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Future Combat Systems  Concept
Teams
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• Operational Concept
• Training Plan

–Unit Training
–Individual Training

• Warfighting Doctrine
• Architectures
• Experimentation Plan

5 DIV -
30 days

1 DIV –
120 Hrs

Achieving Objective Force
Capability
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DARPA – 3 Functions

Army – Remaining Functions

How Do We Get There
A Partnership with DARPA

Indirect Fire 
Function*... 

Direct Fire 
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* Manned or 
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Sensor 
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Infantry Carrier Function 



C4ISR Overview – Role in the Force

Means to
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Enabling
key operational
characteristics
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Goal: Provide Information, Fires & Maneuver
Overmatch

Situational Understanding not just Situational
Awareness is the Key!

Comanche initiates the process
of enabling these concepts and
FCS will round out the process

Objective Force Linkage

Comanche enables all 4 steps 
J-STARS/MTI    *&&- 

See First 

Situational Awareness: 
- Onboard Sensors 
- External Sensors 
- Data Collection 
- Reporting 
■ See parts / aggregate / 

environment 

Understand First 

Situational Understanding: 
- Sensor Fusion 
■ Aggregate Display 
- Analysis 
■ Interaction 
■ Connectivity 
■ Highlight Vulnerabilities 
■See the pattern / anticipate 
- Relationship to Scheme 

"TOC on 

Act First 

Situational Knowledge: 
- Qualitative rapid decisions 
• Develop situation out / in contact 
• Employ forces on favorable terms 
• Seamless transition : 

reconnaissance to strike 
• Transition to next mission 

Finish Decisively 

ynchronize 
organic & external 
fires & maneuver 



• Provide C4ISR Systems that give the
commander a truly shared and fused
Common Operating Picture.

– To achieve that we require sensor and data fusion
on a near real time basis.

– Integrated sensor suites

• BLOS Fires

• Historically SU was an Art. We must turn it
into science

Challenge to the Team
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Changes in the Art of War Follow Technology Driven Cycles

Industrial Age  Information Age
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Reference:  Future Warfare, MG Robert H. Scales, Jr.,  Strategic Studies Institute, 1999


