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PREFACE

This report describes two experiments evaluating the efficacy of different formatting methods
in the transfer of information on instrument approach plates. Experiment one evaluated the
use of highlighting and font size for presenting the final approach course. Experiment two
evaluated four layouts for presenting radio frequencies.

This report was prepared by the Operator Performance and Safety Analysis Division of the
Office of Research and Analysis at the Volpe National Transportation Systems Center
(VNTSC). The report was prepared for the Aviation Research and Development Office of
the Federal Aviation Administration.

The report was completed under the direction of VNTSC Program manager M. Stephen
Huntley Jr. The research and report preparation was the responsibility of Jordan Multer.
Margaret Warner, and Robert Disario.
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time and valuable comments regarding instrument approach plates. Thanks also go to the
Airline Pilots Association (ALPA) and Charlie Guy for assistance in soliciting members io
participate in this study. Finally, many thanks go to Divya Chandra for her invaluable help
in writing the data co'lection program.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Currently, there is no research examining the problems of Instrument Approach Plate (IAP)
design. As a result, designers do not have performance data for evaluating the effects of
design changes on instrument approach plates nor do they have comprehensive chart design
guidelines for helping to make these decisions. Performance data and guidelines are needed
to systematically incorporate concern for human factors into chart designs. At the request of
the FAA’s Office of Research and Development (ARD-210), the Operator Performance and
Safety Division of the Volpe National Transportation Systems Center is addressing this 1ssue.
The two experiments discussed in this report are part of a research program to address this
necd. These experiments represent the first in a series of experiments that will address
formatting issues relevant to both paper and electronic charts.

The first experiment addressed different methods of displaying approach course information.
The IAP precedure is a high workload condition that requires the pilot to divide his attention
among several activities that include: monitoring the cockpit instruments, communicating
with Air Traffic Control. and looking out the window for traffic. Therefore, it 15 essential
that information needed from the IAP be retrieved as quickly as possible. Designers have a
rymber of techniques at their disposal for highiighting approach course information on IAPs:
however, none of these methods have been evaluated to determine their effect on chart
reading performance. This experiment evaluated the effect of two font sizes, bold type. and
reverse video on chart reading performance.

Twenty pilots were shown a series of fictitious IAPs and asked to find and identify the
approach course as quickly as possible. The charts differed in the font size of the heading (9
point or 12 point) and whether the heading was displayed in plain text, bold, or reverse
video. Performance wa. measurcd by recording the time required to identify the inbound
heading and the number of identification errors.

This cxpeniment demonstrated that there was an interactive relationship between font size and
F'zhlighting method. The relationship between font size and highlighting method depended
.por the particular highlighting method. In the case of bold type and boxing, font size and
highlighting contributed additively to performance. There was a negative relationship
hetween font size and response time; as font size increased, response time decreased. In the
case of reverse video. this relationship was not observed. Response time did not vary with
changes in font size.

Different highlighting cues: bold type, boxing, and reverse video exhibited varying degrees
of ffectiveness. Bold type had a negligible effect on chart reading performance. Although
hold type was preferred to no highlighting at all, it was not an effective method for
highlighting the critical items, like the inbound heading. Both boxing and reverse video
.niproved the speed with which items could be found and or identified on the chart. While
r¢ erse video was as effective as boxing, more research is needed to determine under what
conditions reverse video might be used. The attention getting properties of reverse video
may also detract from chart reading performance when looking for an item not displayed in
reverse video




The use of font size as a method for presenting information was clear in this experiment.
The larger font size, 12 point, was more effective for presenting critical items, like the
inbound heading, than the smaller, 9 point, size in a field of 9 point items.

For chart designers, the data from this experiment lead to the following recommendations:
Displaying the approach course track in 12 point increases readability and increases search
effectiveness in a field of 9 point text. Boxing and reverse video (white on black
backgreund) significantly reduce the time necessary to locate and read digits identifying the
approach course track and so are both effective methods of presentation. Bold type is not an
effective method for highlighting the approach course track.

The second experiment cxamined the effects of layout on the chart reading performance of
radio frequencies. Spatial layout is an important factor influencing the readability of IAPs.
In the case of text there are several spacing attributes that influence readability, including
spacing between letters, spacing between words, and spacing between lines. However, it is
not simply the physical distance between two objects that affects clarity; the siructure of the
space separating text also plays a role (e.g., justification of margins). The presentation of
radio frequencies on IAPs differs between chart publishers. The purpose of this experiment
was to evaluate the effectiveness of different layouts for displaying radio frequencies.

Four layouts were evaluated in this experiment. In layout 1, the frequency was located
directly under the facility name as in the NOAA charts. In layout 2, the frequency was
located directly to the right of the facility name as in the Jeppesen Sanderson charts. In
layout 3, the facility names and frequencies were placed in two left justified columns
separated by 0.15 inches. The facility name was Jocated to the left of the frequency. In
layout 4, each facility name and ficquency pair was enclosed in a box across the top of the
plan view as in the Canadian Energy, Mines and Resources charts. The experiment
evaluated the speed and accuracy with which pilots could find and identify frequencies using
the four layouts.

To measure chart reading performance, 20 pilots were given a simple chart reading task.
The pilots were shown a series of fictitious IAPs and asked to find and identify the target
frequency (either approach control or tower frequency) as quickly as possible. The charts
differed in the layout of the facility name and frequency. Performance was measured by
recording the response time and number of identification errors.

The results of this experiment indicated that spatial layout affects the speed with which IAPs
can be read. The two layouts designed to test formats similar to those used in NOAA and
Jeppesen Sanderson Inc. charts resulted in similar performance. Neither layout was more
effective than the other. These layouts presented facility names and frequencies in one
column with the frequency either to the right or beneath the associated name. Performance
in the two column layout and boxed layout was superior to performance in both of the one
-oiumn formats. Both of these layouts used space to actively organize the placement of text.
The readability of radio frequencies in the IAPs will be increased by locating each frequency
in a separate box with boxes organized in a row across the top of the plan view section.
Alternatively, displaying radio frequencies in a two column format with facility names in one




left justified column and frequencies in another left justified column will also improve
readability, by reducing the time needed to locate a particular frequency.

ix/x
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1. BACKGROUND

Instrument approach procedures describe the FAA approved flight path that must be flown,
under Instrument Flight Rules (IFR), to land an aircraft safely. Since World War II, the
information needed to fly the instrument approach procedure has been presented graphically
on an Instrument Approach Piate (IAP). The IAP serves as a quick reference guide for the
pilot to find and/or verify information necessary to fly the approach. These charts display
the approach procedure graphically from a bird’s eye (plan) view and a profile view, as well

as displaying communication frequencies, landing minima, and on some charts, an airport
diagram.

Flying an instrument approach is a high-workload task that requires the pilot to make many
complex decisions within a brief period of time. The Instrument approach piate represents a
vehicle for reducing the reliance on memory by providing information critical to the
successful completion of the approach procedure.

As the national air space has increased in complexity, so too has the demand for information.
Current chart designs have evolved over the years as publishers modified charts in response
to changes in the national air space and user requests. Chart publishers have accommodated
additional demands for information where possible, yet the size of the paper charts has
remained constant (approximately 8.3 by 5.8 inches). This size conforms to the standard E
recommended by the International Civil Aviation Organization (1985). The additional -
information has increased the amount of visual clutter. Chart publishers modify their chart N
design in an effort to make them easier to use, but problems still exist. While a large :
percentage of pilots report that they are satisfied with the approach charts currently in use

(Cox & Conner, 1988), a large number report prcblems.

