/laser combos on the market. It delivers an 
incredible 800 lumens with a 130-meter beam distance, along with a highly visible 
green laser (Baldr S BL: Blue Laser) to boost accuracy. Using the mode setting 
switch, you can choose among white light, green (or blue) beam, and light & laser 
combo easily without turning it off. The built-in lithium polymer battery is increased to 
3.7V 380mAh, ensuring a maximum runtime of 140 minutes. The Baldr S still features 
the patented sliding rail mount to easily adjust the light to your desired position and 
includes two types of rail adapters to fit both Glock and Picatinny rails. With the quick 
installation system, you can attach and release the light in seconds. 

COMPACT RAIL-MOUNTEDTACTICAL
LIGHT
Odin S delivers up to 1,500 lumens with a 250m beam 
distance, powered by a rechargeable 3500mAh 18650 
battery or two CR123A batteries. With an optional 
Strobe mode, secure screw-cap pressure switch, 
improved mounting system, and rugged aluminum 
construction, it’s built for reliable
performance in demanding
conditions.

310MINUTESLUMENS 250 METERS1,500 

ARKPRO
4-in-1
Lighting Lumens

1,500 205
Meters

14
Days

ARKPRO ULTRA
4-in-1
Lighting Lumens

1,700 205
Meters

14
Days

ARKPRO LITE
3-in-1
Lighting Lumens

1,200 94
Meters

10
Days

ArkPro Series
Rethink Light. Reimagine Style.
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2/6 MOA Dot & 32 MOA Circle

Enclosed Emitter Optic

with Ruggedized

Miniature Reflex Footprint

Industryʼs First
Patented Magnetic
Charging Cover

Industryʼs First
Collapsible Backup

Rear Sight
Aspherical Lens

Industryʼs First  2/6+32 MOA Advanced 
Multi-Reticle System 

(AMRSTM)

Enclosed Emitter 
Optic with RMR 

Footprint

Industryʼs First 
Collapsible Backup 
Rear Sight (CBRSTM)

Side-Loading 
CR1632 Battery Compact Size

The Osight XR is a next-gen enclosed RMR-footprint pistol optic, 
ruggedly built for full-size and compact duty pistols. It features an 
innovative 2/6+32 MOA multi-reticle system, patented magnetic 
charging with real-time battery monitoring, and a built-in collapsible 
backup rear sight. Boasting distortion-free lenses, motion 
activation, and durable 7075-T6 aluminum construction, it delivers 
superior clarity and reliability as a mission-ready duty optic.

Series

OSIGHT SE DPP

OSIGHT SE OSIGHT SE 6MOA GN

OSIGHT SE MOS

Find the Right Light and Optic for Your Mission
H.L. Dalis Inc.
35-35 24th St., Long Island City, NY. 11106
Tel: 718.361.1100 – Fax: 718.392.7654
www.hldalis.com
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IPICD Takes 2026 Public Safety Conference Online with PULSE Innovation Forum
The Institute for the Prevention of In-Custody Deaths 

(IPICD) will replace its 2026 in-person conference with 
PULSE: Public Safety Innovation Forum, a virtual event 
scheduled for November 10, 12, 17, and 19, 2026.

Conducted via Zoom from 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Pacific 
Time, the forum will consist of four separate four hour ses-
sions addressing current issues affecting law enforcement 
training, operations and supervision. The virtual format al-
lows agencies to participate without the travel, hotel and per 
diem expenses normally associated with an in-person con-
ference. Individual sessions may be attended separately.

Topics will include emerging public safety technologies, 
restraint practices and human performance research, legal 
developments, and advances in human factors science. 
The program will also examine a restraint system intended 
to reduce the need for prone positioning.

Presenters will include public safety practitioners, at-
torneys, researchers, and other subject matter specialists. 

Each session will also feature a demonstration of a new 
public safety product.

Attendees will receive access through the end of 2026 to 
IPICD’s AI-powered Public Safety Lesson Plan Generator.

Program information and registration are available at 
ipicd.com
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M
y appreciation to the late 
Pete Seeger, as his 1960s 
war lament seemed perfect 
to “customize” for this ar-

ticle because we currently have 
a police car shortage in the land 
of the free. Sure, there are “new” 
cruisers which can be seen, sat in 
and driven at the LE expos, but the 
most are rebadged earlier models 
or humongous SUVs and just not 
what cops want or need.  

In the last several years, American 
automakers have faced a perfect 
storm of supply chain disruptions, 
semiconductor shortages, produc-
tion changes, model discontinua-
tions, rising costs, and an indus-
try-wide shift toward SUVs, trucks 
and electrified vehicles. Police fleet 
production has been caught in the 
middle. New LE units are available, 
but choices have narrowed and 
prices have increased at a remark-
able rate. Manufacturers also point 
to the growing amount of safety, 
communications and electronic 
technology now built into modern 
vehicles. Even online auctions for 
used cruisers have become expen-
sive, as discontinued Crown Vics 

and Dodge Chargers – still favorites 
among many cops – continue to 
command astonishing prices.

Departments with large fleets are 
increasingly forced to keep vehicles 
in service well beyond the mileage 
which once signaled the end of their 
useful life which can also reduce 
their eventual trade-in or resale val-
ue. As a result, these units may sit 
out of service for extended periods 
while awaiting costly replacement 
parts.

For example, Washington, DC’s 
Metropolitan Police Department 
(MPD) has faced serious fleet avail-
ability problems. Earlier this year, 
nearly 200 MPD units were report-
edly sidelined for maintenance or 
repairs. Average daily fleet avail-
ability has also declined: 95.5% in 
2023, 92.8% in 2024 and 90.9% 
in 2025. MPD spent approximately 
$8.47 million in FY 2025 for vehicle 
parts and repairs – an average of 
roughly $5,100 per vehicle annually.

As we reported recently, the Illi-
nois State Police (ISP) are also fac-
ing a serious replacement problem. 
More than 1,000 vehicles have re-
portedly reached, or are approach-

ing, recommended replacement 
thresholds and ISP officials have 
warned that, at current funding lev-
els, replacing the agency’s aging 
fleet could take approximately 18 
years. That means many sedans, 
SUVs and pickups will continue ac-
cumulating miles long after agen-
cies traditionally would have re-
placed them.

While the Arkansas State Police 
(ASP) still have a fair number  of 
Ford® Police Interceptor® Utility ve-
hicles and Tahoes in-service, some 
ASP troopers are still driving high 
mileage 2023 Charger Pursuits un-
til replacements can be purchased. 
(The popular Chargers were discon-
tinued in 2024.)

 This situation is being repeated 
across the country as production 
constraints, procurement delays, 
limited model choices, and rising 
costs continue to complicate fleet 
replacement. 

Where Can I Find a Cruiser?  
Some agencies have filled shortag-

es with used cruisers purchased 
from area departments and online 
auctions, and it’s been reported 

Where Have All the Cruisers Gone?
“Where have all the cruisers gone; long time passing?

Gone to junkyards, everyone. Oh, when will they ever learn?”

SERGEANT JAMES POST
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F or more than two decades, acoustic 
gunshot detection has helped law 
enforcement respond faster to gun-
fire, but its value increasingly ex-

tends beyond the initial alert and into the 
investigation itself. 

Properly utilized, acoustic gunshot 
detection can provide investigators and 
prosecutors with essential forensic ev-
idence of when a shooting occurred; 
where it occurred; and, in some cases, 
how it unfolded.

As gunshot detection technology be-
comes more common in criminal investi-
gations, courts and practitioners must un-
derstand the legal principles governing its 
admissibility. The legal analysis varies de-
pending on whether the evidence consists 
of audio recordings and business records 
or expert forensic analysis.

Gunshot Detection Technology 
Overview

Gunshot detection systems operate 
through a network of acoustic sensors 
positioned throughout a coverage area. 
When gunfire occurs, multiple sensors 
capture the sound and transmit record-
ings and timing data to a central process-
ing system. 

The most advanced systems determine 
the location of gunfire using the same ba-
sic scientific principle seismologists use 
to locate earthquake epicenters. Using 
a process known as multilateration, the 
system compares the slight differences in 
the time the impulsive sounds reach each 
sensor to estimate where the sounds 
originated. 

Proprietary algorithms serve as an ini-
tial screening mechanism, filtering out 
sounds inconsistent with gunfire. Poten-
tial events are then reviewed by trained 
human analysts who make the final de-
termination on whether to issue a gunfire 
alert – a process used by systems such 
as ShotSpotter®. Once confirmed, gun-
fire alerts are transmitted to law enforce-
ment in near real time, typically within 30-
60 seconds of the shooting.

PART I: When the Audio and  
General Timeline Are Enough

In many criminal cases, the investiga-
tive value of acoustic gunshot detection 
is relatively straightforward. There, investi-
gators and prosecutors simply want to es-
tablish that gunfire occurred at a particular 

time and place, or they want the judge or 
jury to hear the recorded gunfire because 
the number and cadence of the shots is 
relevant to intent and premeditation.

The recordings can establish a timeline, 
corroborate witness testimony or physical 
evidence, and help understand the se-
quence of events.

A recent homicide prosecution in St. 
Louis County illustrates the point. In a do-
mestic violence incident, the defendant 
confronted his former girlfriend outside 
her mother’s home. The mother intervened 
in the heated argument. The defendant 
pulled out his gun and fired 16 rounds, 
striking both women multiple times, killing 
his former girlfriend. 

The recorded gunfire revealed three dis-
tinct volleys separated by pauses of up 
to two seconds – details which could not 
have been fully appreciated from witness 
testimony alone. Prosecutors relied on the 
audio to argue that the breaks between 
volleys provided the defendant with time 
to reflect before resuming fire, supporting 
a finding of deliberation and premedita-
tion. The jury returned a first-degree mur-
der conviction.

From an evidentiary perspective, nves
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that some departments have even
loaned extra units to shorthanded
neighboring PDs.

During a shortage, previous one

World Cup, for example, required

Dare to Be Different

use removable, no drill equip

100% USA LABOR
100% USA MATERIALS

Exceptional SERVICE Deserves
Exceptional RECOGNITION

THE WHEELS OF JUSTICE
Continued from page 16

For covert work, sometimes the best
police vehicle is the one nobody no-
tices.
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CRITICAL 
TECHNOLOGY 
& EQUIPMENT 
WITHIN REACH

BOOTH #781

Scan here  
to learn more 

about Team GJ

THE NEW MOTORCYCLE 
DEVICE MOUNT 
features smooth deployment, 
an integrated electronics tray 
for accessory and device 
management, and flexible VESA 
75 and AMPS compatibility to 
help motorcycle officers keep 
critical technology organized and 
ready when needed.

SECURE. ACCESSIBLE. READY WHEN NEEDED.

THE NEW   SADDLE BAG MOUNT 
utilizes the trusted Blac-Rac 1083 weapon retention system 
to securely mount a weapon inside the 2026 saddle bag, 
helping maximize storage space while keeping essential 
equipment protected and accessible.
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suit capable vehicles are used for 
patrol or support duties, their oper-
ational limitations should be clear-
ly established by agency policy. 
Changes in color or body style from 
the permanent fleet should also be 
communicated to the public when 
appropriate.

Covert Assignments  
Undercover and surveillance op-

erations open up a variety of rent-
al/lease possibilities not ordinarily 
considered for patrol. For these 
assignments, the primary consider-
ation is the ability to blend in. The 
goal is to use the types of vehicles 
common to your area. Also, avoid 
bright colors, expensive sports 
cars and vehicles which have been 
customized.

During several years supervis-
ing vice and narcotics units, I had 
good results using ordinary, older 
vehicles for surveillance assign-
ments. In some jurisdictions, agen-
cies may be able to obtain tem-
porary vehicles through approved 
agreements with dealers or other 
legitimate sources. Vehicles should 
be safe, properly registered and in-
sured, and any arrangement should 
be documented and authorized un-
der agency policy and applicable 
state law.

As with rentals and leases, re-
sponsibilities for maintenance, re-
pairs, insurance, and permitted use 
should be agreed upon in writing. 
Depending on local law and agen-
cy policy, unconventional vehicles 
– such as work vans, tow vehicles, 
delivery vehicles, and other com-
monly encountered models – can 
provide excellent cover because 
they blend naturally into the com-
munity.

Remember, you are only limited 
by your imagination; however, us-
ing an officer’s personally owned 
vehicle for covert assignments can 
create unnecessary security, liabil-
ity and privacy concerns. A vehi-
cle directly connected to an officer 
may expose identifying information 
or make it easier for a suspect to 
associate the vehicle with the offi-
cer or the officer’s family. Agency 
owned or properly authorized co-
vert vehicles are generally the safer 
choice.

The Georgia State Patrol is among the 
agencies using Ford® Mustang® GTs 
for specialized traffic and highway en-
forcement.

THE WHEELS OF JUSTICE 
Continued from page 18
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CLARITY MATTERS
O P T I C A L  C L A R I T Y  Y O U  C A N  C O U N T  O N .

STRENGTH WHEN YOU NEED IT
P R O V E N  P R O T E C T I O N  T H A T  W O N ʼ T  Q U I T .

VEHICLE ARMORING SOLUTIONS

1
2

PROTECTION WHEN YOU NEED IT MOST

DANASAFETYSUPPLY.COMLOCATIONS NATIONWIDE!
SCAN TO FIND A LOCATION NEAR YOU! 

®
®
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Mustangs  
In the past, we discussed the 

growing popularity of Ford Mustangs 
for highway patrols. They have reen-
tered duty as interstate enforcers by 
a number of states, many of which 
had used the earlier 1982-1993 ver-
sion, the Fox Body SSP (Special Ser-
vice Package).  

The return of Mustangs to highway 
enforcement comes as agencies 
look for alternatives to the traditional 
high-performance police sedan. The 
Crown Victoria Police Interceptor® 
disappeared years ago, while pro-
duction of the previous generation 
Dodge Charger Pursuit ended after 
the 2023 model year. With fewer rear-
wheel drive police sedans available, 
some agencies have turned once 
again to the Mustang for specialized 

traffic and highway enforcement.
Although Ford does not currently 

build a police package Mustang, de-
partments have found that the rear-
wheel drive Mustang GT works quite 
nicely for specialized enforcement. 
The GT’s standard 5.0L Coyote V8 
produces 480 horsepower and avail-
able factory performance equipment 
can include upgraded brakes and 
exhaust components. Police radi-
os, lighting, graphics, and other LE 
equipment must be added by the 
agency or its upfitter. An added ben-
efit is that Mustangs attract attention 
at community and recruiting events 
– especially from younger car en-
thusiasts – and historically maintain 
strong resale appeal. Saddle up.

