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1. Background: This paper contains the ideas proposed by Clinton E. Wallace & Steven Danz, Aviation Support Branch,  Aviation Weather Center , Dave Rodenhuis, ATCSCC, Dan Kremnitzer, ATCSCC Weather Unit, and Richard Wise, Sr. , ATCSCC Weather Unit.
2. Current Situation: The current CCFP Graphics are often confusing to the end user. From conversations with Traffic Managers, there is often a perception that any CCFP polygon is a “NO FLY” zone. There is also a tendency not to read the accompanying text box for details that might minimize this misconception. This causes usable airspace to be closed for reroutes around current weather prior to the forecast weather developing. The cost in time and dollars is considerable. On one occasion this past summer, traffic was rerouted more than an hour’s flying time away from a CCFP polygon simply because it was there. The user did not read the fact that this was a low topped area, low coverage, low confidence and would have had little impact on trans-con flights. This is not an isolated case.

3. Objective: The WAWG should consider changes in the CCFP presentation that will overcome the human factors weaknesses in the current display. 

4. Proposal:  Members of the group should examine the various proposals and select the best 2 or three formats presented, or pick a portion of each for human factors testing.                                                                                                            

5. Discussion of the Issues: The Prime focus of the group should be to consider the implications of the CCFP product. Is it intuitive?  Can someone read the data at a glance rather than need to refer to a chart or text box? Is the color scheme alarmist? What is the natural reaction of a non-meteorologist to the data? Is it easy to train a user in the meaning of the data?

6. Proposed action by the WAWG: Once a set of characteristics is selected, they should be subjected to human factors testing. The questions to answer should include ease of interpretation, intuitive reaction to the color palette, and color visibility on black, white, and grey backgrounds. Once testing is done, the group needs to set a timetable which will allow for evaluation and final selection to occur prior to 30 June, 2004, which is the approximate cut off to be included for ETMS version 7.9, set for release in April 2005.

References:  “More Intuitive CCFP Polygon” original by Clinton Wallace, et al, as amended by Richard Wise, Sr with contributions by Dave Rodenhuis and Dan Kremnitzer.