Current instrument approach charts are criticized for being cluttered, difficult to read, and
lacking necessar;’ information. Respondents of the Cox and Conner (1988) survey report that a
it takes too long to search for specific pieces of .nformation. It should not be surprising that ’
the charts have become cluttered, given the larg2 amount of information packed into such a
small space. The optimal print density for a page is 40 percent (Dancheck, 1976). The
remaining 60 percent of the page should be white space. Visual inspection shows that many .
instrument approach plates (IAPs) clearly exceed this recommendation (see Appendix A for
sample charts).

Chart publishers have modified their chart formats in an effort to make them easier to use, A
however, they have not systematically addressed human factors considerations. Instrument -
approach charts are complex and a simple format change may have unintended consequences. =
Interactions between different elements on the charts are often unknown to the chart
designer. A change in one element of the design may result in consequences that were not ,
anticipated by the chart designer. For example, increasing the font size of the landing E
minima may increase the legibility of the numbers, but may also increase clutter by
decreasing the amount of white space. In addition, design guidelines on the format. coding

and legibility of text are often specific to the type of material on which the research was




based (Hopkin and Tayior, 1979). Thus, design recommendations applicable to manuals and
prose may not always apply to charts. Currently, there is no research examining the
problems of IAP design. As a result, designers do not have performance data for evaluating
the effects of design changes on instrument approach plates nor do they have comprehensive
chart design gu.delines for helping to make these decisions. Performance data and
guidelines are needed to systematically incorporate concern for human factors into chart
designs.

The two experiments discussed in this report are part of a research program to address this -
need. The program will develop methods for evaluating information transfer from i
instrument approach plates and systematically ussess different aspects of chart formatting on
readability. These experiments represent the first in a series of experiments that will address
formatting issues relevant to both paper and electronic charts. This study evaluated a simple

K visual search task for assessing information transfer in IAPs Several performance measures

| were collected to evaluaie this method. Speed and accuracy provided objective measures of

. performance while questionnaires indicated performance subjectively.

Experiment 1 assesses the efficacy of several methods tfor displaying the approach course
L track. Experiment 2 evaluates how layout affects the speed and accuracy with which
’ communication frequencies can be found.




2. EXPERIMENT ONE

AN EVALUATION OF METHODS FOR DISPLAYING
APPROACH COURSE INFORMATION

2.1 INTRODUCTION

The instrument approach procedure is a high workload situation that requires the pilot to
perform a multitude of tasks. The pilot’s attention is divided among many activities
including monitoring the cockpit instruments, communicating with Air Traffic Control and
looking out the cockpit window for traffic. Therefore, it is essential that information needed
from the instrument approach plate be retrieved as quickly as possible. In the only recent
large scale survey (Cox and Conner, 1988) of problems associated with instrument approach
plates (IAPs), respondents complained that too much time was required to find information
on the chart. A key issue for chart designers, therefore, is how to facilitate the visual search
process to minimize the amount of time it takes to find a particular item and identify it.

Chart designers use a variety of methods to direct attention. In presenting information,
different symbols and text are portrayed with different sizes, weights (e.g., line thickness),
and contrasts (e.g., percent of gray scale) relative to their importance. Items which are least
important are displayed in the minimum size, weight, or contrast that is considered legible.

Items of greater importance are displayed in progiessively larger sizes, weights, or contrasts
(Keates, 1989).

The application of presentation techniques differs between publishers. Different chart
publishers may use the same technique to emphasize different portions of the chart. For
example, one National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) chart displays the
time from the Final Approach Fix (FAF) to the Missed Approach (MAP) in plain text, and
the chart headings in bold, while the Jeppesen Sanderson chart does the opposite. In other
cases, publishers highlight information using the same techniques, giving the same relative
weight to an item, but differ in the absolute weighting. For example, Jeppesen Sanderson
charts highlight the inbound heading using 12 point type with the surrounding text in 10 point
type, while NOAA charts highlight the inbound heading using 9 point type with the
surrounding text in 7 point type.

In addition to font size and bolding, publishers also use boxing and reverse video (white on
black) to highlight information in various ways. Is one method better than another? No one
has established which highlighting methods are effective in the context of instrument
approach plates and under what conditions. The purpose of this experiment was to assess the
effectiveness of several commonly used techniques (font size, bolding, boxing, and reverse
video) for highlighting information on IAPs.

The results of past research addressing four methods of highlighting (bolding, boxing,
reverse video, and font size) are mixed and may not be directly applicable to aeronautical
charts (Hopkin and Taylor, 1979). These four methods will be discussed next, along with
the questions to be addressed in this experiment.

3



«.1.1 Bold Type

The use of bold type is common in IAPs. However Phillips, Noyes, and Audley (1977)
report that bold type is no more legible than normal type weight when used in street maps
and should be avoided because it increases clutter. Search times did not differ significantly
between the two type weights (plain text and bold). This research does not indicate whether
bold type might be an effective method for highlighting infrequently displayed items. Li the
Phillins 2t al. (1977) experiment, bold and plain typefaces were not mixed. However bold
type might improve search time in a background of plain text where the bold typeface might
increase the salience of the item to be found. The current experiment assesses whether bold
type is an effective method by comparing bold type on the inbound heading to plain text.

2.1.2 Boxing and Reverse Video

Research evaluating the cffects of boxing and reverse video as methods of highlighting have
met with mixed results. Bridgeman and Wade (1956) found that boxing improves reading
performance. Observers exhibited better recognition when letters were boxed than not
boxed. Gomberg (1985), however, reports that both boxing and reverse video can slow
performance as comparcd to no highlighting. Subjects searching for a single target digit in a
background of distractor digits were slower to find a target in the highlighted condition than
in the no highlighted condition. Fisher and Tan (1989) attributed these results to masking by
the highlighting attribute. In their view, the box or area in reverse video delays the
identification process. Bridgeman and Wade (1956) found the same effect in their boxing
cxperiment, as well. As the size of letters within a box increased, subjects displayed poorer
letter recognition. Fisher and Tan (1989) tested their hypothesis using reverse video as one
of the methods of highlighting. They asked subjects to search for target digits in a
background of four distractor digits. In some trials, the target was highlighted. In others,
the target was not highlighted. Search time was found to be faster when the target was not
highlighted than when highlighted by reverse video.

These findings suggest that boxing and reverse video may actually impair performance under
the same conditions. However, the observed behavior may be sufficiently different from
chart reading behavior that different results may be observed under conditions typically found
while reading IAPs. The previously described experiments used a small number of
alphanumeric distractors and the experimental materials were arranged in an oracrly fashion.
Given that search time and identification time are two components of total response time,
search time may comprise a smaller portion of total response time than identification 1in the
previous experiments. By contrast, reading a typical IAP requires a random search with
many distractors. In this situation, the search time component may account for a significant
portion of the total response time. If so, the attention-getting attributes of boxing and reverse

leo may outweigh the negative effects of masking observed in Fisher and Tan (1989) and
Bridgeman and Wade (1956). The present experiment tested this hypothesis. Specifically, it
was hypothesized that in the context of IAPs response time for boxing and reverse video
presentation of the inbound heading would be faster than no highlighting.




2.1.3 Font Size

Font size is another attribute used for indicating differences in relative importance. As a
method for directing attention, font size may contribute positively to both the visual search
and identification components of the observer’s tespcnse. If so, larger font sizes with their
greater legibility should be easier to read than small font sizes. Phillips, Noyes and Audley,
(1977) report differences in search time as a function of font size. Using street maps,
Phillips et al. (1977) found that search was faster for the 8 point type than the 6 point type.

On IAPs, font size is used to differentiate the inbound heading from other headings in the
plan view. Currently the inbound heading is displayed on NOAA charts in 9 point type
while the other headings are displayed in 8 point type. Jeppesen Sanderson charts display the
inbound hexding in 12 point type, two points larger than the other headings. Examples of
both types are illustrated in Appeiidix A. Although the inbound heading is larger than other
headings for both charts, the small difference may only marginally decrease search time. A
larger difference in font size between the inbound heading and other headings may decrease
search time further. This experiment will evaluate the effect of using a larger font size to
highlight the inbound heading.