Our neighbors to the north are also 
changing the appearance of their 
police fleets. The Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police recently unveiled its 
first major redesign of frontline vehi-
cle markings in more than 30 years. 
The new design uses highly reflective 
black-and-white graphics intended 
to improve visibility while retaining 
the familiar RCMP identity. The re-
designed vehicles will gradually ap-
pear across Canada as the fleet is 
replaced.

New Graphics for an Old Cruiser  
Another way to modernize your 

fleet while waiting for new cruisers 
(you can’t find) is to change your 
graphics. Many American depart-
ments are changing graphics now 
to those which celebrate our 250th 
anniversary. We’re not suggesting 
changing the fleet colors by re-
painting or even “wrapping” them 
in another color, just updating the 
graphics.

 The Indiana State Police took 
advantage of adding Mustang GTs 
and Dodge Durangos to its fleet by 
introducing a retro-style white over 
blue appearance inspired by earlier 
Indiana State Police cruisers. When 
possible, new graphics can be add-
ed to remaining fleet vehicles to 
present a uniform appearance.

The Arkansas State Police re-
cently took a different approach as 
their garage repainted one of their 
2023 Chargers in a 1960s two-tone 
paint scheme with current mark-
ings. They changed the lighting to 
a contemporary lightbar, as this 
beauty is used for enforcement ev-
ery day, with an occasional appear-
ance at a town parade or festival.

Remember, any graphics or color 
change should be announced in the 
media to the public.

New Units and Squads 
As part of the Missouri State 

Highway Patrol’s commitment to 
supporting the FIFA World Cup ac-
tivities in Kansas City this summer, 
specialized troopers and additional 
resources were assigned to help 
manage large crowds and address 
other public safety situations asso-
ciated with the tournament. State 
and local agencies devoted sub-
stantial personnel and equipment 
to the event, and officials reported 
that the Kansas City World Cup cel-
ebrations concluded without major 
public safety problems.

Cop Vehicle News  
There are a couple of new vehi-

cles of particular interest to law en-
forcement fleets you need to check 
out. 

Are you tired of counting all those 

For the first time in more than 30 
years, the RCMP is updating the 
look of its frontline police vehicles 
to improve visibility and provide a 
modern, distinctive appearance.

THE WHEELS OF JUSTICE 
Continued from page 20
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WHAT IF
IT COULD
DO MORE?
Now it can.
SCENARIO TRAINING EVOLVED.

CREATE FASTER   |   TRAIN CONVERSATIONS   |   ENHANCE AAR

I like this scenario.

SEE WHAT IS POSSIBLE AT IACP 2026
BOOTH 2161
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Ford® goes big with the 2028 Expe-
dition Police Responder, a full-size 
SUV designed for demanding law 
enforcement duty.

black Suburbans in DC convoys? 
Well, never fear, because Ford has 
announced the 2028 Expedition Po-
lice Responder. It comes standard 
with four-wheel drive, a 3.5L Eco-
Boost® V6, ten-speed automatic 
transmission and an electronic lock-
ing rear differential with 3.73 gears. 
Police-specific features include Po-
lice Dark Car, Police Engine Idle, Po-
lice Perimeter Alert, and a 360 degree 
camera system. Inside are two rows 

with seating for five occupants and 
durable police-duty upholstery.

The Expedition joins Ford’s estab-
lished LE lineup which includes the 
Police Interceptor Utility – America’s 
best-selling police vehicle – and the 
F-150® Police Responder pickup. 

Ram has also announced the 2027 
ProMaster City®, a midsize van avail-
able in cargo and passenger config-
urations and a smaller partner to the 
full-size ProMaster vans already serv-
ing as SWAT, CSI, equipment, and 
prisoner transport vehicles. The Pro-
Master City uses front-wheel drive 
and a 1.6L turbocharged four-cylin-
der engine, with approximately nine 
feet of available cargo floor length.

New Names for Old Friends
Two familiar public safety vehicle 

equipment companies have recently 
undergone significant corporate or 
branding changes, although their es-
tablished product lines remain avail-
able.

Pro-gard™ Products has been ac-
quired by HAVIS, bringing togeth-
er two familiar public safety vehicle 
equipment companies and expanding 
HAVIS’ portfolio of integrated law en-
forcement vehicle solutions.

Tenhold™, formerly Jotto Desk and 
now a Kiefer Sage sub-brand, contin-
ues to supply law enforcement vehicle 
equipment and mounting systems. 
The company has also introduced a 
new Suppressor Lock Head for its 
Weapon Mounting System, designed 
to secure weapons equipped with 
suppressors. Tenhold says its equip-
ment is currently used by agencies in 
more than 25 states. P&SN

Sergeant James Post has 27 years 
of experience in a variety of assign-
ments in the Kansas City, MO, Po-
lice Department, as well as other 
police and fire agencies and the 
US Marshals. He can be reached at 
kopkars@arkansas.net.

THE WHEELS OF JUSTICE 
Continued from page 22

▪ Secure guns, store equipment, and organize gear.

▪ Full extension, smooth-glide drawer.

▪ Available for all SUVs and sedans.

Add a TufBox bin for 
additional storage.

800-321-0870 / tufloc.com

TufBox Welded-SteelTufBox Welded-Steel
Cargo DrawersCargo Drawers
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With over 30 years of trusted service,  
we specialize in crime and trauma scene  
clean-up. Our highly trained emergency  
response teams do this with discretion,  
compassion, speed, and accuracy. Our  
teams are available 24/7, always ready  
to help.

Aftermath.com  |  US-based call center  |  24/7/365 Response 
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Vehicle Storage Solutions

The Blac-Rac Model 1082 gun 
rack is designed to securely retain 
AR-15 and M4-style rifles in patrol 
and tactical vehicles while main-
taining quick access when needed. 
Its dual opposing side plates clamp 
around the lower receiver, securing 
the firearm while protecting critical 
components, including the trigger, 
magazine release and takedown pins, 
from unauthorized access.

The rack accommodates AR-15 
and M4-style rifles equipped with 
optics, lasers, flashlights, and maga-
zines up to 30 rounds without requir-
ing accessories to be removed. When 
paired with the standard AR Retention 
Post, the system provides added sta-
bility while supporting rapid firearm 
deployment.

Constructed from cast 304 stainless 
steel and precision machined for du-
rability and corrosion resistance, the 
Model 1082 is also capable of secur-
ing other tactical firearms and some 
conventional stock rifles, shotguns or 
handguns. (Additional parts may be 
required which are sold separately.)

Blac-Rac’s proprietary Cold-Wire® 
Technology prevents the lock from be-
ing defeated through an external pow-
er source if wiring is cut. The Model 
1082 is available with or without an 
electronic release and includes two 
proprietary keys for manual access.

 blacrac.com

Pro-gard has introduced Cargo Storage Drawers 
designed to give law enforcement agencies secure, 
configurable storage for weapons, equipment and 
other essential gear.

Available in large and small sizes, the drawers are 
constructed from lightweight aluminum with a tex-
tured black powder-coat finish. Their stackable, inter-
changeable design allows departments to configure 

storage to suit specific operational needs. Features include locking slides, protective 
rubber mats and a no-drill installation which mounts directly to existing OEM holes with 
no assembly required.

Three lock options are available: no lock, a manual T-handle lock or an electronic lock 
rated for up to 12,000 openings.

The drawers can be used with or without a Pro-gard Cargo Barrier and are compati-
ble with Pro-gard Cargo Storage Floors for Chevrolet Tahoe and Dodge Durango vehi-
cles. Optional accessories include a slotted equipment-securing top, sliding electronics 
tray with removable mounting surface, and Magpul® DAKA® Grid Organizer integration.

pro-gard.com

Havis has recently introduced side-by-side 
dual drawer storage systems for the 2025-
2026 Chevrolet Tahoe and 2025-2026 Ford 
Expedition SSV, expanding its vehicle-specific 
cargo management options for law enforcement 
fleets.

Both systems are designed to provide deep-
er, secure storage and support for under-mount-
ed electronics, while remaining fully compatible with Havis Standard K9 inserts. The 
Tahoe configuration raises the drawers six inches above the floor and uses OEM 
mount points for a no-drill installation. The Expedition SSV system raises the drawers 
12 inches above the floor, enabling quick and easy access to the side-by-side drawers, 
while the lower half of the split tailgate remains closed and uses OEM mount points.

According to Havis, the new systems are intended to improve organization, equip-
ment security and access to mission critical gear in the field.

 havis.com

TruckVault has introduced the TacLock™, a high 
security mechanical combination lock designed to 
provide tamper-resistant protection for firearms, 
duty gear, tools, and other mission-critical equipment 
stored in law enforcement vehicles and fleet trucks.

Engineered exclusively for TruckVault drawer 
systems, TacLock requires no batteries or electron-
ics, providing dependable access without concerns 
about power failure. The lock offers more than 1,500 
combination options, along with a key override for alternate access.

Built for demanding field conditions, TacLock incorporates a tamper-resistant clutch, 
larger combination dials and smoother operation for improved ergonomics. A noise-damp-
ening design helps reduce unwanted sound during vehicle operation.

The system also features a compression-style closure, protected key access and re-
inforced Strike Guard protection to help keep drawers securely closed and equipment 
protected. Made in the USA, TacLock combines TruckVault’s durable construction and 
precise fit with an all-mechanical design.

truckvault.com

HAVIS

PRO-GARD PRODUCTS

TRUCKVAULT

BLAC-RAC
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Pro Performance
EZ-Lift Command Center

-

EZ-Lift Cargo Deck

-

-
EZ-Lift Cargo Deck Rear Cargo

Storage Box System
setina.com

-
S.O.S. Slide Out Sys-

tem

-

-

-

S.O.S. Base Tier
-
-

-

-

westinpublicsafety.com

SETINA MANUFACTURING CO., INC. WESTIN PUBLIC SAFETY

800-321-0870 / tufloc.com

Quick, one-handedQuick, one-handed 
gun access.gun access.

When seconds count, officers can depend on X-Lock’s spring-
action arms for fast, easy gun retrieval.

The X-Lock’s patented locking mechanism automatically adjusts
to a tight, custom fit when the gun is pressed into place.
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MELISSA KRUM DOOHER

F or more than two decades, acoustic 
gunshot detection has helped law 
enforcement respond faster to gun-
fire, but its value increasingly ex-

tends beyond the initial alert and into the 
investigation itself. 

Properly utilized, acoustic gunshot 
detection can provide investigators and 
prosecutors with essential forensic ev-
idence of when a shooting occurred; 
where it occurred; and, in some cases, 
how it unfolded.

As gunshot detection technology be-
comes more common in criminal inves-
tigations, courts and practitioners must 
understand the legal principles governing 
its admissibility. The legal analysis varies 
depending on whether the evidence con-
sists of audio recordings and business 
records or expert forensic analysis.

Gunshot Detection Technology 
Overview

Gunshot detection systems operate 
through a network of acoustic sensors 
positioned throughout a coverage area. 
When gunfire occurs, multiple sensors 
capture the sound and transmit record-
ings and timing data to a central pro-
cessing system. 

The most advanced systems deter-
mine the location of gunfire using the 
same basic scientific principle seismol-
ogists use to locate earthquake epicen-
ters. Using a process known as multilat-

BEYOND THE ALERT: 
Gunshot Detection in Modern  
Investigations

eration, the system compares the slight 
differences in the time the impulsive 
sounds reach each sensor to estimate 
where the sounds originated. 

Proprietary algorithms serve as an ini-
tial screening mechanism, filtering out 
sounds inconsistent with gunfire. Poten-
tial events are then reviewed by trained 
human analysts who make the final de-
termination on whether to issue a gunfire 
alert – a process used by systems such 
as ShotSpotter®. Once confirmed, gun-
fire alerts are transmitted to law enforce-
ment in near real time, typically within 30-
60 seconds of the shooting.

PART I: When the Audio and  
General Timeline Are Enough

In many criminal cases, the investigative 
value of acoustic gunshot detection is rel-
atively straightforward. There, investigators 
and prosecutors simply want to establish 
that gunfire occurred at a particular time 
and place, or they want the judge or jury 
to hear the recorded gunfire because the 
number and cadence of the shots is rele-
vant to intent and premeditation.

The recordings can establish a timeline, 
corroborate witness testimony or physical 
evidence, and help understand the se-
quence of events.

A recent homicide prosecution in St. 
Louis County illustrates the point. In a 
domestic violence incident, the defen-
dant confronted his former girlfriend 
outside her mother’s home. The mother 
intervened in the heated argument. The 
defendant pulled out his gun and fired 
16 rounds, striking both women multiple 
times, killing his former girlfriend. 

The recorded gunfire revealed three 
distinct volleys separated by pauses of up 
to two seconds – details which could not 
have been fully appreciated from witness 
testimony alone. Prosecutors relied on the 
audio to argue that the breaks between 
volleys provided the defendant with time 
to reflect before resuming fire, supporting 
a finding of deliberation and premedita-
tion. The jury returned a first-degree mur-
der conviction.

From an evidentiary perspective, cases 
seeking to admit audio recordings gen-
erally involve traditional authentication 
principles.

Trained analysts verify potential 
gunfire events before alerts reach 
law enforcement – typically within 
30–60 seconds.



policeandsecuritynews.com • September/October 2026     29Creator of ShotSpotter®

See Field Agent at the
SoundThinking Booth #1109 and

Scan QR Code to Learn More.

What if the next 
breakthrough in public 
safety isn’t collecting 
more data?
What if it’s making better 
decisions?

Introducing SafetySmart® 
Field Agent 
Decision Intelligence 
AI purpose-built for modern 
public safety

� Connect public safety 
data across your operational 
ecosystem

� Transform CAD, RMS and 
other information into 
operational understanding

� Strengthen operational 
decision-making

Visit us at the IACP Conference – Booth #1109
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The technology provider should be able to 
provide the audio recordings along with an 
affidavit verifying that they were recorded 
and maintained in the ordinary course of 
business.

At SoundThinking (the company where 
I oversee the team of ShotSpotter foren-
sic experts), we have seen courts routine-
ly admit recorded gunfire once a proper 
foundation has been established. The rel-
evant principles are similar to those which 
govern the admission of surveillance vid-
eo, body-worn camera footage, and auto-
mated license plate reader data. 

In the St. Louis example, the audio re-

cording was admitted into evidence using 
a certified business record. But, if needed 
in other cases, a custodian of records can 
testify to authenticity and explain the gen-
eral operation of the gunshot detection 
system. When gunshot detection technol-
ogy is used primarily for the value of the 
audio recording, the focus is not on com-
plex scientific analysis, but on establish-
ing the reliability of the recording process 
and the integrity of the evidence.

Used in this manner, acoustic gunshot 
detection evidence rarely presents contro-
versy akin to novel scientific methods. 

PART II: When Forensic Analysis 
Becomes Critical

Some shootings, however, are far more 
complicated.