In summary, this experiment will test the following hypotheses:

1. Bolding is an effective highligating attribute. Response time for bolded items will be
shorter than for plain text.

Boxing and reverse video are more effective than plain text for displaying the inbound
heading. In chart reading, visual search may comprise a larger component of total
respons= time than the identificatior. component. In this situation, highlighting
attributes, boxing and reverse video, which decrease search time, will result in faster
response time than no highlighting.

Larger fonts are read faster than smailer fonts and decrease response time.




2.2 GENERAU METHODOLOGY

Th~ following discussion covers those aspects of the methodology that the two experiments
share in cori:on. Those aspects that were unique to each experiment are described in
seperate sections. The methodology unique to the highlighting experiment follows this
section. The methodology unique to the layout experiment is described in the following
report describing the effects of layout on IAP readability.

2.2.1 Subjects

Sutjects were recruited through the Airline Pilots Association (ALPA) and through notices
posted at the Volpe National Transportation Systems Center (VNTSC) and the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT). VNTSC employees were given an account number to charge
the time they spent in the study. All other subjects were paid $50.

Twenty rilots participated in this study. Nine of the pilots were rated for Instrument Flight
Rules (IFR) and 11 were rated for Visual Flight Rules (VFR). The pilots ranged in age from
19 to 61 with a median age of 31. Flight experience ranged from 60 hours to 15,000 hours,
with the VFR rated pilots having a median of 120 flight hours and the IFR rated pilots
having a median of 600 flight hours.

2.2.2 Apparatus

The subject sat 20 inches (50.8 cm) from a rear view projection screen mounted on a desk
directly in front of him. A floor mounted chin rest was used to maintain the constant
viewing distance from the screen; the vertical height of the chin rest and chair were adjustsd
to fit cach subject. Stimuli were projected onto the screen using a Gerbrands Model 1178 3-
Field Projection Tachistoscope (T-scope) located behind the rear projection screen. The T-
scope was mounteZ vun a formica base and seated on a cart 38" from the floor. The
Gerbrands T-scope consisted of 3 Kodak Ektagraphic Model IIIB slide projectors with
internally mounted Gerbrands shutters and a shutter drive control console. Three mirrors
direct each of the projector beams to the same area on the rear projection screen. The three
slide projectors displayed different stimulus materials. One projector displayed the fixation
point, a second projector displayed sample stimuli, and a third projector displayed the
experimental stimuli. A button box, located on the desk in front of the projection screen,
was used by the subject to indicate that the stimulus was identified. An IBM compatible 236

computer controlled the timing of the tachistoscope and recorded the signals from the button
box.

2.2.3 Procedures
Two exper.ments were conducted during a single session lasting between one and three

hours. For each experiment, it tnok approximately 20 minutes to collect the data. Subjects
were run one at a time. The time varied widely due to the length of the discussions with




interested subjects. All experiments were conducted in the same room using the same
apparatus and protocol.

Upon arrival, the subject was greeted and briefly introduced to the procedures. The subject
was told that there were two experiinents, each of which was designed to evaluate different
aspects of IAP design. For each experiment, the subject’s task was to search for a target on

the TAP, specified by the experimenter in advance. Each experiment consisted of several
blocks of experimental trials.

A trial consisted of presenting a fixation point followed by an experimental stimulus. The
subject focused on a fixation point located in the center of the plan view for 1.5 seconds.
Immediately following the termination of the fixation point, an experimental chart was
presented. When the experimental chart was displayed, the subject searched for the target.
The subject was instructed to press the button box and say aloud his response when he
identified the target. The button press ended the presentation of the experimental stimulus
and marked the end of the trial. There was a 1.5-second inter-trial interval. The number of
trials per block and the number of blocks per experiment varied between experiments. The
script used to deliver the general instructions is found in Appendix B.

After discussing the procedures and answering any questions the subject was given a consent
form to read and sign. When the consent form was signed, the subject filled out a
questionnaire requesting biographical information and familiarity with IAPs (see Appendix
C). Next, the subject was given twenty practice trials to become familiar with the apparatus
and the procedure. Following completion of the practice trials, the subject began the
individual experiments.

The experiments were always run in the same order so that any order effects (e.g., fatigue,
learning) would be constant across experiments. The first experiment assessed the use of
line width and font size as cues for discriminating different categories of information in
IAPs. All information regarding this experiment can be found in a separate report (Chandra,
1990). The second experiment assessed the effect of layout on the readability of
communication frequencies. The third experiment assessed the efficacy of various graphic
techniques for highlighting the inbound heading.

After completing all three experiments, the subject was given three questionnaires, one for
each of the experiments as shown in Appendix C.

2.2.4 Performance Measures

Response tn.:= and number of errors were the two primary performance measures. Response
time was measurcd by the computer from the point at which the stimulus was presented cn
the screen to the poinu 2t which the subject pressed the button box. Number of errors was
measured by recording the erbal identification of the target stimulus and tabulating the
number of correct and incorrect responses.




2.2.5 Questionnaires

A questionnaire regarding the subject’s pilot experience, certification, and other
characteristics was given to all subjects before beginning the experiments (see Appendix C).
At the conclusion of the three experiments, subjects filled out questionnaires on each of the
experiments. For the highlighting experiment, the questicnnaire asked subjects to rank their
performance and preference for the different methods of highlighting the inbound heading.
For the layout experiment, the questionnaire asked subjects to rank their performance and
preference for each layout.




2.3 METHODOLOGY FOR EVALUATING HIGHLIGHTING AND FONT SIZE

2.3.1 Design

Two levels of font size, 9 and 12, were used to present the inbound heading. Four methods
of highlighting the approach heading were chosen: a control condition with no highlighti.g
(none), bold, boxed, and reverse video. Each condition is illustrated in Appendix D.

A mixed three-factor design with one between-subjects and two within-subjects factors, was
used. (Shown in Table 1.) The between-subjects factor was pilot rating with two levels,
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) and Visual Flight Rules (VFR). The two within-subjects
factors represented changes in font size and highlighting. (Yes or no).

TABLE 1. HIGI:LIGHTING EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN

Font Size 9 12

Type of None | Bold Box | Rvrse | Jione | Bold Box | Rvrse
Highlighting video video
Pilot Type Iyvir|viyr|virjyvt:tvyr|viyr|vijyIii|v

Trials were blocked into eight groups of five trials. Each block of five trials represents one
combination of font size and highlighting, as shown in Appendix D. Presentation of the
stimuli were randomized within blocks as well as between blocks. All combinations of the
two within subject variables were tested.

2.3.2 Stimulus Construction

The experimental stimuli were modeled after the NOAA instrument approach plates. The
stimuli were created from scratch on an Apple Maciu... >} compriter using the graphics
program Canvas by Deneba Systems. The charts were phet, -=pned wid mounted in pin
registered slide mounts.

The experimental and sample charts, modeled after the }~UAA format, were constructed
from six chart templates. Each template was modified by changing the font size (2 levels) or
method of highlighting (4 levels) to create eight unique chart combinations. Two sets of
stimuli were creatcd for a total of 96 charts (8*6*2=96).

The inbound heading located in the prclile view was erased to prevent the subject from
finding the target in areas other than the plan view. No other changes were made to the
design of the charts.




2.3.3 Procedures

The subject was told that he would sce a serie. of instrument approach plates and instructed

to search for the inbound heading as quickly and accurately as possible. Prior to the start of
the experiment, the experimenter explained that Jhe inbound heading was changed in several

ways and shown an example of the 16 ways the inho ! "eading was formatted. The script

for instructing the subject is shown in Appendix 3.

Many VFR pilots and all IFR pilots understooa . ©  1* .+ 2 for and required nc training.
However, some VFR pilots were unfamiliar with 14.% ..d were given training jr locating
the inbound heading. VFR pilots who required traini; + were shown a series of NOAA
charts (10-20) and asked to name the inbound headiny * ,ubject had to identify the inbound
heading correctly 8 times before proceeding to the ex . s ental task.

The stimuli were shown in 16 blocks of 5 trials. At ti e start of each new block, the subject
viewed a sample chart for five seconds to become familiar with the chart format ‘o follow.
Each block was followed by a brief rest perioa. For the fisst 3 blocks, the subject received a
15-serond rest. Following the fourth block the subject received a resi of 1-2 minutes. The
ex}erimenter entered the laboratory during this extended rust period to determine if the
suiject was fatigued or uncomfortable and needed to readjr..t the chaix or chin rest position.
This pattern of 3 short rest periods followed by a longer rest period repeated itself every 4
blocks.
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2.4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

2.4.1 Pilot Rating

An analysis of variance (ANOVA) was performed to determine whether theic were

. .fferences in response time as a function of flight experience and to learn whether
expernience influenced performance. The ANOVA was not statistically significant F(1,18) =
0.14, p > .71, indicating that experience did not reliably influence how the two groips
performed. The remaining analyses were performed on data collapsed across pilot 1ating.

2.4.2 Highligh: .ig and Font Size

Figure 1 shows the mean response time by highlighting method. The bold type condition
displayed the longest mean response time {2.3 sec.) followed by no highlignting (2.28),
boxed (1.73 sec.), and reverse video (1.5 sec.). An ANOVA reveals that there is a main
effect for highlighting method F(3,57) = 34.30, p < .0001. Performance in the bold type
condition was worse than in the no highlighting condition, although this result was not
statistically significant. By contrast, both the boxed ar.d reverse video condition gave results
that were significantly diiferent from those for the no highlighting condition, as indicated by
a test of pair-wise comparisors: CR,(p < .05,4,57) = .258; CR 4 (p < .05,4,57) = .258.
Although the response time was faster in the reverse video condition than in the boxing
condition, the difference was not statistically significant.

275
> 242 |-
[}
122
[+3)
E 208 |
?
=
8 el
43}
24
=
o
1Y
= 143 -
U . e o, . - .
None Bold Box Reverse Video
Highlighting

FIGURE 1. EFFECT OF HIGHLIGHTING METHOD ON MEAN
RESPONSE TIME




Examining the highlighting effects alone, it is clear that bold type is not an effective method
in the conditions represented in the current study. Bold type did not improve performance
compared to no highlighting, as was hypothesized. By contrast both boxing and reverse
video proved to be effective methods of highlighting. Performance in these two conditions
was much better than when there was no highlighting.

The results of an analysis of subject preferences differed somewhat from the objective data.
As part of the experiment, subjects were asked to rank their preferences for the different
highlighting conditions as well as how well they thought they performed using a particular
type of highlighting. Subjects ranked their prefeccnces for highlighting in the following
order, from most preferred to least: boxed, reverse video, bold, and no highlighting.
Subjects preferred the bold type to the no highlighted condition; they also preferred the
boxed condition over reverse video. A Friedman two way analysis of variance was
significant for this ranking: X2(3,19) = 33.72, p < .001. When asked to rank the
highlighting methods according to how quickly they were able to find information, they
ranked the reverse video condition first, followed by the boxed, bold, and no highlighting
condition. Again, this ranking was statisticaliy significant: X?(3,19) = 42.72, p < .001.

The discrepancy between how the subjecws thought they performed on boxed and reverse
video and their preferences for these two .nethods merit additional consideration. The pilots’
preference for the boxed condition over reverse video reflects a number of concerns. The
subjects were concerned about how reverse video might be implemented on the IAPs. Some
pilots reported that the attention getting properties that make reverse video a powerful cue
when searching for an item can be distracting when looking fo- 21 item that is not
highlighted. If reverse video were used in many places it might be increasingly difficult to
find other items. Other subjects thought it was more difficult to identify the heading, once it
wa, found. Although the subjects did not mention it, they may have preferred the boxed
condition because they are accustomed to seeing boxed text on IAPs (i.e., the navigation
boxes).

Figure 2 illustrates the relationship between font size and response time. Performance was
faster for the larger font size. Subjects spent an average of 1.79 seconds searching for the
‘nbound heading displayed in 12 point and 2.11 seconds searching for headings in 9 point, a
difference of 0.32 seconds. This is consistent with subjects’ preferences. All the subjects
preferred the inbound heading displayed in 12 point type over the headings displayed in 9
point. Examining font size collapsed across highlighting conditions, an ANOVA shows a
main effect for font size: F(1,19) = 37.67, p < .0001. The performance differences
between the two font sizes may be attributable to two factors. First, the 12 point type was
arger and thus easier to detect. Second, the inbound headiag the subject searched for was
surrouncd by text in 8 and 9 point type. Since the inbound heading was the only item in
the plan vi.w that was printed in 12 point, it was more salient. The inbound heading printed
i.» 9 point was more difficult to detect in a field of similarly sized items. These data support
the use of 12 point for the inbound heading.

Figure 3 and Table 2 show e mean response time for the three methods of highlighting and
the control condition, by font size. Response time for each highlighting condition differs by
font size. An analysis of variance conducted on the subject’s response times found a

12




significant two way interaction between font size and highlighting method: F(3,57) = 57, p
< .0002. Figure 3 shows that the largest differences in performance by font size occurred
in the no highlighting condition. Here, subjects take 0.69 seconds less to find the target in
the 12 point condition than in the 9 point condition, a statistically significant difference as
indicated by a Student-Newman-Keuls test of pair-wise comparisons CR,, (p < .05,8,133)

= 0.363. For two of the three highlighting conditions, bold and boxing, performance is also
hetter in the 12 point condition. A Student-Newman-Keuls test of pair-wise comparisons
indicates that these differences are also statistically significant: bold, CR,, (p < .05,6,133)
= 0.341; and boxed, CR,, (p < .05,2,133) = 0.233. However, the performance differences
between the two font sizes diminish to 0.37 seconds for bold, 0.25 seconds for boxed. For
the reverse video condition, the differences between font size conditions diminish to 0.03
seconds. This difference is not statistically significant.
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FIGURE 2. EFFECT OF FONT SIZE ON MEAN RESPONSE TIME

The foregoing analysis suggests that font size and highlighting do not operate independently
of each other. Font size appears to contribute more to headings identified with some
highlighting methods (bold and boxing) than others. Font size is not as effective a cue when
reverse video is used as when bold type, boxing, or no highlighting is used. The attention
getting properties of reverse video may be so powerful that they overwhelm the effects of
lont size. These results suggest that when using reverse video to highlight text, it is not
necessary to also use font sizes above 12 point to increase chart reading performance. For
the other types of highlighting examined in this study, font size combined with highlighting
to increase chart reading performance.
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TABLE 2. EFFECT OF HIGHLIGHTING METHOD AND FONT
SIZE ON MEAN RESPONSE TIME (SEC)

Highlighting
Font Size None Bold Box Reverse Video
9 2.63 2.49 1.85 1.51
12 1.94 2.12 1.60 1.48
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2.5 CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of this experiment was to evaluate the effectiveness of several stimulus cues for
highlighting information on instrument approach plates (IAPs). The experiment found the
following relationships.