Investigations may involve multiple 
shooters, competing claims of self-de-
fense, or conflicting evidence about who 
fired first. In these cases, acoustic gunshot 
detection data can provide insights well 
beyond timeline, shot count and cadence.

In advanced gunshot detection sys-
tems, forensic analysis can help deter-
mine whether multiple firearms were 

used; distinguish gunshots from echoes; 
identify shots not automatically classified 
by software; and clarify the sequence of 
fire. This analysis is performed by forensic 
experts – including in-house specialists at 
the technology provider – who examine 
waveforms, spectrograms, timing data, 
and other acoustic characteristics to eval-
uate the evidence.

A case I charged in Oakland a few years 
ago illustrates the value of forensic analy-
sis in cases involving competing self-de-
fense claims. 

Two men exchanged gunfire from their 
vehicles while positioned driver-side to 
driver-side, resulting in the death of an 
innocent passenger. Both defendants 
claimed self-defense, so the timing of 
shots became a critical issue at trial. Fo-
rensic analysis of the recordings showed 
that gunfire from two firearms was simul-
taneous, supporting the prosecution’s 
theory that the defendants were engaged 
in mutual combat. The jury convicted both 
defendants of homicide.

Unlike the mere authentication of audio 
recordings, forensic analysis can place the 
reliability of the underlying scientific meth-
ods at issue. 

BEYOND THE ALERT: GUNSHOT DETECTION IN MODERN INVESTIGATIONS 
Continued from page 28

Acoustic gunshot detection data can 
help investigators clarify complex 
multi-shooter incidents and conflict-
ing accounts.
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Improving Analysis of   “Trace DNA” Evidence
sitivity of direct PCR processing resulted in 
a small amount of contamination with for-
eign DNA (six percent of samples) which 
they attributed to both known sources, in-
troduced prior to and during lab process-
ing, and unknown sources. Moreover, the 
direct PCR process consumes the portion 
of the sample used. This means that there 
is no DNA extract created and no sample 
remaining for reanalysis unless it is pur-
posely set aside.

Informing Federal Guidelines 
and Practice

The direct PCR method for trace DNA 
processing can produce complete DNA 
profiles in less than three hours and 
save labs approximately three to four 
hours of hands-on time and 25% in re-
agent costs. Although the process was 
not effective across all types of items, it 
was an improvement over standard DNA 
processing of trace DNA for seven of the 
11 items tested.

The results of this research inform the 

reevaluation of federal guidelines and 
could simplify sample collection and sub-
mission guidelines for forensic labora-
tories. If a revision of federal guidelines 
includes direct PCR for forensic analyses, 
these results suggest that investigators 
should ensure that enough of the original 
sample remains for retesting and limit the 
types of items analyzed to those shown 
to produce high quality DNA using direct 
PCR.

About this Article
The work described in this article was 

supported by NIJ grant number 2019-DU-
BX-0009, awarded to Bode Cellmark Fo-
rensics, Inc. This article is based on the 
grantee report, “Improving Results from 
Touch DNA Evidence with Optimized Di-
rect PCR Methods,” by Jonathan M. Da-
voren, Abigail S. Bathrick, and Anna C. 
Salmonsen. 

A full copy of the report (PDF, 27 pag-
es) can be downloaded at  
https://tinyurl.com/ycy4ey3z  P&SN

INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT OF INTENTIONAL MASS CASUALTY INCIDENTS 

Training for Mass Casualty Events
Ongoing training for mass casual-

ty events and regular practice drills can 
help prepare first responders and hospital 
personnel. Public education, such as the 
STOP THE BLEED® Program, provides 
opportunities for physicians and first re-
sponders to teach the public how to assist 
in a bleeding emergency before first re-
sponders arrive at the scene.

Regular training and exercises can help 
prepare staff for the “chaotic atmosphere” 
of a mass casualty incident. Personnel 
should be pretrained to deliver “just-in-
time training” to bystanders and sponta-
neous volunteers who may arrive at the 
scene of a mass casualty incident.

Communities should ensure access 
to necessary equipment and supplies. 
EMS and other first responders should be 
properly stocked with trauma bags, tour-
niquets, tarps, triage tags, boundary tape, 
and medical supplies.

Preparing for a mass casualty incident 
requires planning and training in individu-

al knowledge, leadership preparation and 
team/department/interdepartmental skills.

The Hartford Consensus represents a 
significant shift in the approach to handling 
mass casualty events. By compressing the 
zones of care and integrating the roles of 
different responders, it aims to save more 
lives in the critical moments following such 
events.

Resources
1. STOP THE BLEED  

(STOPTHEBLEED.org)
2. National Disaster Life Support  

Foundation (NDLSF.org) P&SN
Eugene Nielsen is the owner and oper-

ator of a firm which provides private intel-
ligence, security consulting and training 
services. He has a background in law en-
forcement and a BA degree from the Uni-
versity of California. He has written over 
1,500 articles which have been published 
in various national and international jour-
nals and magazines. He was a member 
of SWAT Magazine’s contributing staff for 
more than 20 years.
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and your own body movement provides 
the air flow which then produces evapo-
rative cooling.  

BODY ARMOR VENT’s foam filled, ver-
tical air channels force air flow upwards 
and also through horizontal vent holes 
to enable true evaporation of sweat from 
behind your gear. (bodyarmorvent.com)

BulletSafe
New to the BulletSafe lineup, and de-

signed specifically for BulletSafe vests, 
the Tactical Plate Carrier is perfectly com-
patible with BulletSafe’s American-made, 
NIJ-certified, 10" x 12", 7.5 pound Level IV 

Armored Plates. The Tactical Plate Carrier 
features robust front and back plate car
rier pockets complete with top side, hook 
and loop closures. 

The one-size-fits-most BulletSafe Tac
tical Plate Carrier also features a 600 
denier polyester and neoprene construc
tion; a padded interior; adjustable, nonslip 
shoulder pads; and adjustable, padded 
waist straps. A drag handle is included for 
easy carry or emergency extraction. The 
vest’s front and rear hook and loop areas 
and MOLLE straps provide mounting sur
faces for patches, identification and other 
accessories. (bulletsafe.com

BALLISTIC ARMOR UPDATE: 2022
Continued from page 30

Hardwire®, LLC has recently armored a patrol boat with a modular tactical shield 
barrier which can be assembled and disassembled with ease.

Visit us at the IACP Conference – Booth #643
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By example, federal courts and nu-
merous state courts have subjected 
(ShotSpotter) recorded gunfire evidence 
to Daubert scrutiny and determined that 
the underlying science is well-estab-
lished and the technology reliable. The 
Daubert test is flexible and focuses on 
overall reliability rather than rigid criteria. 

A smaller number of jurisdictions con-
tinue to apply the older Frye standard 
which asks whether the scientific meth-
odology has achieved general accep-
tance within the relevant scientific com-
munity. State courts in California, Illinois, 
New York, and Pennsylvania have con-
cluded that this technology is generally 

Qualified forensic experts help 
agencies explain gunshot detection 
evidence and strengthen their re-
sponse to courtroom challenges.

accepted and thus admissible in court.
When forensic conclusions are central 

to the issues in dispute, courts may exam-
ine the underlying science and method-
ology through Daubert or Frye hearings. 
Gunshot detection technology providers 
should have expert witnesses to explain 
the relevant scientific principles and the 
methodologies employed during forensic 
analysis. Agencies which have access to 
qualified forensic experts through their 
technology provider are generally better 
positioned to address these evidentiary 
challenges.

Targeting Violence, Not  
Communities

Despite its proven investigative and ev-
identiary value, acoustic gunshot detec-
tion technology faces criticism from some 
advocacy groups and commentators who 
allege its deployment is discriminatory 
because it is often concentrated in nonaf-
fluent urban neighborhoods. 

That argument confuses the location 
of the technology with the location of the 
violence. Shootings are disproportionate-
ly concentrated in a relatively small num-
ber of communities. Deploying lifesaving 

technology where gun violence is most 
prevalent is not discrimination – it is a 
targeted, data-driven response to a docu-
mented public safety problem. 

Residents of violence plagued neigh-
borhoods deserve the same access to 
public safety resources and rapid emer-
gency response as any other citizens.

Conclusion
As its use becomes more widespread, 

acoustic gunshot detection is increasingly 
serving not only as a rapid response tool, 
but also as a reliable source of evidence 
in criminal investigations. Understanding 
both its investigative and legal dimen-
sions is essential for effective use in the 
field and the courtroom. P&SN

Melissa Krum Dooher retired from the 
Alameda County District Attorney’s Of-
fice in Oakland, California, after 25 years 
of service as an Assistant District Attor-
ney. She now serves as the Senior Di-
rector of Forensics & Litigation Support 
at SoundThinking, where she manages 
the team of forensic experts who pro-
duce the ShotSpotter forensic reports 
and testify in court. For ShotSpotter-re-
lated forensics questions, contact the 
team at forensics@soundthinking.com
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L
eave the scene. Provide cre-
dentials to an internal sys-
tem. Transfer funds for a 
confidential operation. Send 

sensitive information to another 
officer immediately. Perhaps even 
disregard an instruction received 
minutes earlier.  

The officer has every reason 
to believe the order is legitimate. 
After all, it sounds exactly like the 
chief – except it isn’t.

Advances in artificial intelli-
gence have made it increasingly 
easy to clone a person’s voice or 
manipulate existing video and au-
dio. For law enforcement agencies, 
that undermines an assumption 
which has existed for generations: 
Hearing a familiar voice is no lon-
ger proof that the person speaking 

is who he or she claims to be. And, 
the threat is no longer theoretical.

When the Chief Becomes the  
Impostor

In October 2024, the Salt Lake 
City Police Department warned res-
idents about an unusually sophisti-
cated impersonation scam involving 
Chief Mike Brown. A Woods Cross 
resident received an email from 
what appeared to be a police-relat-
ed account. Attached was a video 
incorporating footage from an inter-
view Brown had given to a television 
station several years earlier. The 
accompanying audio had been artifi-
cially generated to closely mimic the 
chief’s voice. The supposed chief 
told the recipient that a wire transfer 
had failed and claimed that nearly 

$100,000 was still owed to the fed-
eral government.

At first listen, the recording was 
convincing. Salt Lake City police 
said the audio closely impersonated 
Brown’s voice and could lead some-
one to believe the message was 
genuine.

Closer examination exposed the 
deception. Speech patterns were 
unnatural, certain words received 
unusual emphasis, the tone varied, 
and edits could be detected between 
sentences. There was another clue: 
The message came from a Google 
account incorporating the depart-
ment’s name rather than an official 
slc.gov email address.

The case demonstrated how 
easily television interviews, press 
conferences, social media videos, 

Picture a patrol officer working a late shift when the phone rings. Caller ID appears to 
show the chief’s direct number. The voice on the other end sounds right; the cadence, 
inflection and manner of speaking are unmistakable. Then comes an urgent order.

CARL MAZZANTI

When the Chief’s Voice Is a Deepfake



policeandsecuritynews.com • September/October 2026     33policeandsecuritynews.com • May/June 2023      232       P&SN • November/December 2021 Circle 4000 for More Information



34  P&SN • September/October 2026

POLICEAMMO F

REALITY BASE
The BEST Way to Be Read

Readiness Come

• Marker Rounds  • Conversion Kits
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and other recordings already in the 
public domain can provide the raw 
material for an impersonation at-
tempt. For police executives, it rais-
es an even more troubling question: 
What happens when the target is 
not a citizen, but an employee ac-
customed to acting on orders from 
that official?

A Familiar Scam Gets More  
Convincing

Law enforcement impersonation 
scams are not new. What is chang-
ing is the technology available to 
make them more believable.

In 2024, the Merrimack County 
Sheriff’s Office in New Hampshire 
received dozens of reports of scam 
calls involving people pretending 
to be law enforcement officers or 
relatives. Sheriff David Croft said 
scammers were manipulating voic-
es with artificial intelligence while 
also spoofing caller ID information 
so calls appeared to originate from 
his office. Some victims were told 
there was a warrant for their arrest 
and that money, sometimes crypto-
currency, had to be paid to resolve 
it.

The problem has also expand-
ed well beyond individual police 
departments. In May 2025, the FBI 
warned of a malicious messaging 
campaign in which attackers used 
text messages and AI-generated 
voice messages to impersonate se-
nior US officials. Significantly, many 
of those targeted were themselves 
current or former senior federal or 
state government officials or people 
within their contact networks.

Then, in July 2026, the FBI’s 
Internet Crime Complaint Center 
issued another warning. Criminals 
were creating AI-generated videos 
depicting a senior FBI leader and 
using them to encourage victims to 
submit information through a fraud-
ulent website masquerading as the 
FBI’s IC3 complaint portal.

The combination is particularly con-
cerning. Artificial intelligence helps es-
tablish trust, while familiar government 
branding, spoofed websites, phone 
numbers, and email identities reinforce 
the deception.

From Spoofed Sheriff Calls to AI 
Kidnappings

Traditional impersonation scams 
continue to evolve alongside their 
AI-powered counterparts. In Au-
gust 2026, Pennsylvania Attorney 
General Dave Sunday warned of 
an increase in calls impersonating 
local county sheriff’s offices. Scam-
mers spoofed telephone numbers 
so the calls appeared legitimate, 
then claimed recipients had missed 
federal grand jury duty or a court 
hearing and faced arrest unless 
they paid “bail” or a “bond.”

The problem was evident in York 
County, Pennsylvania, where the 
sheriff’s office reported numerous 
calls from scammers posing as de-
partment employees. The callers 
used the names of real personnel 
and, in some instances, spoofed the 
sheriff’s office telephone number.

Victims were told they had an ac-
tive warrant, had missed jury duty, 
or had a relative in prison or the 
hospital. They were then pressured 
to make an immediate payment to 
resolve the supposed problem.

A July 2026 incident in Boone 
County, Missouri, showed how much 
more convincing the same strategy 
can become when artificial intelli-
gence is added. A resident received 
a call displaying the contact name 
and telephone number of the per-
son’s daughter. A voice sounding like 
the daughter said she had been kid-
napped at gunpoint. Another voice 
then demanded ransom money.

Authorities later located the 
daughter safely in Jefferson City, 
unaware that the call had even oc-
curred. The Boone County Sheriff’s 
Office said the daughter’s voice had 

been generated with AI. The tech-
nology may change, but the under-
lying strategy remains remarkably 
consistent: establish authority or fa-
miliarity, manufacture urgency and 
discourage the target from taking 
time to verify what is happening.

When a Police Captain Gets the Call
Lorain Police Captain Jacob 

Morris saw that playbook firsthand. 
Morris, a 16 year veteran of the 
Ohio department, received a call 
from a man identifying himself as 
“Captain Michael” with the Medina 
County Sheriff’s Department war-
rant division.