The effect of the highlighting cues: bold type, boxing, and reverse video exhibited varying
degrees of effectiveness. Bold type had a negligible effect on chart reading performance.
Although bold type was preferred to no highlighting at all, it was not an effective method for
highlighting the critical items, like the inbound heading. Both boxing and reverse video
improved the speed with which items could be found and or identified on the chart. While
reverse video was as effective as boxing more research is needed to determine under what
conditions reverse video might be used. The attention getting properties of reverse video
may also detract from chart reading performance when the reader is looking for an item not
displayed in reverse video. Research is necessary to determine the extent to which reverse
video may impair performance, and to develop strategies for minimizing or avoiding this
potential problem.

The use of font size as a method for improving readability and/or highlighting information
was clear in this experiment. The larger font size, 12 point, was more effective for
highlighting critical items, like the irbound heading, than the smaller, 9 point, size in a field

of 9 point items.

The experiment demonstrated that there was an interactive relationship between the two
stimulus cues, font size and highlighting method. The relationship between font size and
highlighting method depends upon the particular highlighting method. In the case of bold
type and boxing, font size and highlighting contribute additively to performance. There was
a negative relationship between font size and response time; as font size increased, response
time decreased. In the case of reverse video, this relationship was not observed. Response
time did not vary with changes in font size. Reverse video may be such an effective cue that
it overwhelms any effects due to font size.

For chart designers, the data from this experiment lead to the following recommendations:

Displaying the approach course track in 12 point increases readability and increases search
eifactiveness in a field of 9 point text.

Boxing and reverse video (white on black background) are both effective methods for
highlighting the approach course track.

Bold type is not an effective method for highlighting the approach course track. However,
this recommendation should not lead to the conclusion that bold type is inappropriate method
for formatting instrument approach plates. Bold type may be an effective formatting
technique for other information on the chart.
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3. EXPERIMENT TWO

AN EVALUATION OF METHODS FOR PRESENTING
RADIO FREQUENCIES ON INSTRUMENT APPROACH PLATES

3.1 INTRODUCTION

For instrument approach plates (IAPs), spatial iayout is important to readability. The
spacing of information serves as a cue for perceptually grouping information (Hartley, 1981;
Wright, 1977). The grouping of information is affected by the space that scparates an objeut
from its surroundings. Space helps to define the boundanes of an object as weli as to
separate multiple objects from each other.

In the case of text, there are several spacing attributes that influence readability, including
spacing between letters, spacing between words, and spacing between lines. For example in
reading a word, the inter-letter spacing is an important factor in detc:mining the clarity of a
word. If the letters are spaced too closely, the individual letters are d.fficult to discriminate
and the word may not be legible. If the letters are spaced too far apart, the letters are not
perceived as "belonging together” and the object is not interpreted as a word.

However, it is not simply the physical distance between two objects that affects clarity, the
structure of the space separating text also plays a role. Letters or numbers separated by a
structured space enable the reader to develop spatial expectancies that may not develop when
spacing is unstructured (Tullis, 1981). For example, one method for structuring the space
between text is through justification, in which the left or right edge of the text column is
aligned in the vertical dimension. This alignment creates a boundary separating the text from
the background and has the same effect as drawing a vertical line to delineate text.

One arca on the IAP that has not been studied. but where spatial layout may contribute to its
ease of use, is the presentation of radio frequencies. During the course of flight, the pilot
communicates with a variety of Air Traffic Control (ATC) facilities. The high workload
conditions present during the approach require that the pilot be able to find the radio
frequency for contacting ATC as quickly as possible. The speed with which a partcular
requency can be located is partially dependent on how that information is laid out. The
presentation of radio frequencies on IAPs has been implemented in different ways by the
chart publishers, but the effectiveness of those layouts has never been tested. Although the
same information is displayed, the spatial layout of that information differs in a number of
ways. The purpose of this experiment is to evaluate the effectiveness of different layouts for
displaying radio frequencies.

The approaches of chart publishers Jeppesen Sanderson Inc. and NOAA to the layout of
radio frequencies differ from one another. Appendix A shows how the two publishers
portray this information. Jeppesen Sanderson Inc. left justifies the facility name with the
freqaency to its right separated by one space. NOAA also left justifies the facility name, but
places the frequency in one of two locations: left justified .nd beneath the facility name or
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one space to the right of the name. Most of the time the frequency is beneath the name. In
contrast to the close proximity of the radio frequencies to each other in the Jeppe.cn
Sanderson Inc. and NOAA charts, the Canadian department of Energy, Mines, and
Resources takes a very different approach. As shown in Appendix A, each radio frequency
is enclosed in its own box and laid out horizontally along the top of the plan view. Inside

each box, the facility name and frequency are centered, with the frequency located beneath
the name.

All three chart types also differ in he use of formatting variables unrelated to spatial layout
such as font size, font style, and the order in which the frequencies are laid out. In an effort
to better understand the effects of layout on the presentation of radio frequencies, four unique
layouts were designed for this experiment. Three of these designs are similar to the layouts
used in the three chart types described previously. The four layouts are shown in Table 3.
In layout 1, the frequency was located directly under the text, similar to the NOAA format
for displaying the radio frequencies. In layout 2, the frequency was located directiy to the
right of the text as in the Jeppesen Sanderson charts. In layout 3, the facility names and
frequencies were placed in two left justified columns separated by 0.15 inches. The name
was located to the left of the frequency. In layout 4, each facility name and frequency pair
was enclosed in a box across the top of the plan view as in the Canadian Energy, Mines, and
Resources chart format.

TABLE 3. FOUR LAYOUTS

1 2 3 4
Frequency Frequency to right Frequency to right of Frequency under name,
under name of name name & left justified boxed and centered
App Con App Con 121.7247.0 App Con  121.7247.0 App Con Tower
121.7 247.0 Tower 122.3 Tower 1223 121.7 122.3
Tower 247.0
122.3

This experiment evaluated the relative speed and accuracy with which pilots could find radio
frequencies using the four layouts. A comparison of the four layouts addressed a number of
questions.

First is it better to display the frequency to the right of the name or below the name? Given
that it is norm1l to read prose from left to right and that this is a highly practiced habit in
most readers, w is hypothesized that frequencies located to the right of the name will be read
faster than frequencies placed underneath the name. A comparison between layouts 1 and 2
will address this question.

Second, is reading speed affected by the spatial separation of facility names and frequencies
into two separate groups, or is it better to maintain close proximity so that the two items of
information are perceived as belonging in the same column? A review of the literature by
Wright (1977), indicates that readers find information faster when multiple items are
separated than when they are viewed as . 2longing to the same column. A second hypothesis
to be tested in this study, proposes that it is easier to find radio frequencies in tabular
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columns in which the names are spatially separated from the frequencies. This hypothesis
will be evaluated by comparing the twe .olumn format (layout 3) to the one column formats
(layouts 1 and 2).

Finally, how does the Canadian approach, in which each text pair (facility name and
frequency) is separated by boxcs, compare to the approaches taken by publishers of United
States IAPs. In addition to boxing the frequencies, the Canadian charts contain more space
between text frequencies than the publisher's charts. One possible advantage of this type of
layout compared to the NOAA layout is that it may mitigate the proximity effects of nearby
text. The NOAA charts and to a lesser degree Jeppesen Sanderson charts place all the
facility names and frequencies in close proximity to each other. The close proximity of the
frequencies increases the likelihood that the frequency a pilot is 1.0t looking for may distract
the reader during the search process and increase the chances of making an erroneous
identification. Noyes (1980) reports that distractors in the proximity of a word being fixated
increases the search time. The Canadian charts with their greater separation between items
may be read more quickly as there are fewer distractors in close proximity. A comparison
between the boxed format (layout 4) and the one column formats (layouts 1 and 2) will
address this question. It was hypothesized that layout 4, with a larger amount of space
separating the radio frequencies would exhibit faster response times than layouts 1 and 2.




3.2 METHODOLOGY FOR EVALUATING LAYOUT

3.2.1 Design

A mixed two factor design with one between-subjects factor (pilot rating) and one within-
subjects factor (layout) was used (shown in Table 4). There were two levels of pilot rating,
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) and Visual Flight Rules (VFR), and four types of layout:
frequency under name, frequency to the right of the name, two columns, and boxed. Table
3 illustrates the four ayouts. Layout 1 displayed the frequency below the facility name.
Layout 2 displayed the frequency one space to the right of the name. Layout 3 displayed the
facility name and frequency in two left justified columns separated by 0.15 inch. Layout 4
displayed each facility name and frequency in its own box; the boxes were placed across the
tor of the chart plan view.

TABLE 4. LAYOUT EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN

Type of Spaciag
Frequency Frequency to Frequency to Frequency under
under text right of text right, left text, boxed,
justified centered
IFR IFR IFR IFR
Pilot Rating VFR VFR VER VER

The experiment was conducted in four blocks. A block consisted of 20 trials using stimuli of
the same layout type throughout that block. A latin square was used to balance the
presentation of the four blocks. Within a block, trials were randomized. The subject was
asked to report one of two civil frequencies: Approach Control or Tower. Searching for the
frequency was counterbalanced by asking half the subjects to search for the approach control
frequency for the first two blocks and the tower frequency for the last two blocks, and asking
the other half to do the opposite.

3.2.2 Stimulus Construction

The experimental stimuli were modeled after the NOAA instrument approach plates. The
experimental and sample charts were created from scratch on an Apple Macintosh computer
using the graphics program Canvas by Deneba Systems. The charts were photographed and
mounted in pin registered slide mounts.

Twenty one charts were created from six original chart templates. The stimuli were created

by changing the airport names and radio frequencies and rearranging obstructions in the plan
view. Fictitious frequencies in the VHF bandwidth were randomly assigned to the charts.
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On each of the twenty-one chart templates the layout of the radio frequencies was modified
four times creating a total of 84 stimuli. Only the format of the radio frequencies was
modified; all other information on the chart remained constant. An example of the each
layout type is shown in Appendix E.

3.2.3 Procedures

The subject was told that he would see a series of instrument approach plates, and instructed
to search for the target frequency as quickly and accurately as possible. The experimenter
briefly described each layout type and presented examples of the four layouts.

The subject completed 4 blocks of 20 trials. At the start of each new block, the subject

viewed a sample chart for five seconds to become familiar with the chart format to follow.
Between each block there was a brief rest period (2-4 minute).
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3.3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.7 1 Pilot Rating

An analysis of variance (ANOVA) was performed to « ‘termine whether there were
differences in response time as a function of flight experience and to learn whether
experience differentially affected performance. The ANOVA was not statistically significant,
F(1,18) = 0.05, p > .82, indicating that experience did not reliably affect how the two
groups performed. The remaining analyses were performed on data collapsed across pilot
rating.

3.3.2 Layout Effects

Legend
%5

Layout  Description

1 Frequency below name

2 Frequency to right of name
23 I- 3 Two columns

4 Boxed

Mean Reaction Time (Sec)

1 2 3 4
Layout Type

FIGURE 4. EFFECT OF LAYOUT ON MEAN RESPONSE TIME

An Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) revealed a significant effect of layout for mean response
time F(3,57) = 10.89, p < .0001. Figure 4 illustrates the relationship between the type of
layout and mean response time. Mean response time was almost identical for the layouts
with the frequency below the name (layout 1) and to the right of the name (layout 2),
corresponding to the NOAA and Jeppesen Sanderson Inc. formats, respectively. The two
layouts differed by 0.01 milliseconds (msec.). These two layouts exhibited the longest mean
response times. The two column layout (layout 3) and the boxed layout (layout 4) exhibited
faster mean response times. Although subjc .«s performed faster in the boxed layout than in
the two column layout, the difference was not statistically significant. However, a Student-
Newman-Keuls test of pair-wise comparisons indicated that both the two column and boxed




layouts were significantly different from the other two layouts: CR,, (3,57) = .1846,p <
.05. This relationship accounts for the statistically significant effects of layout type found in
the ANOVA.

The results of an analysis of errors made identifying the frequency found an error rate of
5.31% (85 out of 1600). A Friedman two-way analysis of variance found no statistically
significant relationship between error rate and layout type.

Subject preferences for the four layouts were consistent with the mean response time
measures. Subjects were asked to rank their preferences from 1 to 4, where 1 was the most
preferred and 4 was the least preferred. Table 5 shows the rank totals, where each score
represents the number of ranks assigned that score multiplied by that score (i.e. 1-4). The
lower the rank total, the more that layout was preferred. The boxed and two column layouts
were both preferred over the other two layouts. A Friedman two-way analysis of variance
found these difference to be statistically significant X% (3) = 8.16, p < .05.

TABLE §. SUBJECT PREFERENCE FOR 4 LAYOUTS

Layout Type Rank Total
Frequency below name 58
Frequency to right of name 61
Two columns 42
Boxed 38

The data from this experiment contradicted the hypothesis that placing the frequency to the
right of the facility name would improve performance compared to placing the frequency
below the name. Performance in these two layouts (1 and 2) were virtually identical. The
expectation that performance would be faster when the frequency is to the right of the name
because of the well practiced habit of reading from left to right may be mitigated by the
small amount of text to be read and/or the close proximity between text elements.

The comparison between the two column layout (3) and layouts with the text close together
in one column (1 and 2), supports the notion that spatially separating names and frequencies
into separate columns improves performance. Performance was faster in the two column
layout than in the one column layout. Similarly, the effects of spatial separation were also
observed in the comparison between the boxed layout (4) and the one column layouts. The
best performance was observed in the boxed condition. In the case of the two column
format, the horizontal spacing between the name and frequency may aid the reader because it
conforms to well established reading habits. The reader would search the left-column for the
appropriate name then read the frequency from the corresponding right-hand column, moving
his eyes from left to rignt. Similarly, in the boxed condition, the reader would move his
eyes from left to right until the appropriate name was found and then read the corresponding
frequency underneath. The space between the two columns may also act like the black lines
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surrounding the text pairs ir the boxed condition; it acts like a frame to separate words.
Both the space and the lines guide the reading process.

Additionally, the greater space between the two columns and between the text pairs i the
boxed condition reduccs the likelihood that surrounding text will act as a potential distractor.
This finding is consistent with Noyes’ (1980) recommeudation that words in a map display be
kept clear of surrounding materials to aid processing speed. In the experiments conducted by
Noyes (1980) the distractors were within 1 space of the target word. For both of the one
column layouts, the facility name and frequency were separated by a single space. To
facilitate reading the radio frequencies, the layouts could benefit from more than one space
between items. However as the effectiveness of both the two column and the boxed layouts
demonstrate, there are multiple methods for achieving this goal.
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CONCLUSIONS

This experiment evaluated the effectiveness of four layouts for displaying radio frequencies.
The purpose was to evaluute the use of spatial layout on the reaubility of instrument
approach plates. The data indicate that spatial layout affects the <peed with which IAPs can
be read.

The two layouts analogous to the formats used by NOAA and Jeppesen Sanderson Inc.
resulted in similar performance. Neither layout was more effective than the other. These
layouts presented facility names and frequencies in one column with the frequency either to
the right or oeneath the associated name. The data from this experiment should not be used
to suggest that the presentation -f radio frequencies on charts published by NOAA and
Jeppesen Sanderson Inc. are equally effective. This experiment did not address that
question. The presentation of radio {:equencies by the two publishers differ by more than
just spatial layout (e.g., fonts used, belding, location of frequencies on the chart).