The caller said Morris had failed 
to report for jury duty and that a 
warrant was about to be issued 
for his arrest. There was, however, 
supposedly a way to resolve the 
matter: Pay $2,400.

The scammer had chosen the 
wrong target. Morris quickly recog-
nized red flags, including the caller’s 
mispronunciation of Medina and a 
story that did not fit his understand-
ing of court procedures. Rather than 
hang up, he began recording the 
conversation on his personal phone 
and allowed the caller to continue.

After roughly 20 minutes, Morris 
revealed that he was a police officer 
and had recorded the exchange. 
The recording was subsequently 
shared to help the public recognize 
similar scams.

There was no sophisticated AI 
clone involved in the Morris call. That 
is precisely what makes the incident 
useful.

The caller relied on the same el-
ements which make technologically 
advanced scams effective: authority, 
fear, urgency, and the assumption 
that the person on the other end of 
the line is legitimate. Add a cloned 
voice, a spoofed agency number or 
a manipulated video and recognizing 
the deception becomes considerably 
more difficult.

WHEN THE CHIEF’S VOICE IS A DEEPFAKE 
Continued from page 32
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The Risk Inside the Agency
For police agencies, the danger ex-

tends far beyond fraudulent requests for 
money. A convincing impersonation 
of a chief, sheriff, commander, or su-
pervisor could potentially be used to 

obtain credentials, request sensitive 
files, authorize financial transactions, 
or persuade an employee to take an 
action which would never normally be 
approved through an informal com-
munication.

That makes impersonation a cy-
bersecurity issue as much as an 
awareness and training issue. Agen-
cies should begin with one simple 
principle: No high-risk request 
should be authenticated solely 

Law enforcement agencies do not have to build 
their defenses against AI-enabled impersonation from 
scratch. Several federal resources are available at no 
cost and can help agencies recognize synthetic media, 
strengthen cybersecurity, train personnel, and prepare 
for impersonation attempts.

FBI Artificial Intelligence/Deepfake Guidance
The FBI identifies warning signs associated with 

AI-generated audio, images and video, including un-
natural pauses, unusual inflections, abnormal phrasing, 
inconsistent background noise, visual distortions, and 
unnatural movement. The Bureau also cautions that 
synthetic media has become sophisticated enough that 
visual or auditory clues alone should not be relied upon.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/3834xa88
Easy search: FBI AI deepfake guidance

NSA/FBI/CISA Deepfake Threat Guidance
Contextualizing Deepfake Threats to Organizations 

addresses synthetic media impersonation, organiza-
tional preparedness, authentication procedures, em-
ployee training, and responses to deepfake exploitation 
attempts. The guidance also encourages organizations 
to rehearse how personnel should respond before an 
actual incident occurs.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/y4w7xpm2
Easy search: NSA deepfake threats organizations

FBI Internet Crime Complaint Center (IC3) 
A July 2026 FBI warning describes criminals using 

AI-generated videos of FBI personnel along with fraud-
ulent websites and other impersonation techniques. 
The advisory provides practical indicators for identi-
fying suspicious videos, messages, URLs, telephone 
numbers, and contacts, as well as information victims 
should preserve when reporting an incident.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/zf3th5mz
Easy search: IC3 PSA260720

CISA Cyber Hygiene Services
CISA provides no cost vulnerability scanning and 

web application scanning to eligible US federal, state, 

local, tribal, and territorial government organizations, in-
cluding qualifying police and sheriff’s agencies. These 
services can help identify weaknesses which attackers 
may attempt to exploit during credential stealing or im-
personation campaigns.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/3d6xx6dz
Easy search: CISA Cyber Hygiene

CISA Cyber Security Evaluation Tool (CSET®)
CISA’s free CSET software helps organizations eval-

uate their IT and operational technology cybersecurity 
posture. Agencies can use it to identify potential weak-
nesses involving authentication, network configuration, 
access controls, and other areas which may become 
targets during social engineering or impersonation at-
tacks.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/mr5wvjr3
Easy search: CISA CSET

CISA Tabletop Exercise Packages
CISA provides downloadable tabletop exercise ma-

terials covering phishing, ransomware, insider threats, 
and other cyber incidents. Although there is not a spe-
cific “deepfake police chief” exercise, agencies can 
readily adapt social engineering scenarios for roll call 
or command training. For example: A lieutenant re-
ceives an urgent voice call apparently from the chief 
ordering credentials released or a financial transaction 
approved. What happens next?

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/bdhjpp26
Easy search: CISA tabletop exercises

DOJ COPS Office CRI-TAC
The Collaborative Reform Initiative Technical Assis-

tance Center provides no cost, individualized technical 
assistance to state, local, tribal, and territorial law en-
forcement agencies. Assistance can include consulta-
tion; training; policy development; strategic planning; 
and resource referrals in areas including technology, 
intelligence and information sharing, leadership, man-
agement, and supervision.

Official link: https://tinyurl.com/2fbf4m42 
Easy search: COPS CRI-TAC

Free Resources for Fighting AI Impersonation

WHEN THE CHIEF’S VOICE IS A DEEPFAKE 
Continued from page 36
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by a familiar voice, video image, email address, or 
caller ID.

Verification procedures should be established before 
an incident occurs. Sensitive or unusual orders may re-
quire a callback to a known telephone number, confir-
mation through a separate communications channel or 
another predetermined authentication method.

The objective is not to make routine communication 
cumbersome. It is to ensure that consequential deci-
sions cannot be authorized simply because a phone 
screen, email address, face, or voice appears familiar.

Building a Layered Technical Defense
Departments should also examine the technical 

safeguards surrounding their communications and 
information systems. Email systems should be con-
figured to identify spoofing and impersonation at-
tempts, with properly implemented SPF, DKIM and 
DMARC protections for agency domains. Advanced 
email security systems can also flag suspicious 
sender behavior, unusual links and look-alike do-
mains.

DNS layer security remains valuable for blocking 
connections to known malicious domains, phishing 
infrastructure and command and control systems. 

However, it should be part of a layered defense 
rather than treated as a complete solution.

Security Information and Event Management, or 
SIEM, technology can help agencies correlate ac-
tivity across email, endpoints, servers, identity sys-
tems, and other network resources. A Security Op-
erations Center (https://tinyurl.com/3bbb6k6w) 
can then monitor those alerts and investigate un-
usual behavior, such as abnormal login attempts, 
suspicious account activity or access from unex-
pected locations.

For agencies without the personnel or resources to 
operate those capabilities internally, a qualified managed 
service or managed security provider can supply some 
or all of that monitoring and response capability. Multi-
factor authentication, preferably phishing-resistant MFA 
(https://tinyurl.com/4vvwankw) where technically fea-
sible, should also be required for accounts providing ac-
cess to records systems, dispatch applications, adminis-
trative networks, and financial functions. A scammer may 
be able to clone a chief’s voice. That alone should never 
be enough to gain access to an agency’s systems.

Build the Policy Before the Call Comes
Technology alone will not solve the problem. De-

partments need policies which recognize the changing 
definition of identity in the AI era. Officers and civilian 
employees should understand that caller ID can be 
spoofed; email addresses can be imitated; video can 
be manipulated; and even the unmistakable voice of a 
trusted supervisor can now be reproduced. High-risk re-
quests deserve verification regardless of who appears 
to be making them.

Jacob Morris recognized his scam because he un-
derstood the warrant process well enough to know that 
the caller’s story did not make sense. The recipient of 
the Salt Lake City video had enough doubts to alert po-
lice.

Future attempts may provide fewer obvious warning 
signs. That is the larger lesson. The next impersonator 
may not mispronounce the name of a county or send a 
poorly written email. The next request may arrive from 
what appears to be the right telephone number, accom-
panied by the right face and delivered in the right voice.

Law enforcement agencies cannot prevent criminals 
from creating those deceptions. They can, however, 
make certain that a voice, even the chief’s voice, is nev-
er enough by itself to authorize a consequential action. 
P&SN

Carl Mazzanti is president of eMazzanti Technologies 
(emazzanti.net) in Hoboken, New Jersey, providing IT 
consulting services for organizations ranging from home 
offices to multinational corporations, municipalities and 
police departments.

WHEN THE CHIEF’S VOICE IS A DEEPFAKE 
Continued from page 38



policeandsecuritynews.com • September/October 2026     41patrolfinder.com

800-373-3609

getpatrolfinder@patrolfinder.com See Patrolfinder  
in action

Request a Demo

You know where your officers responded. 
 

Patrolfinder shows you where they’ve 
been — and where they haven’t. 

 
Identify coverage gaps. Improve officer awareness. 

Put real-time patrol intelligence in the hands 
of officers and supervisors. 

 
KNOW YOUR COVERAGE. 

PATROL SMARTER.

WHAT DIDN’T 
GET PATROLLED

LAST NIGHT?



42       P&SN • September/October 2026

The term “artificial intelligence” was 
introduced by John McCarthy and col-
leagues in a 1955 proposal for the 1956 
Dartmouth Summer Research Project 
on Artificial Intelligence. AI still has no 
universally accepted definition; Ian Mc-
Culloh, Ph.D., of Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity, offers a working one: “a machine 
that can sense, reason and act” (person-
al communication). What began as an 
academic research field seven decades 
ago is now a rapidly evolving technolo-
gy which agencies and researchers are 
working to understand and evaluate.

Law enforcement agencies are ex-

ploring AI across a wide range of tech-
nologies and tasks, including AI-enabled 
drones and robotic systems, analytics, 
transcription, and report writing. In report 
writing and investigative settings, AI-as-
sisted tools can generate transcripts, 
organize recorded information, flag pos-
sible inconsistencies for human review, 
and help users reconstruct events from 
recorded information.

Human in the Loop
 That growing reliance comes with an 

important requirement: human review. AI 
generated content can contain errors, 

omissions or misleading information, 
and someone must remain responsible 
for verifying its accuracy. In AI-assisted 
BWC reporting, the officer remains re-
sponsible for reviewing and approving 
the report, while supervisors may con-
duct additional review as part of their 
normal responsibilities. That review can 
add to existing workloads and, where job 
duties materially change, may also raise 
labor management issues requiring dis-
cussion or bargaining.

A Need for Scientific Study
Despite this rapid adoption and the 

operational and labor questions it rais-
es, little scientific research has examined 
how well AI-assisted BWC reporting ac-
tually works and its use in the workplace. 
Does it save employees time? What con-
cerns do they have about using it? Do 
agencies have written policies governing 
their use? And what training, if any, is giv-
en before employees rely on it?

To begin answering these questions, 
the Institute for the Prevention of In-cus-
tody Deaths, Inc. (IPICD), through its 
Center of Excellence for Artificial Intelli-
gence (AI Center), conducted a nation-
al survey distributed independently by 
E-mail through the California Force In-
structors Association, Police1, Xiphos, 
and other professional interest channels.

The 18 question survey was reviewed 
for content relevance prior to being 
E-mailed to individual law enforcement 
personnel across the United States. Se-
lect descriptive statistical findings are 
presented in this article. Space con-

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is reshaping public safety work and nowhere is 
that shift more visible than in AI-assisted Body-Worn Camera (BWC) report 
writing. 
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straints prohibit listing and discussing 
each finding. A complete finding report 
with both quantitative (descriptive and 
inferential statistics) and qualitative anal-
yses is forthcoming and will be published 
by the IPICD.

Survey Methodology
 The survey was developed using Sur-

veyMonkey and peer reviewed before be-
ing distributed through law enforcement 
professional interest channels with an 

estimated combined audience of approx-
imately 225,000 individuals. A total of 214 
usable survey responses were received 
from 34 states, the District of Columbia 
and Puerto Rico. Not every respondent 
answered every question, so the number 
of responses (n) varies by survey item. 
All responses were anonymous and are 
reported in aggregate. The survey was 
conducted for research and educational 
purposes.

Using the estimated distribution audi-
ence of 225,000 as the denominator, the 
214 usable responses represent approxi-
mately 0.1 percent of that audience. Be-
cause the survey was distributed through 
multiple professional interest channels 
and respondents opted in rather than be-
ing randomly selected, the findings de-
scribe this self-selected group and should 
not be interpreted as representative of 
American law enforcement as a whole.

Respondent Characteristics
The largest single age group, 43 to 54, 

comprised 48 percent of respondents; 
another 33 percent were 55 and older, 
and only 1.9 percent were 25 to 30 years 

old (N=214). Supervisors – including ser-
geants, lieutenants, captains, and higher 
ranking personnel – accounted for 49 per-
cent of respondents, while patrol officers 
and deputies accounted for 13 percent 
(n=212). The specific subgroup size (n) var-
ies throughout the survey because not ev-
ery respondent answered every question.

AI-assisted Report Writing 
Platforms

Among the 73 respondents who an-

The survey findings offer a starting 
point for understanding AI-assisted re-
port writing in law enforcement – high-
lighting both emerging practices and 
unanswered questions about training, 
policy, experience, and perceived risk.

The survey drew heavily from law 
enforcement leadership, with super-
visors accounting for 49% of respon-
dents and patrol officers and deputies 
comprising 13%.

Use PROMO Code LAWSUPPORT at online checkout to receive a 15% Discount



policeandsecuritynews.com • September/October 2026     45

swered the question about AI-assisted re-
port writing platforms, 40 percent report-
ed using Axon Draft One and 38 percent 
reported using another AI-assisted report 
writing platform. In a separate question 
about agency authorization, 34 percent 
said their agency authorized the use of an 
AI-assisted report writing tool, 57 percent 
said their agency did not and nine percent 
were unsure (n=191).

Policy and Training
When asked whether their agency had 

a written policy governing the use of AI to 
assist with report writing, 62 percent re-
plied “yes,” 31 percent replied “no” and 
seven percent were unsure (n=96). Among 
the 78 respondents who answered the 
training question, 47 percent said their 
agency had trained them to use AI-assist-
ed report writing tools.

 Among respondents for whom both 
policy and training information were avail-
able, agencies reporting having a written 
AI policy also reported training at a rate of 
roughly 60 percent, compared with about 
15 percent among agencies reporting 
no policy. This was a strong association 
within the survey sample, but it does not 
establish that having a policy causes train-
ing; that training leads to policy adoption; 
or that either is responsible for the other. 
Other factors, such as agency size, avail-
able resources or leadership priorities, 
may influence both. The forthcoming full 
report will examine this relationship in 
greater detail.

Using AI at Work
Among the 77 respondents who an-

swered the question about frequency of 
use, ten percent said they used an agency 
authorized AI report writing platform daily; 
12 percent used one two to three times per 
week; 25 percent used one occasionally – a 
few times per month or less – and 53 per-
cent said they never used one. Open-end-
ed responses also indicated that some re-

spondents used AI tools at work even when 
those tools were not agency approved, a 
practice often referred to as “shadow AI.”