Performance in a two column layout and a boxed layout analogous to the format of charts
published by the Canadian Departmert of Energy, Mines, and Resources was superior to
both of the one column formats. Both of these two layouts used space to actively organize
the placement of text. The two column layout uses white space to separate the names and
frequencies into two columns and the boxed layout uses white space to separate the name and
frequency text pairs horizontally along the top of the plan view. Further, more space was
used than in the one column layouts. These data suggest that current IAPs may benefit from
designs like those found in the Canadian charts that use more space to separate facility names
and frequencies.
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General Instructions

We’re going to run three experiments today. They are all similar. Your task is to use
different kinds of fictitious approach plates to locate and identify information necessary to
make safe instrument landings.

I¥R PILOTS - If you're familiar with approach plates, you may find that we have made
mistakes in some of the information shown on the charts. However, since our experiment
does not uepend on their accuracy please bear with the mistakes and try to concentrate on the
primary task.

VFR PILOTS If you don’t have any experience with the charts don't worry. There is a lot
of information on the charts and they can be very confusing at first, but we will tell you all
you need to know to find the information that we are interested in.

First, I will tell you about the procedures that are common to all the experiments. At the
beginning of each of the experiments, I’ll give you specific instructions. Please ask
questions at any time.

Tach experiment consists of several sets of blocks. A block consists of a set of trials. One
a1al consists of locating and identifying a specific item of information on an approach plate.
The plates will be shown on a screen directly in front of you. Please do not touch the screen
during the experiments. The experiments differ in the number of trials per block and in the
total number of blocks. You will not have to concentrate on the task for more than a few
minutes at a time and there will te plenty of opportunities for breaks.

There are three steps within a trial. First, you will see a "fixaiion point" slide. This is a
slide with a cross on it. Focus on the center of this cross until it goes away. An approach
plate slide will immediately appear in its place. You will search. for the information we tell
you to look for. When you find it, press the button located on the desk in front of you and
call out the number you see. You do not need to shout; just speak at a normal level. There
is a camera used to pick up audio located on a side wall. Once you press the button, there
will be a short pause before the next trial begins.

Please ncte that once you have pressed the button, you cannot bring back the approach plate,
so be sure of your response. We would like you to do the task very accurately, but also

quickly. Try to keep you error rate very low. If we see that you are making a lot of errors,
we will ask you to be more careful.

Now you can practice this procedure. (Walk the subject to the other room where the
experiment will take place.) Here are a set of 20 practice trials which we would like you to
read off the name of the airpori. We can run more practice trials if you still have questions
about the procedure. Do you have any questions before we begin the first experiment?
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Instructions for the Layout Experiment

This experiment has 4 blocks with 20 trials per block. You will be looking for radio
frequencies on the charts, specifically Tower and Approach Control. I will tell you which
you will be searching for immediately before a block.

The frequencies will always be located on the upper portion of the plan view, but will be
displayed in four unique ways. You will look for civil frequency which is the number
located at the beginning of the left margin. You only have to report the frequency. You do
not need to say the type or name of the frequency.

Remember, all the frequencies are fictitious. Don’t be alarmed if you get an emergency
frequency or any other frequency you know would not be a approach or tower frequency.

We’ve changed the layout of the charts. The following are examples of the four changes.
Show each chart type and describe:

Layout 1 : Frequency under the text.

Layout 2 : Frequency to the right of the text.

Layout 3 : Frequency to the right and left justified.

Layout 4 : Frequencies located in boxes across the top.
A block consists of 20 trials of each layout type. You will see 4 blocks of 20 trial each.
Each block will be divided by a short break of 1 to 2 minutes. At the beginning of each
block we show you an example of the type of chart you will be seeing for this block. This
example will be shown for 5 seconds. The chart will be displayed automatically so you
don’t have to respond in any way to this example. After the example goes away you will see
a fixation slide which signals the beginning of the trial, followed by the experimental plate.
When you find the frequency you are to search for press the button and say the frequency
aloud.
At this time I will be tell you whether to search for the approach control or the tower
frequency Tell the subject the type of frequency to search for. You will search for the

Approach (Tower) first. Remember the frequencies are fictitious.

Do you have any questions?




Instructions for the Highlighting Experiment

The information ycu will be looking for is the inbound approach heading. Show subject an
approach plate if unfamiliar with IAPs. 1t is located along the inbound approach. If this is
the airport, follow the line back to find the heading. Don’t mistake the holding pattern

heading for the inbound heading. Flip through at least ten charts to make sure the subject
understands.

North is approximately vertical. It is not always exact. It may be off in either direction,
just as it is in the real world. We've changed the way the heading is displayed. We've
highlighted it in various ways. Show the subject each type of highlighting condition by
pointing to the changed approach heading in the sample chart booklet.

This experiment consists of 16 blocks of 5 trials per block. A block consist of 5 charts of
each highlighting type. Just as in the last experiment, we will show you an example of the
type of chart you will be seeing in this block, at the beginning of each block. The example
will be shown for 5 seconds and will be displayed automatically. You don’t have to respond

in any way to this example chart. After the example goes away you will see a fixation slide
which signals the beginning of the trial.

Remember there are 16 blocks in this experiment. The 16 blocks will be divided into 4 sets

of 4 blocks. We will break for a few minutes between each set of 4 blocks and I will come
in to see how you are.

Within a set of 4 blocks I won't come in. However, there will be a 15 second break
between the blocks; enough time to relax briefly, take your chin off the chin rest, and look
around. Then the example slide for the next block will appear on the screen.

You will always be looking for the Approach heading.
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APPENDIX C: QUESTIONNAIRES

General Experience

Effect of Layout on Frequency Readability

Effect of Highlighting on Approach Plate Readability
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BRIEFING/DEBRIEFING QUESTIONNAIRE

Date:
SECTION 1
Subj#
General Experience

1. Approximately how many flight hours do you have? hours
2. Indicate the type of civil aviation experience you have?

__Part 121 ___ Part 135 ___ General Aviation ___ Corporate
3. Do you have any military flight experience? __Yes __No

If yes, approximately how many flight hours hours
4. Are you licensed to fly under IFR conditions? ___ Yes __ No
5. Rate your experience with instrument approach plates

Never use Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always use

1 2 3 4 5
If you have no experience using approach plates, Stop here.

6. Rate the frequency with which you use the following instrument approach plates:

Never Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always

Jeppesen 1 2 3 4 5
NOAA/DOD 1 2 3 4 5
Other 1 2 3 4 5
7. Rank your preference for the following instrument approach plates, where 1 is the

most preferred and 3 is the least preferred. Enter N/A in "Other" if you have
experience only with Jeppesen and NOAA charts:

Jeppesen
NOAA/DOD _

Other Specify:
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Do you mark up your instrument approach plates?

If yes, briefly describe the information you mark up and why?
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Frequency
under name

App Con
121.7 247.0

Tower
122.3

Please rank the layouts from 1 to 4 according to how easily you were able to find the
communication frequency requested. 1 is the layout you found frequencies the easiest
and 4 is the layout that was the hardest to find frequencies.

SECTION 2

Four Layouts

B

Frequency to right Frequency to right of
of name name & left justified

App Con 121.7 247.0  App Con
Tower 122.3 Tower

Frequency under name
Frequency to right of name
Frequency to right of name, left justified
Frequency under name, boxed and centered

Experiment A: Effect of Layout on Frequency Readability

Frequency under name,

boxed and centered

App Con

121.7
247.0

Tower
122.3

Please rank your preference from 1 to 4 for the layouts you saw, where 1 is the

layout you liked most and 4 is the layout you liked least.

Frequency under name
Frequency to right of name
Frequency to right of name, left justified
Frequency under name, boxed and centered

Are you aware of problems that you or others have in using communication
frequencies on the plates? Yes

If yes, briefly describe these problems:




4. Do you think that communication frequencies need to be more readable?
Yes No

If yes, what design changes would you like to see to make the communication
frequencies more readable?




to

SECTION 3

Experiment B: Effect of Highlighting on Approach Plate Readability

Four Types of Highlighting

A B C b
None Bold Box Reverse Video
121° 121° 1210

Please rank the types of highlighting from 1 to 4 according to how easily you were
able to find the inbound heading, where 1 is the easiest and 4 is the hardest.