In a separate item (n=210), 21 percent of 
respondents reported using an agency ap-
proved AI platform, while 22 percent said 
they did not use one. Thirty-one percent 
reported that their agency did not have 
an approved AI platform and 15 percent 
reported that their agency did not have a 
specific policy identifying approved AI plat-
forms.

 When usage frequency responses 
(n=77) were compared with respondents’ 
reported training status, trained respon-
dents did not report regular use at a clear-
ly higher rate than untrained respondents. 
The descriptive results suggest that train-
ing alone may not explain adoption. Oth-
er factors, such as trust in the technology, 
workload or ease of use, may also play a 
role, but this survey cannot establish which 
factors, if any, cause employees to use an 
AI tool regularly.

How Respondents Use AI at 
Work

Respondents identified a variety of rea-

sons for using AI at work. Among respon-
dents to this item (n=42), frequently cited 
benefits included saving time (22 percent); 
improving report clarity (18 percent); im-
proving spelling, grammar and readability 
(21 percent); and capturing information the 
user may have overlooked (13 percent).

AI Use Concerns
Sixty percent of respondents to the re-

port writing concern question (21 of 35) 
expressed concern about accuracy er-
rors; 51 percent (18 of 35) cited incom-
plete information; and 46 percent (16 of 
35) expressed concern about legal liability 
if errors went undetected before a report 
was submitted. Separately, 11 percent 
of respondents to the time-saving ques-
tion said AI-assisted report writing did not 
save them time.

Independent research has also ques-
tioned whether AI-assisted report writ-
ing necessarily produces the expected 
time savings. Adams, Barter, McLean, 
Boehme, and Geary conducted a prereg-
istered randomized controlled trial involv-
ing 85 officers and 755 reports in a single 
police department. The researchers found 

Agencies with written AI policies were 
far more likely to report training, al-
though the survey does not establish 
that policy adoption causes training 
– or vice versa.
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no statistically significant reduction in 
report writing time attributable to Axon 
Draft One in that setting. The finding 
does not establish that AI-assisted re-
port writing can never save time, but 
it cautions against assuming that time 
savings will occur in every agency or 
application.

Other reporting has raised similar 
concerns while also illustrating the im-
portance of distinguishing between 
different AI tools. In July 2026, Forbes 
reported that officers in Lafayette, Indi-
ana, testing Axon’s Form One – an AI 
tool designed to help populate adminis-
trative report fields – said correcting er-
rors sometimes caused the process to 
take longer. Form One performs a differ-
ent function from Draft One’s narrative 
generation capability, so those experi-
ences should not be treated as a repli-
cation of the Draft One study. An ACLU 
review published in May 2026 cited the 
Adams study as finding no time savings 
from Draft One and also cited a sepa-
rate 2025 evaluation of another AI tool 
that found increased time per incident.

Legal and prosecutorial responses 
are also developing. The King County 
Prosecuting Attorney’s Office in Wash-
ington has told area law enforcement 
agencies that it will not accept police 
report narratives produced with AI as-
sistance. California requires disclosure 
when covered AI is used to generate 
police reports, verification by the re-
port’s author, retention of the original AI 
generated first draft, and an audit trail. 
Utah requires an AI disclosure and cer-
tification by the author that the AI-as-
sisted report or record was read and 
reviewed for accuracy.

Technology has also changed in re-
sponse to concerns about preserving 
the original AI-generated draft. Axon 
now provides agencies with the ability 
to retain original Draft One narratives 
and records audit events associated 

with their generation, access and re-
tention. The original draft retention set-
ting is off by default; however, allowing 
agencies to determine whether and how 
retained drafts fit their policies and re-
cords retention requirements.

When asked more generally about 
AI use, 72 percent of respondents ex-
pressed concern about AI accuracy, 
while 59 percent were concerned about 
AI generated reports being submit-
ted without adequate human review 
(n=212). Respondents also raised con-
cerns involving vendor data security, 
public trust and employee discipline. An 
exploratory analysis of these responses 
suggested two broad patterns: con-
cerns about the accuracy of the work 
product itself and concerns involving 
institutional trust and accountability. 
Because this analysis is preliminary and 
will be detailed in the Center’s forth-
coming full report, the findings should 
be treated as hypothesis generating 
rather than conclusive.

Beyond the Percentages: 
What a Deeper Look Is Be-
ginning to Show

 The percentages above tell only 
part of the story. A deeper statistical 
review of the same survey responses, 
now underway as part of the Center’s 
forthcoming full report, is identifying 
patterns which warrant additional study. 
One involves years of service. Respon-
dents with fewer than ten years on the 
job reported avoiding workplace AI at 
a rate of approximately 35 percent, or 
eight of 23 respondents, compared with 
approximately 13 percent, or 21 of 160 
respondents, among those with 17 or 
more years of service. This descriptive 
difference should not be generalized 

beyond the survey sample, but it rais-
es a useful question for future research 
about whether years of service are as-
sociated with willingness to use work-
place AI.

A second early finding may be partic-
ularly relevant to policy writers. Among 
respondents for whom both policy and 
training information were available, 
agencies reporting a written AI policy 
also reported training at a rate of rough-
ly 60 percent, compared with about 15 
percent among agencies reporting no 
policy. The relationship does not estab-
lish that policy adoption causes training, 
but it suggests that policy and training 
frequently occur together. For agency 
leaders, the practical question is wheth-
er implementing an AI policy without 
accompanying education and training 
could leave employees uncertain about 
how the technology should be used.

Leadership and line personnel also 
reported different perspectives. Super-
visors and higher ranking respondents 
were more likely than line personnel to 
report knowing their agency’s AI au-
thorization status – approximately 41 
percent versus 24 percent (n=111, lead-
ership; n=79, line). Leadership respon-
dents were also more likely to express 
concern about AI-generated content 
being submitted without adequate re-
view, approximately 67 percent ver-
sus 49 percent among line personnel 
(n=212). These descriptive differences 
may reflect different job responsibilities 
or experiences, but the survey does not 
establish why the groups responded dif-
ferently. 

Another early result may be relevant 
to command staff. Among the 77 re-
spondents who answered the usage fre-
quency question, receiving training was 
not clearly associated with more regular 
use of an AI tool. Training may expose 
personnel to the technology, but these 
survey results do not show that training 
alone leads to adoption. Other factors 
– including trust in the tool, workload, 
perceived usefulness, and ease of use 
– may also influence whether personnel 
use AI regularly. Additional analysis will 
be needed to determine which factors 
are most closely associated with adop-
tion.

When respondents were grouped ac-
cording to the concerns they reported 
about AI – including accuracy, unre-
viewed content, vendor data security, 
public trust, and discipline – an explor-
atory analysis suggested two broad pat-
terns. One centered primarily on institu-
tional trust and accountability, while the 

While AI-assisted reporting may 
promise greater efficiency, respon-
dents raised significant concerns 
about accuracy, missing information 
and legal liability – and independent 
research suggests time savings are 
not guaranteed.

 For respondents using AI at work, the 
leading benefits centered on efficien-
cy and report quality – saving time, 
improving readability and clarity, and 
helping capture overlooked details.

AI IN POLICE REPORT WRITING: WHAT LAW ENFORCEMENT LEADERS NEED TO KNOW 
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other centered primarily on the accura-
cy of the work product. This preliminary 
finding will be examined in greater detail 
in the Center’s forthcoming report and 
should not yet be interpreted as estab-
lishing two definitive categories of law 
enforcement personnel.

Respondents were asked separately 
what AI training they wanted for them-
selves and what training they believed 
their agencies needed (n=127 and n=119 
open-ended responses, respectively). 
The response patterns differed depend-
ing on the question. Responses about 
personal training tended to emphasize 
skills and uses extending beyond report 
writing, while responses about agency 
needs more often emphasized gover-
nance issues such as policy clarity, data 
security and accountability. Because not 
every respondent answered both ques-
tions, these findings are best understood 
as differences between the two sets of 
responses unless a matched response 
analysis confirms that the comparison 
involves the same individuals. 

A caution belongs here, too: When we 
broke respondents into smaller groups 
by rank or job title, some categories were 
thin, a handful of respondents in certain 
title categories, for instance, and raw per-
centages in those small groups should 
be read as suggestive, not conclusive, 
until a larger sample confirms them. 

There is a broader point worth nam-
ing here about method, not just find-
ings. Percentages alone establish that 
concerns exist and roughly how often. 
It was only by reading respondents’ 
own words, not counting checkbox 
answers, that a distinction emerged: 
The same people asked for noticeably 
different things depending on wheth-
er the question was about themselves 
or about their agency. A closed-ended 
survey question would have missed that 
shift entirely. Understanding AI adoption 
in policing, in other words, is not only a 
technology question; it is also a ques-
tion about the tacit, on-the-job judg-
ment officers bring to it which shows up 
in their words long before it shows up in 
a percentage.

Summary
This survey offers an evidence-based 

snapshot of how this self-selected 
group of law enforcement personnel is 
experiencing AI-assisted report writ-
ing, where respondents say policy and 
training are keeping pace with adoption, 
where gaps may exist, and what kinds 
of assistance personnel say they want. 
It also raises questions for further study: 

why respondents with fewer years of 
service reported more AI avoidance 
than longer-serving respondents; why 
training status was not clearly associat-
ed with regular use in this sample; and 
whether line personnel and command 
staff view AI-related risks differently. 
The AI Center views these findings as 
starting points for additional research 
rather than final conclusions.

Readers should therefore treat the find-
ings as descriptive of this survey sample, 
not as national estimates of law enforce-
ment attitudes or practices. The results 
identify issues worthy of further discus-
sion and study and provide a foundation 
for the Center’s forthcoming quantitative 
and qualitative analyses. P&SN
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O n June 29, 2026, the Supreme Court 
decided Chatrie v. United States, 
holding that a geofence warrant 
used to obtain a person’s cell phone 

location history from Google is a search 
under the Fourth Amendment. The opinion 
does not specifically address Automatic Li-
cense Plate Readers (ALPRs), pole camer-
as or drones, but its reasoning challenges 
some of the legal principles courts have 
traditionally relied upon to uphold the use 
of these technologies. In the Fourth Circuit, 
that conflict already has a name: Schmidt 
v. City of Norfolk, a pending appeal which 
could become the first circuit level test of 
what Chatrie means for camera systems 
departments have already deployed. This 
article traces that doctrinal line; explains 
the mosaic and time machine theories driv-
ing it; and offers guidance for building pro-
grams which can withstand the direction in 
which the law is moving.

From Katz  to Chatrie:  
The Line Being Redrawn

Modern search doctrine begins with 
Katz v. United States which asks whether 
government conduct intrudes on an ex-
pectation of privacy which society recog-
nizes as reasonable. For decades, Katz 
coexisted with the third-party doctrine: a 
person generally has no privacy interest 
in information voluntarily conveyed to a 
third party. United States v. Jones began 
to disrupt that balance. The Court held 
that attaching a GPS tracking device to 
a vehicle constituted a search under the 
Fourth Amendment because it involved a 

physical trespass. In separate concurring 
opinions, several justices went further, 
warning that continuously tracking a per-
son’s public movements for an extended 
period — in this case, about a month — 
could also raise Fourth Amendment con-
cerns because of the detailed picture of a 
person’s life such monitoring can create. 
Carpenter v. United States made that 
concern part of the Court’s holding. The 
Court concluded that 127 days of cell site 
records constituted a search because the 
records gave police an all-encompassing 
account of a person’s whereabouts, even 
though the defendant’s carrier possessed 
the data. Chatrie confirms that Carpenter 
was not an isolated decision. The govern-
ment’s request reached back only about 
two hours, yet the Court found a protected 
privacy interest and declined to adopt a 
categorical duration rule. As the Court ex-
plained, where the Fourth Amendment ap-
plies, it applies regardless of the quality or 
quantity of information obtained. Duration 
is now a factor courts weigh, not a thresh-
old on which a short program can rely to 
avoid the Fourth Amendment altogether.

Commentators call this the mosaic the-
ory. Individually innocuous data points, 
such as one ping, one plate read or one 
camera frame, can collectively reveal a 
portrait of a person’s movements and 
associations which no single observation 
could provide. In Leaders of a Beautiful 
Struggle v. Baltimore Police Department, 
the en banc Fourth Circuit struck down 
a citywide aerial monitoring program 
and emphasized that combining it with 

tools police already possessed, including 
ALPR, magnified the constitutional con-
cern. A related time machine concern is 
that comprehensive and cheaply search-
able records let police reconstruct a per-
son’s past after an investigation makes 
that person relevant, even though officers 
had no reason to watch the person when 
the events occurred.

License Plate Readers:  
Where the Doctrine Stands

Most courts which have considered 
ALPR directly have declined to find a 
search, but their reasoning is narrow-
er than is often suggested. The Massa-
chusetts Supreme Judicial Court upheld 
four bridge cameras in Commonwealth 
v. McCarthy, while leaving open the pos-
sibility that historic ALPR data collected 
by enough cameras in enough locations 
could invade a reasonable expectation of 
privacy. The Ninth Circuit resolved United 
States v. Yang on standing grounds, with 
a concurrence cautioning that a warrant 
might eventually be required if the tech-
nology developed toward Carpenter level 
comprehensiveness. In January 2026, the 
Eastern District of Virginia upheld Nor-
folk’s 175 camera network in Schmidt, 
reasoning that a rolling 21 day retention 
period kept the system from producing an 
all-encompassing record. The court nev-
ertheless acknowledged that the system 
could become too intrusive as camera 
density increased and upheld it only under 
the circumstances then presented. This 
line of cases applies a scale and density 

SURVEILLANCE AFTER CHATRIE : 
THE RULES ARE CHANGING 
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SHIELD PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING, INC.

What the Supreme Court’s 
geofence ruling could mean 
for ALPRs, pole cameras, 
drones, and the growing 
ability to reconstruct a 
person’s movements
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analysis, not a categorical rule. Schmidt 
is now before the Fourth Circuit, with the 
ACLU and Electronic Frontier Founda-
tion participating as amici. The district 
court relied in part on a Fourth Circuit 
Chatrie panel opinion which was later 
vacated en banc and reversed by the Su-
preme Court. ALPR is not a cell phone 
case and stationary cameras trace to an 
older line of authority holding that drivers 
ordinarily lack a privacy interest in move-
ments exposed to public view. Chatrie 
nevertheless weakens the argument that 
voluntary exposure and short retention 
alone defeat any privacy interest.
Pole Cameras:  
A Split Chatrie  Has Complicated

Pole camera doctrine is older and the 
government prevails more often than is 
sometimes assumed. Eight federal cir-
cuits have upheld long-term, warrantless 
exterior monitoring as conventional tech-
nology comparable to a security camera. 
An older Fifth Circuit decision, United 
States v. Cuevas Sanchez, found a search 
where the defendant had fenced the ob-
served area from public view. The First 
Circuit divided evenly en banc in United 
States v. Moore Bush over eight months 
of continuous footage. Three judges rea-
soned that duration transformed public 

moments into a comprehensive record 
which no one would expect to be per-
fectly preserved for future examination. 
Many government favorable decisions 
rely heavily on duration, treating shorter 
monitoring periods as conventional while 
expressing greater concern about many 
months of continuous observation. Cha-
trie does not resolve that division, but it 
removes a significant premise from any 
opinion that treats a shorter period as 
sufficient by itself.  Legal scholars com-
menting on Chatrie have noted that, 
because the Court declined to treat the 
length of surveillance as the deciding fac-
tor, it may now be harder to predict how 
courts will evaluate challenges involving 
pole cameras used continuously for sev-
eral months.

Drones:  An Already Skeptical  
Doctrine Meets a Fast-growing 
Program

Aerial observation doctrine dates to 
three Supreme Court cases from the 
1980s holding that warrantless obser-
vation from public airspace generally 
is not a search because members of 
the public flying overhead could see 
the same area. Drones do not fit com-
fortably within that framework. In Long 
Lake Township v. Maxon, a Michigan 
appellate court required a warrant for 
low altitude, targeted drone observa-
tion of a home, reasoning that drones 
can reach altitudes and intimate spac-
es which conventional aircraft cannot. 
Leaders of a Beautiful Struggle re-
mains controlling Fourth Circuit author-
ity on persistent aerial monitoring and 
provides an important analytical frame-
work for drone programs. According to 
the Electronic Frontier Foundation’s 
Atlas of Surveillance and related pub-
lic reporting, Drone as First Respond-
er programs have expanded rapidly 
since 2018. Many platforms can be 
integrated with plate reader and identi-
ty linking data which presents the type 
of data combination the Fourth Circuit 
identified as a constitutional multipli-
er. The practical risk is less about one 
flight than about the record a program 
accumulates. A drone network with 
months of retained, searchable foot-
age cross-referenced against an ALPR 
database begins to resemble the ag-
gregated record which concerned the 
Court in Carpenter and Chatrie.

A Concrete Illustration: Leonar-
do’s SignalTrace™ and Multi-sen-
sor Data Fusion

Leonardo S.p.A., through its ELSAG 
public safety technology business, offers 
SignalTrace as a capability designed 
to operate alongside automatic license 
plate reader systems. Rather than rely-
ing exclusively on a camera image and 
license plate number, SignalTrace adds 
another layer of information by detecting 
electronic signals being transmitted by 
nearby consumer devices.

The technology can detect and devel-
op electronic signatures associated with 
signals such as Bluetooth®, Wi-Fi and 
radio frequency identification (RFID). 
These signatures do not, by themselves, 
provide an investigator with the name of 
the person carrying a phone, smartwatch 
or other device. Instead, the system is 
designed to recognize when the same 
electronic signatures, or recurring groups 
of signatures, appear at different loca-
tions and times.

Consider a vehicle which routine-
ly passes an ALPR location while two 
smartphones and a smartwatch are locat-
ed inside it. The plate reader provides the 
vehicle information, while SignalTrace 
detects electronic signatures associated 
with devices moving nearby. If substan-
tially the same combination repeatedly 
appears with that vehicle, the system can 
establish an association between the ve-
hicle, those device signatures, along with 
the location and the time of detection. 
The value comes from recognizing the 
pattern again later.

For example, if one of those previ-
ously observed device signatures sub-
sequently appears near a different ve-
hicle or at another location relevant to 
an investigation, an investigator may be 
able to search the historical information 
and identify the earlier association. Con-
versely, a recurring combination of device 
signatures may provide another means 
of recognizing a vehicle or travel pattern 
in situations where a usable license plate 
image was not captured.

Leonardo’s product materials and pat-
ents describe capabilities for correlating 
electronic signatures with license plate 
records, analyzing movement patterns, 
identifying devices which repeatedly trav-
el together and developing information 
about possible routes. In this respect, 
SignalTrace expands the traditional 
ALPR model from a record centered pri-

Courts have generally upheld ALPR 
use, while warning that larger, denser 
networks could raise Fourth Amend-
ment concerns.

Chatrie has further complicated the 
legal divide over prolonged pole cam-
era surveillance, making duration a 
less certain measure of when moni-
toring becomes a Fourth Amendment 
search.

SURVEILLANCE AFTER CHATRIE: THE RULES ARE CHANGING 
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Understanding Chatrie: 
Geofence Warrants and the Fourth Amendment

LARRY E. HOLTZ, ESQ.

U nlike a traditional warrant aimed at a known suspect, a 
geofence warrant works in reverse. Officers identify a 

crime location and time period, and a technology compa-
ny searches its location database for devices which were 
in, or near, that area. The tool can help identify unknown 
suspects or witnesses, but it also raises significant Fourth 
Amendment concerns because it may capture location 
information for people who happened to be nearby.
 In Chatrie v. United States, 609 U.S. ___ (6/29/2026), 

the U.S. Supreme Court addressed a geofence warrant 
used to investigate a Virginia bank robbery. The robber 
entered the Call Federal Credit Union in Midlothian, Vir-
ginia, displayed a handgun, threatened bank employees, 
forced the manager to open the safe, and fled with ap-
proximately $195,000. Surveillance footage showed that 
the robber appeared to be using a cell phone before the 
robbery, but investigators had no suspect.
 Officers obtained a geofence warrant directed to Goo-

gle. The warrant sought Location History data for phones 
within a 150 meter radius of the credit union during a one 
hour window surrounding the robbery. Google’s response 
eventually identified three users, one of whom was Okel-
lo Chatrie. His location data placed him near the credit 
union shortly before the robbery and showed him leaving 
the area afterward. Officers later executed search war-
rants at residences associated with Chatrie and found 
robbery demand notes, nearly $100,000 in cash and a 
9mm pistol. Chatrie pleaded guilty and was sentenced to 
nearly 12 years in prison.
 The Fourth Circuit upheld the conviction, reasoning 

that obtaining Chatrie’s Google Location History data 
was not a Fourth Amendment search because he had 
voluntarily provided the information to Google. The Su-
preme Court disagreed. Relying heavily on Carpenter 
v. United States, the Court held that police conduct a 
Fourth Amendment “search” when they obtain a person’s 
cell phone Location History data from Google. The Court 
explained that individuals have a reasonable expectation 
of privacy in detailed records of their cell phone location, 
even when that information is held by a third-party tech-
nology company.
 The Court emphasized that Google Location History 

may be even more revealing than traditional cell site 
location information. It can record a phone’s location 

frequently, pinpoint location with greater precision and 
even estimate elevation, potentially showing which 
floor of a building a person entered. The Court also 
rejected the government’s argument that two hours of 
location data was too brief to trigger Fourth Amend-
ment protection. Even short-term location tracking can 
reveal sensitive information, such as visits to a home, 
doctor, lawyer, religious site, political event, or other 
private location.
 The Court also declined to apply the traditional 

third-party doctrine. Although Google stored the data, the 
Court concluded that ordinary smartphone use does not 
mean a person has surrendered constitutional protection 
in detailed digital location records.
 Importantly, the Court did not decide whether the 

geofence warrant was valid. Instead, it remanded the 
case for the lower court to decide whether the warrant 
was supported by probable cause and described with 
sufficient particularity. For law enforcement, the practical 
lesson is clear: Geofence warrants are searches under 
the Fourth Amendment and must be drafted with care-
ful attention to probable cause, narrow time and location 
limits, minimization procedures, and particularized stan-
dards for moving from anonymized data to identifying a 
specific user.
 It should be noted, however, that Google has now in-

stituted a significant change which apparently insulates 
Location History data from geofence warrants. In July 
2025, years after the geofence warrant used in this case, 
Google now stores Location History data on individual 
users’ devices rather than on its own servers. As a result, 
Google is no longer capable of responding to geofence 
warrants which seek Location History data.
 Larry E. Holtz has served as a Detective Sergeant 

with the Atlantic City, New Jersey, Police Department; a 
Deputy Attorney General for the state of New Jersey, and 
an Assistant County Prosecutor. Presently, Mr. Holtz is a 
leading author for Blue360° Media, the largest US provid-
er of legal information which is solely focused on serving 
law enforcement. Mr. Holtz is a certified police trainer and 
teaches on a regular basis. He is a member of the bar in 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania and the District of Columbia 
and is admitted to practice before the federal bar in the 
District of New Jersey and the Third Circuit.
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marily on a vehicle and plate number to 
one capable of correlating several types 
of observations.

From an investigative standpoint, that 
additional information can help develop 
leads when investigators begin with in-
complete information. They may know 
a plate number, a vehicle, an electronic 
signature, a location, or a recurring group 
of devices and use the system to search 
for related observations. SignalTrace 
therefore does not necessarily require an 
investigation to begin with the identity of 
a particular person.

An important distinction is that de-
tecting an electronic signature is not the 
same as identifying the individual carry-
ing the device. A phone can be borrowed, 
left inside a vehicle or detected while its 
owner is merely nearby. Likewise, two 
devices which repeatedly appear togeth-
er establish proximity, not necessarily the 
nature of the relationship between their 
users. Any association produced by the 
system remains an investigative lead 
which must be evaluated and corroborat-
ed using other information.

That distinction is also what makes 
SignalTrace relevant to the developing 
Fourth Amendment questions discussed 
here. The constitutional issue is not sim-
ply whether an individual plate read or 
wireless device signature reveals a per-
son’s identity. The larger question is what 
can be learned when those observations 
are retained, made searchable and com-
bined over time. A recurring electron-
ic signature which initially contains no 
name may become considerably more 
informative when correlated with vehicle 
registration information, ALPR records, 
locations, other device signatures, or ad-
ditional investigative data.

SignalTrace thus provides a useful 

example of the broader evolution of sur-
veillance technology: Separate pieces of 
information which reveal relatively little 
on their own can become more useful – 
and potentially more revealing – when a 
system is able to associate them across 
multiple locations and encounters. For 
agencies, the technology’s investigative 
capabilities make questions involving 
retention, access, data sharing, and the 
combination of information from different 
systems particularly important when de-
veloping policy.

The Pushback Is Not Only  
Constitutional

A second, faster moving front has little 
to do with the Fourth Amendment: state 
statutory law. California’s ALPR Priva-
cy Act, Civil Code sections 1798.90.5 
through 1798.90.55, requires a public 
usage and privacy policy, access logging 
and limits on data sharing. The statute 
authorizes damages of $2,500 for each 
violation. In Bartholomew v. Parking Con-
cepts, Inc., the California Court of Appeal 
held in 2026 that failure to publish the re-
quired policy can itself support a claim, 
without a separate data breach or misuse 
allegation. The California Supreme Court 
denied review. Other states have consid-
ered or enacted restrictions after agen-
cies learned that vendor default settings 
allowed broader sharing than governing 
bodies had approved. NPR and local 
news organizations also reported con-
tract cancellations during 2025 and 2026 
involving camera, plate reader and drone 
platforms.

Building Programs for Where the 
Law Is Going

None of this requires agencies to aban-
don ALPRs, pole cameras or drones. The 
SignalTrace example, likewise, is not a 
criticism of a particular company or prod-
uct. The relevant question is whether the 
agency has built a lawful, transparent 
and auditable program. The following 
measures provide a practical compliance 
framework.

• Retention: Set the shortest period 
each technology’s purpose is 
justified and be able to explain why. 
A short window helps after Cha-
trie, but no longer guarantees an 
outcome.

• Sharing scope: Disable default 
nationwide sharing settings; require 

case-by-case, documented autho-
rization before another agency can 
query local data.

• Fusion review: Combining ALPR, 
aerial platforms, facial recognition, 
or device-signature add-ons like 
SignalTrace should get independent 
Fourth Amendment review before 
deployment.

• Duration discipline: Avoid 
open-ended camera and drone 
deployments; use defined windows 
with periodic reauthorization.

• Policy and audit trail: Confirm that 
a compliant and genuinely public 
usage policy exists and is followed. 
Under some statutes, the absence 
of the required policy can itself 
create liability.

• Contractual control: Vendor 
agreements should give the munic-
ipality, not the vendor, control over 
every sharing, retention and fusion 
setting, with audit rights.

• Periodic legal review: Reassess 
each program’s Fourth Amendment 
posture annually and after any 
decision which touches the doctrine 
directly.

Conclusion
Chatrie is not an ALPR, pole camera 

or drone case, and it resolves none of 
those questions directly. It does confirm 
that the Supreme Court will look beyond 
the third-party doctrine’s traditional for-
malities and ask whether a technology 
allows the government to reconstruct a 
revealing account of a person’s move-
ments. It also establishes that short du-
ration is not, by itself, a safe harbor. The 
programs most likely to withstand legal 
scrutiny will be those designed now with 
narrow retention, controlled sharing, doc-
umented access, periodic review, and 
careful limits on the combination of data 
sources. P&SN

James E. “Jeb” Brown, Esq., is the 
cofounder of Shield Public Safety Train-
ing, Inc. (shieldpst.org), a national law 
enforcement legal education organiza-
tion. He previously served as Supervis-
ing Deputy City Attorney for the City of 
Riverside and as Chief Assistant County 
Counsel for Riverside County, California, 
in a career centered on representing and 
advising law enforcement officers and 
agencies. 

Expanding drone programs raises 
new Fourth Amendment concerns 
as persistent aerial surveillance is 
combined with searchable data from 
other systems.

SURVEILLANCE AFTER CHATRIE: THE RULES ARE CHANGING 
Continued from page 50
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DOJ Releases National Standards 
for Law Enforcement De-escalation Training

CISA Program Targets Access to Bomb-Making Materials

The U.S. Department of Justice’s Office of Commu-
nity Oriented Policing Services (COPS Office), working 
with the National Policing Institute, has released National 
Standards for Law Enforcement De-escalation Training, 
establishing requirements for training programs seeking 
certification under the Law Enforcement De-escalation 
Training Act of 2022 (LEDTA). 

The document establishes 14 national standards – 

seven addressing training development and delivery 
and seven covering training content. Requirements in-
clude interactive and scenario-based instruction, use 
of scientific research and real-world examples, partic-
ipation by crisis response subject matter experts, and 
trauma informed approaches. 

Training content must address de-escalation tech-
niques such as communication, active listening, rap-
port building, tactical repositioning, and use of time 
and distance. Other areas include recognizing and 
responding to people in crisis, relevant use-of-force 
and disability laws, community crisis resources, deci-
sion-making, preservation of human life, and first re-
sponder wellness. 

Under LEDTA, DOJ funding for de-escalation and 
crisis response training following release of the stan-
dards must support LEDTA certified programs or 
courses. The standards are currently in a pilot phase 
and may be revised as guidance and policy consider-
ations evolve. 

The guide can be downloaded free from the COPS Of-
fice Resource Center at https://tinyurl.com/5s7b4wcn

The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency 
(CISA) offers the Bomb-Making Materials Aware-
ness Program (BMAP) to help prevent terror-
ists and criminals from obtaining materials 
which can be used to construct home-
made explosives and improvised explo-
sive devices.

Sponsored by CISA’s Office for 
Bombing Prevention, BMAP focuses 
on restricting access to explosive pre-
cursor chemicals, powders, target ma-
terials, and associated components. 
The program concentrates largely on 
the planning phase of a potential attack, 
particularly the acquisition of materials 
and bomb-building stages.

BMAP also works to improve recognition and 
reporting of suspicious purchasing behavior and re-

duce the theft or diversion of materials which could be 
misused. Outreach efforts bring together law 

enforcement, emergency services, busi-
nesses, and other public and private 

sector partners to create a broader 
network capable of identifying poten-
tially suspicious activity.

Among its resources are free 
awareness materials, videos and 
online training. CISA and the FBI 
also operate Operation Flashpoint, 
an outreach initiative encouraging 

businesses which sell potentially ex-
ploitable materials to recognize and 

voluntarily report suspicious activity.
Additional information, training re-

sources and a downloadable BMAP fact 
sheet are available at cisa.gov/bmap
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New technology, smarter strategies and practical solutions are reshaping 
traffic enforcement and roadway safety.

STEPHENIE SLAHOR, PH.D.

Traffic Safety and Enforcement 2026: Traffic Safety and Enforcement 2026: 
New Tools, Tech and TacticsNew Tools, Tech and Tactics

A lthough traffic fatalities 
have declined from their 
pandemic-era peak, tens 

of thousands of people continue to 
die on America’s streets, roads and 
highways each year. The National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administra-

tion estimates that 36,640 people 
died in motor vehicle traffic crash-
es in 2025, a 6.7 percent decrease 
from 2024. The US Department of 
Transportation continues to seek 
comprehensive and effective ap-
proaches to reducing traffic deaths, 
including safer vehicles, safer 
speeds and road conditions, im-
proved driver behavior, and higher 
standards of post-crash care. With 
law enforcement playing a key role 
in preventing and reducing traf-
fic-related fatalities, injuries and 
property damage, both public ed-
ucation and upholding safety laws 
come to the fore. Among the re-
cent measures focusing on this are 
combating impaired and distracted 
driving, speeding, and determining 

solutions to safety challenges in a 
jurisdiction’s streets and highways. 
These measures also include the 
law enforcement collected data 
which identifies and deters unsafe 
conditions. That information leads 
to media campaigns; countermea-
sures to deter unsafe driving; test-
ing programs for laboratory and 
technical improvements; and initia-
tives to reduce high-risk situations.

Grappling with Safe Pursuits
 When something is bothersome 

and interferes with sleep, it might 
be the moment in time when a new 
and unique solution occurs. Such 
was the case for Leonard Stock 
who had seen a disturbing traffic 
accident account in the news. His 

The Grappler is a vehicle-mounted 
pursuit management device installed 
on the front of a police vehicle. It 
carries a deployable net which can 
be released to wrap around the rear 
wheel or axle of a fleeing vehicle, 
helping bring it to a controlled stop. 
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creativity was jogged and he devel-
oped the idea of the “Grappler,” a 
device which could avoid the dan-
gers associated with pit maneuvers 
and spike strips and, instead, bring 
a fleeing vehicle and driver to a 
slower and safer stop. 
The risks are not merely theoret-

ical. In August 2026, an Arkansas 
State Police pursuit provided a dra-
matic example of how quickly a PIT 
maneuver can produce unintended 

consequences. During a pursuit 
on Interstate 555 near Trumann, a 
fleeing Hyundai Sonata had report-
edly reached approximately 130 
mph when a trooper performed a 
Tactical Vehicle Intervention, Ar-
kansas’ term for a PIT maneuver. 
The Hyundai lost control and struck 
an uninvolved Toyota SUV occu-
pied by a 68-year-old woman and 
a 73-year-old man. Their SUV left 
the highway and overturned several 

times, leaving both occupants seri-
ously injured and requiring emer-
gency extrication and hospitaliza-
tion. You can watch the dash cam 
video on YouTube: Arkansas State 
Police pursuit ends in rollover crash 
involving an uninvolved vehicle 
(https://tinyurl.com/yrcvcx65).
The incident illustrates one of the 

inherent risks of PIT maneuvers: 
Deliberately causing a fleeing ve-

A Ram Special Service Vehicle deploys the Grappler during a simulated pursuit, 
using a high strength net designed to entangle the rear wheel of a fleeing SUV 
and bring the vehicle to a controlled stop.

The Grappler’s high strength net wraps 
around the rear tire of a simulated flee-
ing SUV, illustrating how the system 
quickly disables a vehicle.

TRAFFIC SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT 2026: NEW TOOLS, TECH AND TACTICS 
Continued from page 56
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hicle to lose directional control 
can produce unpredictable conse-
quences, particularly at high speeds 
or when other motorists are nearby. 
It is precisely this type of risk which 
Leonard Stock sought to address. 
  His invention, the Grappler, ac-

tivates with an in-vehicle switch 
which releases a heavy-duty nylon 
net from an assembly mounted on 
the front of the pursuing vehicle. 
The net is designed to entangle a 
rear tire or other rotating compo-
nent of the fleeing vehicle, while a 
tether allows the pursuing officer to 
help slow and bring the vehicle to 
a controlled stop. Unlike a PIT ma-
neuver, the Grappler does not rely 
on intentionally striking the flee-
ing vehicle and causing it to spin. 
When successfully deployed, it can 
bring a pursuit to an end within sec-
onds. Among the agencies which 
have added the Grappler system to 
their fleets is the Riverside County 
(CA) Sheriff’s Office (RSO). Lt. Ja-
son Santistevan reports that Grap-
pler systems are installed on the 
K-9 Unit’s Chevrolet Tahoe patrol 
vehicles.  Additional Grappler sys-
tems are scheduled to be installed 
on select K-9 Unit Chevrolet Silver-
ado patrol vehicles.
At present, only the Sheriff’s K-9 

Unit is authorized to operate ve-
hicles equipped with the Grappler 
system and this is intentional, not 
only because their vehicles are the 
right strength and size, but also 
because the RSO K-9 handlers re-
ceive extensive, specialized train-
ing in multiple law enforcement 
disciplines. Among these are high-
risk vehicle stops, pursuits, tacti-
cal operations, and critical incident 
response situations. Assigning the 
Grappler system only to the K-9 
Unit ensures it is deployed by per-
sonnel with the training, experience 
and judgment necessary to use the 
device safely and effectively. This 
promotes consistent oversight, ac-

countability and operational control 
of the Grappler program while max-
imizing the system’s effectiveness 
in the field, says Lt. Santistevan.
 The Grappler Certification 

Course itself is an eight hour train-
ing program consisting of both 
classroom instruction and practical 
application. Participants receive in-
struction on the capabilities, limita-
tions, deployment considerations, 
safety protocols, and operational 
use of the Grappler. Each partic-
ipant must successfully complete 
both portions of the course and 
then demonstrate proficiency in the 
safe and effective deploying of the 
Grappler system. Only then is the 
person authorized to operate a ve-
hicle equipped with the Grappler.
The Grappler’s manufacturer does 

not establish a single minimum or 
maximum deployment speed appli-
cable to every situation. According 
to Lt. Santistevan, Riverside Coun-
ty deputies are instructed not to de-
ploy the Grappler at speeds below 
five mph or above 70 mph. “As with 
any vehicle intervention technique, 
deputies shall continually evaluate 
the totality of the circumstances 
including vehicle speed, roadway 
conditions, traffic volume, weath-
er, and public safety” when deter-
mining whether deployment of the 
Grappler is appropriate. 
 As a onetime use item, after the 

Grappler has been deployed, a new 
net must be installed, but can be 
done so within about five minutes. 
Reloading a new service net is a 

simplified process so that the Grap-
pler system can be quickly returned 
to operational status.       
 After deployment, the used ser-

vice net is returned to the Grappler 
manufacturer and a credit can be 
issued toward the future purchases 
of replacement service nets. That 
exchange program helps reduce re-
placement costs while ensuring that 
the Grappler system remains ready 
for continued field operations, notes 
Lt. Santistevan.
 A Grappler system is only ap-

proved for installation on specific 
vehicle makes and models which 
are approved by Grappler. A com-
prehensive list of vehicles which are 
compatible with the Grappler sys-
tem can be obtained from the man-
ufacturer at policebumper.com
 The Riverside County Sheriff’s 

Office is planning to add ten more 
Grappler systems to its K-9 fleet to 
bring the total in use to 20.

“Nobody’s At the Wheel!”
   Fully driverless vehicles continue 

to provoke debate about their safe-
ty and effectiveness. While it might 
appear that vehicles operating 
without a human driver would pose 
greater hazards, Governors High-
way Safety Association (GHSA) 
Chief Executive Officer Jonathan 
Adkins recently responded to an 
Insurance Institute for Highway 
Safety (IIHS) study which found 
that Waymo’s driverless vehicles 
were involved in 68 percent fewer 
police-reportable crashes per vehi-
cle mile traveled than human-driven 
vehicles in the same cities. Adkins 
states, “Progress, not perfection, 
must be the standard for AVs, just 
as it has been for seat belts, air-
bags, automatic emergency brak-
ing, and every other safety tech-
nology that eventually earned the 
public’s trust.” The new research by 
IIHS indicates why these technolo-
gies should be judged by consistent 

A Waymo driverless vehicle moves 
through city traffic as new research 
puts autonomous safety claims to the 
test against human drivers.
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data over millions of miles, but not 
by overreactions to a single video 
or incident not supported by data. 
Waymo’s AVs crashed far less of-
ten than the people driving around 
them, Adkins noted, adding, “Safe-

ty officials must have the tools and 
information they need to monitor 
performance, identify emerging 
safety issues and respond effec-
tively.”  
 The GHSA and Waymo have 

partnered to develop virtual, self-
paced training to help first respond-
ers learn how to interact safely 
with Waymo’s driverless vehicles. 
The training consists of three 
modules which take approximate-
ly 30 minutes or less to complete  
(https://tinyurl.com/mwucb4bx).

Impaired Driving
 The GHSA, Responsibility.org 

and the National Alliance to Stop 
Impaired Driving (NASID), a coa-
lition established and led by Re-

sponsibility.org, have partnered to 
support efforts addressing alco-
hol, cannabis and polysubstance 
impaired driving. One-year grants 
of $40,000 each were awarded to 
Kansas, Oregon and Pennsylvania 
to improve their ability to identi-
fy impaired drivers and remove 
them from the road through en-
hanced toxicology testing, mobile 
breath-testing tools and special-
ized officer training. 
 The Kansas Department of 

Transportation has partnered with 
the Sedgwick County Regional Fo-
rensic Science Center to expand 
the laboratory’s ability to detect the 
full range of drugs which appear in 
impaired driving cases. Toxicolo-
gy scientists will train in advanced 

A motorist enters a flooded roadway 
despite a closure, creating a poten-
tially life-threatening situation for 
both the driver and the public safety 
personnel who may be called to 
respond.

Free Traffic Safety Resources for Law Enforcement
National Law Enforcement Roadway Safety Program
The National Policing Institute offers no cost training and a downloadable resource toolkit designed to reduce offi-
cer injuries and fatalities on the road. Resources address distracted driving, vehicle pursuits, commentary driving, 
struck-by incidents, emergency vehicle technology, peer accountability, and agency policy development.
Resource: National Policing Institute – National Law Enforcement Roadway Safety Program  
(https://tinyurl.com/3mstmbkf)

2025 MADD Impaired Driving Toolkit
Impaired Driving Toolkit: A Law Enforcement Leader’s Guide to Saving Lives provides practical information on high 
visibility enforcement, impaired driving task forces, ARIDE and DRE training, impaired driving investigations and 
reports, search warrants, prosecution, community engagement, and funding resources.
Download: MADD Impaired Driving Toolkit (https://tinyurl.com/34ttu5u9)

IACP Distracted Driving Toolkit
Designed for police executives, supervisors and patrol officers, the IACP toolkit addresses distracted driving ed-
ucation and enforcement, as well as distraction inside patrol vehicles. Downloadable materials include promising 
practices, talking points, a press release template, resource lists, and officer safety posters.
Resource: IACP Distracted Driving Toolkit (https://tinyurl.com/2w7v5yjm)

New $20 Million for Traffic Enforcement Innovation
In August 2026, the NHTSA announced $20 million for its new Innovative Traffic Safety Enforcement (ITSE) Grant 
Program to develop, test and validate new approaches to impaired and distracted driving, speeding, reckless driv-
ing, and seat belt enforcement. Potential projects can include new safety technologies, predictive and data-driven 
analytics, specialized training, and other scalable enforcement strategies. The NHTSA anticipates making up to 
ten awards, with individual awards starting at approximately $300,000. No matching funds are required and appli-
cations are due September 1, 2027.
Program information and application: Grants.gov – Funding Opportunity NHTSA-693JJ926R000024-FY26 
(https://tinyurl.com/ys2wr64s)

TRAFFIC SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT 2026: NEW TOOLS, TECH AND TACTICS 
Continued from page 59
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mass spectrometry technology to 
support faster and comprehensive 
substance identification and ac-
curate detection of polysubstance 
use referrals for screening and as-
sessment.
 In Oregon, the Department 

of Transportation has partnered 
with the Oregon State Police to 
enhance the scope of a high vis-
ibility enforcement unit with mo-
bile evidentiary breath testing 
instruments. These instruments 
will allow law enforcement to col-
lect roadside breath samples and 
will reduce investigation time to 
improve identification of polysub-
stance impaired drivers.  
In Pennsylvania, the State High-

way Safety Office and the Center 
for Forensic Science Research 
and Education will address the 
problem that more than a third of 
all DUI arrests now involve mul-
tiple drugs rather than alcohol 
alone. Complex toxicology data 
will be transferred into practical, 
field-ready guidance resources to 
give access to the most current in-
formation.  

Are You a Distracted Driver?
 Distracted driving poses dan-

gers to self, other drivers and pe-
destrians, but might an officer also 
be distracted? Technology in the 
patrol car, texting, calling cowork-
ers, or looking at information on 
the MDC can each cause distract-
ed driving.

Recognizing this problem is the 
US Department of Justice-support-
ed VALOR Officer Safety and Well-
ness Program (valorforblue.org). 
VALOR stands for Preventing Vi-
olence Against Law Enforcement 
Officers and Ensuring Officer Re-
silience and Survivability. The pro-
gram focuses on a wide range of 
officer safety and wellness issues, 
including tactical safety, resilience, 
decision-making and vehicle safe-

All Traffic Solutions Offers Foldable InstAlert Message Sign
All Traffic Solutions’ InstAlert is 

a portable variable message sign 
designed for law enforcement, 
traffic management and public 
safety applications. According to 
the company, InstAlert is the only 
foldable variable message sign 
currently on the market.

The sign folds in half for trans-
port and can be carried in the 
trunk of a patrol vehicle. It can be 
deployed on a portable post, ve-
hicle hitch, mobile trailer, or pole, 
providing agencies with a flexible 
way to communicate traffic guid-
ance, roadway incident information, special event notices, and other 
public safety messages.

InstAlert can be remotely managed and monitored through a secure 
online portal using a computer, smartphone or tablet. Messages can 
be scheduled in advance for specific dates and times. A tamper de-
tection feature can also capture a photo and send a real-time alert if 
the sign is disturbed.

The full-matrix LED display supports multiple rotating screens with 
customized text and graphics. The unit is designed for all-weather 
use and is manufactured in the United States.

A video demonstrating InstAlert is available on YouTube at 
https://youtu.be/kvCjYMahmR0

InstAlert is the only foldable vari-
able message sign currently on the 
market.

ty. Among the less obvious risks 
addressed is distracted driving. 
Officers, like other motorists, can 
become distracted behind the 
wheel and those distractions can 
contribute to crashes, injuries, 
fatalities, property damage, and 
“close calls.”

Staying safe, attentive and fo-
cused on driving is the goal. Chat 
messages need to be audited reg-
ularly. Technology might be need-
ed to stop the in-vehicle computer 
at a certain speed. Policy must be 
set to enforce adherence to stay-
ing attentive. With most agencies, 
technology is regarded as a keen 
addition to officer and vehicle 
capability, but, often, that same 
technology keeps adding more 

gadgets, screens and distractions 
which can cause an officer to lose 
focus on the road and driving atten-
tively. And, there may be a problem 
with having a ride-along, or worse, 
that prisoner in the back who might 
also be a “distraction.” Visual and 
cognitive distractions just might re-
quire stopping and pulling over to 
read or acknowledge a message, 
rather than doing so while driving.

So, Field Training Officers might 
want to consider – or reconsider – 
what might be necessary for bet-
ter officer safety. Ask about those 
“near misses” and “close calls” 
which were caused by distractions 
like an officer using the phone 
while driving. Officers must lead by 
example and be standard bearers 
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ers against inattentive or distracted 
driving. 

“Commentary driving” is a tool 
some agencies have borrowed from 
Europe. It involves talking about ev-
erything you see as you drive. That 
can point out problems in attention 
– or lack thereof. And, now, there 
is technology which can focus on a 
driver’s eyes to see where they are 
looking and announce what needs 
to be done to “come back” to at-
tentive driving. The National Law 
Enforcement Roadway Safety Pro-
gram and VALOR offer similar safety 
and wellness concerns with no cost 
training, technical assistance and 
resources to prevent officer injuries 
and fatalities from officer-involved 
collisions and “struck-by” incidents. 
Log on to policinginstitute.org for 
courses ranging from mid- and ex-
ecutive-level officers, patrol officers 
and “train the trainer” resources and 
skills. The courses are self-paced 
in commentary driving, managing 
distractions, peer-to-peer account-
ability, mitigating struck-by inci-
dents, and vehicle pursuits. The 

website’s program catalog details 
the courses available.  

And It’s Not Just on Roadways
 Public safety might bring to mind 

patrols, roadside signage, media 
reports, and traffic officer training, 
but another often overlooked “traf-
fic control” is that involving water-
ways. While many agencies have 
personnel or volunteers who can 
assist with specific enforcement 
on lakes and rivers, there is also 
a “road” component in some situ-
ations in which traffic law enforce-
ment may need to take a role.

 One example is preventing un-
authorized access to areas where 
water hazards exist, including 
those short-term events when a 
roadway has standing or flowing 
water impeding safe usage of the 
road. Turn Around Don’t Drown® 
signage and large, lighted barriers 
might prevent most unauthorized 
access, but some drivers want to 
dare the water or believe their ve-
hicle will be able to go around or 
through standing or moving water.

Public education efforts are 
needed to remind drivers that even 
relatively shallow moving water 
can be dangerous. According to 
the National Weather Service, six 
inches of fast-moving water can 
knock an adult off his or her feet, 
while approximately 12 inches can 
carry away a small car. Eighteen 
to 24 inches of fast-moving water 
can carry away many larger SUVs, 
vans and trucks. Drivers should 
never attempt to determine the 
depth or strength of floodwater by 
driving through it. Drownings can 
occur, along with property dam-
age and the additional hazards 
involved in recovering stranded or 
swept-away vehicles.

 Monitoring conditions during 
heavy rains and flash floods must 
be done to patrol and block poten-
tially dangerous areas. Plans must 
be in place for quick deploying of 
assistance to victims and also to 
secure the area to prevent further 
problems in both roadways and 
waterways. Coordination with local 
media keeps the public informed of 
closures and potential problems.  

 
The Road Ahead           

As traffic enforcement continues 
to evolve, new technology alone 
will not determine success. The 
most effective approaches will 
combine useful tools, accurate 
data, sound policy, proper train-
ing, and good judgment to improve 
safety for officers and the public 
alike. P&SN
 Stephenie Slahor, Ph.D., J.D., 

is a writer in the fields of law en-
forcement and security. She can 
be reached at drss12@msn.com.

Visit us at the IACP Conference – Booth #2586

TRAFFIC SAFETY AND ENFORCEMENT 2026: NEW TOOLS, TECH AND TACTICS 
Continued from page 61
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Public Venue Security Resources Guide Now Available

The NCJA Center for Forensic DNA Policy & Practice Website Is Now Live!

The Cybersecurity and In-
frastructure Security Agency 
(CISA) has released its Pub-
lic Venue Security Resources 
Guide, a 2026 publication de-
signed to help venue manag-
ers strengthen security and 
resilience against evolving 
physical and cyber threats. 
The guide addresses facil-
ities which routinely attract 
large crowds, including stadi-
ums, arenas, convention centers, theaters, fairgrounds, 
festivals, museums, zoos, libraries, and other public 
gathering locations. 

The guide brings together federal resources cover-
ing risk management; suspicious behavior; emergency 

planning; active assailant preparedness; vehicle ram-
ming threats; cybersecurity; unmanned aircraft systems 
(drones); and coordination with federal, state and local 
partners. 

Among the resources highlighted are CISA’s Mass 
Gathering Security Planning Tool, Security Planning 
Workbook, Vehicle Ramming Self-Assessment Tool, 
active assailant emergency planning materials, Incident 
Management Review training, and more than 100 avail-
able tabletop exercise packages. 

Separate sections address cybersecurity threats and 
mitigation, suspicious drone activity and UAS detection, 
as well as security considerations specifically for houses 
of worship. 

The complete Public Venue Security Resources 
Guide can be downloaded directly from CISA at https://
tinyurl.com/49m3a8wk

The National Criminal Justice Association is excited to 
announce the launch of the new NCJA Center for Foren-
sic DNA Policy and 
Practice Website – 
a national resource 
designed to support 
policymakers, state 
administering agen-
cies, forensic laboratories, law enforcement leaders, the 
media, and criminal justice practitioners. 

As the use of forensic DNA continues to advance, pol-
icymakers and criminal justice leaders need accurate, ac-
cessible information to support policy development and 
implementation. The NCJA Center for Forensic DNA Pol-
icy and Practice serves as a national hub for advancing, 
assessing and connecting critical areas of forensic DNA 
system improvement. This work will maximize the potential 
of forensic DNA technology nationwide.

At the heart of the website are two resources:
• State DNA Legislation Database – Search and 

compare forensic DNA legislation across all 56 states 
and territories, covering topics including DNA collec-
tion, Rapid DNA, forensic genetic genealogy, lawfully 
owed DNA, privacy issues, and more. 

• Interactive State Policy Map – Explore forensic 
DNA laws and policies through an easy to use visual 

map which allows users to compare states, identify 
legislative trends and inform policy development. 

You can also explore the Center’s broader work on the 
expansion of offender collection, implementation of Rapid 
DNA, lawfully owed DNA sample audits, and system part-
ner communication and hit follow-up. These sections are 
designed to connect agencies with the Center’s ongoing 
efforts in tracking legislation, policy analysis, technical as-
sistance, education, and emerging forensic DNA topics, 
making it easier to find resources relevant to your work.

This recent launch is just the beginning of an effort to 
build a comprehensive repository of forensic DNA policy 
and practice resources. Over the coming months, the web-
site will continue to be expanded with additional legislation; 
policy analyses; implementation guidance; best practices; 
state success stories; emerging technology updates; and 
other tools to help justice leaders make informed, evi-
dence-based decisions.

Whether you’re developing legislation, implementing 
new technologies, supporting crime laboratories, or sim-
ply looking to stay informed on the latest developments in 
forensic DNA, the NCJA DNA Center is designed to be a 
trusted resource for your work.

You can explore the new website at ncjadnacenter.org 
and see what’s available today.
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JAMES L. MCCLINTON, PH.D.
“Holy guacamole, Batman!”… A Mex-

ican vigilante, who locals call “Batman,” is 
being hunted by police after he allegedly 
chased down suspected thieves and taped 
them to lampposts. At least five men were 
found taped and unable to move from 
lampposts over ten days in the area of La-
gos de Moreno in Jalisco in western Mexi-
co. Many of them had “ratero,” the Spanish 
word for “thief,” scribbled on their faces 
by the anonymous crime hunter. Some of 
them also appeared to have been beaten 
up, with bloody faces and visible cuts. The 
men were eventually cut free and released 
by local emergency services. Local police 
confirmed they are now in search of a sus-
pect after they had recorded five such in-
cidents. A Jalisco prosecutor said they are 
investigating alleged thefts by the men, but 
that “at this moment they are victims” be-
cause they had been unlawfully assaulted 
and restrained. (The Tape Crusader strikes 
again!)

Talk about junk in your trunk... A 
30-year-old Florida woman who denied 
ownership of the bag of cocaine which 
fell from her buttocks while being booked 
denied it was hers and told jailers that the 
drug must have been placed there during 
an “intimate encounter.” According to an ar-
rest report, a car she was driving was spot-
ted veering across a highway. Upon being 
pulled over, she refused to exit her Nissan 
Altima which smelled of “burnt marijuana.” 
Officers say she was “slow and lethargic” 
and was pulled from the vehicle after she 
refused to remove her seat belt and tried 
to lock the car. During the jail intake pro-
cess, she passed through an X-ray scanner 
which is used to spot contraband. When 
jailers detected an anomaly in her “lower 
region,” she was brought to a room where 
she was subsequently seen “trying to cov-
er her buttocks area with her hand.” Upon 
moving her hand, a baggie containing 3.8 
grams of cocaine fell from her butt. With the 
coke at her feet, she denied knowing any-
thing about the drug. She speculated that 
somebody must have placed the narcotics 
inside her during a sexual encounter. (I’m 
sure that story has worked before.)

That must be a great neighborhood… 
A 29-year-old Odenton, Maryland, man 
managed to have his own car stolen while 
he was busy allegedly burglarizing a busi-

ness across the street. Police were re-
sponding to a stolen vehicle report when a 
burglary was reported just minutes later at 
a Verizon store. Officers began to connect 
the dots after noticing blood on the store’s 
window, as well as blood on the glasses of 
the man who reported his vehicle was sto-
len. When asked to show his hands, officers 
discovered blood on his hand and shirt and 
placed him in handcuffs. Bodycam footage 
posted by the department shows the man 
repeatedly denying being at the Verizon 
store, while surveillance footage allegedly 
shows him burglarizing it. Police have yet to 
release details about the suspect who stole 
the alleged burglar’s vehicle. (The irony 
would be if he wound up in the same cell as 
the person who stole his truck!)

I just play one on TV… A 30-year-old 
Palm Bay, Florida, man was arrested for 
obstruction and practicing law without a li-
cense. Officers in Brevard County pulled 
over a woman during a traffic stop and dis-
covered a controlled substance in her car. 
The woman immediately lawyered up and 
called a friend of a friend who claimed to 
have all the right credentials for practicing 
law. The friend of a friend soon showed up 
at the scene in a suit and tie, claiming to be 
certified to practice law in both Georgia and 

Florida. The “practitioner” then set about try-
ing to negotiate a deal for his “client.” But, 
when officers insisted that he produce said 
credentials, he was unable to do so. Further 
investigation revealed that man was, in fact, 
not a lawyer and he was placed under arrest. 
(In all fairness, he DID stay at a Holiday Inn 
Express last night.)

Th-Th-That’s All Folks!... A 43-year-old 
man whose actual name is Loony Toon was 
sentenced to prison after leading a police 
chase and shooting at Oregon police offi-
cers. Mr. Toon pleaded guilty to several felo-
ny charges stemming from a traffic stop and 
was sentenced to 20 years in prison. The 
Milwaukee police had stopped his vehicle 
just before 3:00 a.m. and found Toon and a 
female passenger inside. After discovering 
Toon had an outstanding felony warrant, 
another officer responded, placing spike 
strips under the back tires to prevent his es-
cape. Police said he then reversed the car, 
backed into a police vehicle, ran over the 
spike strips, and sped away along Highway 
224. During the police chase, Toon fired 
a pistol out of the window in the direction 
of Milwaukee police officers following be-
hind. His criminal history involves 25 crim-
inal convictions, including 16 felonies. (His 
brother, Spit, chews tobacco.) P&SN

A self-driving Waymo taxi reported two teens to the police in San Mateo, 
California, after they were found drinking alcohol and shooting toy guns in 
the back of the vehicle. The San Mateo Police Department detained two 
15-year-olds after the Waymo they were riding in contacted the depart-
ment and stopped in a parking lot until law enforcement arrived. Officers 
removed both teens from the vehicle and determined they were using toy 
guns to shoot Orbeez water beads (similar to the BBs) at objects from 
inside the vehicle. A video posted on social media shows at least five 
officers and a police dog responding to the scene and approaching the 
Waymo with their weapons raised. Waymo vehicles have internal camer-
as and microphones. (They got Waymo than they bargained for…)

Robotaxis are evolving into RoboCops… 

REAL STORIES OF GENUINE ABSURDITY
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Accountability, built into every shift.
From facilities and fleet to field operations, Traka ensures 

the right personnel can access the keys and assets they need, 
while automatically tracking every transaction for total accountability.
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