None

Bold

Box

Reverse video

Please rank the highlighting methods you saw, from most preferable (1) to least
preferable (4).

None

Bold

Box

Reverse video

Two Font Sizes

A B
9 12
12r 121°

How did letter size affect the ease with which you found the inbound heading?

____ I found larger size headings more easily
___ I found smaller size headings more easily
____ I found both letter sizes with equal ease
____don’t know
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Text Orientation

A B
No Rotation  Rotated Text
e 1210 o
4. Were you able to find the heading more easily when it was:

____at the same orientation as the heading
) ____on the horizontal axis
: ___ makes no difference which way heading is positioned
___don’t know

5. In your opinion, is it better to present the inbound heading
___ at the same orientation as the heading

____on the horizontal axis
____ makes no difference which way heading is positioned

comments:
J
'f 6. Are you aware of problems that you or others have in using inbound heading on the
approach plate? Yes __ No
f comments:

40




7. Should the heading be easier to read? __ Yes ___ No

If yes, what design changes would you like to see to make the inbound heading more
readable?
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APPENDIX D: HIGHLIGHTING IAP TEMPLATES
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When controf zone not m eflect 1 use Seymore Johnson alimeter setting . 2
1ncrease all MDAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Rwy 22
HIAL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-36 764 /¢
FAF to MAP 5.9 HM
Knots | 60 | 90 ]| 120 | 150 | 180
A Min%ec| 600 | 400 | 300] 224 [200
N D B RWY 4 BWN-TT3TW KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (1SO)
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Amdt 8 KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)

N D B RWY 4 AL-SQILFAA) KINSTON, NORTH GAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APP CON
116.7 333.¢

- KIHSTON TOWER

. 128 § (CTAF) 238 0
4 GND CON

! 121.9

Il URICOM 1

\ 233

Sgﬂ 22“’ L0P5!3
7 (1
STALLS (103

210070

Bondy LOM
026° (17 8)

FARMINGTON
ELEVS4 181dg 3769
Reman msseopproacs | —ev | Rwy d
wihi 10 N A Rwy 9 log 1506
CEmbing right turn to 2700 1
Lo Girect ST LOM 2nd hold * /1\57
N\ 128

2300180

S N | A\ 201
CATEGORY A | 8 ¢ Yy v Ax
o\ 123
4 X 04 700-11/4 | 7001 3/4 (1743 1 %
700-3/4 6 g3y sosnoo-ilm) 606 (700-1 Y/4) ™ A s 224
N 606 (700-1 700-1 3/4 700-2 .
cIACLNG 700-1 (700-1) 605 17001 270) | 606 (0 | 04‘?0:50'31
When control zone not in effect. 1 use Seymore Johnson allimeter setting . 2.
increass all MOAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF AEIL Rwy 22
HIRL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-38 764 1
FAF to MAP 59 NM

Kecs | 68 | 0 [120 [150 [ 150
qusu 600 | 400 | 300} 224 | 200

A
NDB RWY 4 B2 - TTITW KINSTON, NORTH CARGLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
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Amdt 8 KINSTON/EASTERM REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)

N D B RWY 4 AL-5R38FAR) KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APP CON
119.73.5

KINSTON TOWER
128.6 (CTAF) 235.0

GHD CON

121.9 %-9/7
Q CJ

URICOM 1 (4

238

to LOM
227°(109)

KINSTOR
1096150 22
Chan33

2710010
Bondy LOM
02%°(178)
FARMINGTON
ELEV Rwy 18 159 3769
Asmain MISSED APPROACH ICCE N B d
wihin 10 KM A Rwy § Idg 1596
CEimbing nght tutn to 2700 7 s
Lo Grect ST LOM and hoid o8 o
/ /A “
250 ¢ 18
2100 —>——@ 8
$ NM > | A w
CATEGORY A | B c ) 4 A 3
A\ 123
- 00-304 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 T02€ *
= 700-3/4 606 10034 605 (700 - 11/4) | 626 (760-13/4) o AR 2%
CIRCLIKG 7001 605 (700y) 700-13/4 700-2 045° 216 AM
§6(100-1Y/4) | 606(700-9) | trom LOM
When control zone not m effect 1 use Seymore Johnson akimeler setting . 2 .
increase ail MOAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Rwy 22
HIAL Rwy 4-22 A
AL Swy 18-36 764 1o
FAF 1o MAPS O NM
Keots | 80 | 93 | 120 | 150 | 180
Min:3sc| 500 | 400 [ 300] 224 [200

A
N D B RWY 4 BN -TITH KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA
KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
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Amdt8

NDB RWY 4

™

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
AL-S038FAA) KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHHSON APP CON
11973386

KINSTON TOWER

128 6 (CTAF)233.0

GND CON

121.9

UNICOM 1

238

KINSTON
1096150 22
Chan33

2100
to LOM
221°(103)

270070
10NM Bondy LOM
029° (17 8)
FARMINGTON
ELEVOH
msseoappaoncn |V | Pkt g
Chimbdng right turn to 2700 /\ 1 ]
LoM drect ST LOM 20d hold * A67 o
prd N4

g
|

78004 165

A\ 201

L. e I
CATEGORY A T B c 0 v /\“
K - 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 T02€ M
H 700-3/4 05 gy | S 1/1/4) msnowa/m o Ag 224
R 606 1 700-1 3/4 700-2 .
CIRCLING 700-1 (700-1) e I m:o ;:EOP:AM
When conirol Tone rof mellect 1 use Seymore Jobrson alimeter setting 2
increase alf MDAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Ry 4-CTAF REIL Rwy 22
HIRL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-35 764 7
FAF 1o MAP 5 0 NM
Keots | 60 | S0 |120 [150 | 180
A MinSec| 600 | 400 | 300] 224 200
NDB RWY 4 BN -TTITW KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (1SO)
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Amdt 8

NDB RWY 4

pad]

KINSTOR/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (1S0O)

AL-SCMFAR)

KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APP CON
11972386
XINSTON TOWER
128 6 (CTAF) 238 0
GHD CON

1219

UKICOM 1

238

221° (103)

KINSTON
1096150 2=

210010

Bondy LOM
029°(178)

FARMINGTON

. ELEY 94 1816 379"

Remain MISSED APPROACH IR d
wihic 10 NM A Rwy 9109 1556
Climbing nght turn to 2700 A L]
LOM direct STLOM and hoid /’\57 o
/ A r2g /
X010
2100 —>—8 8
o0 T~} g
5 NM | A 201
CATEGORY A [ ¢ ) v A 3
N 123
s4 - 606 (T60-/4 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 173 i %
700-3/4 { ) 606 (700- 1 1/4) | 606 (700-13/4) ] A 224
R 606 (700-1 700-1 3/4 700-2 19° 216 KM
CIRCLING 700-1 (700-1) a0k (7005 oty | s05 002 018~ a1 kA
When control zone fot metfect 1 use Szymore Johnson atimeler setting 2
10creass all MOAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF AEIL Rwy 22
HIAL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-35 764
FAF1c MAP 5 O NM

Knols | 50 |120 | 150 | 180
MiaSec[ 600 | 400 | 300 224 | 200

A
NDB RWY 4

35°20°H - T7°3TW

KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
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Amdt 8

NDB RWY 4

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
AL-SQFAR)

KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFP CON
119.73336

KINSTON TOWER
128.6 (CTAF) 238 0

GHD CON
1218

UKICOM 1
238

KINSTON
1096150 2=
Chan33

2100
to LOM
2271°(103)

210010
Bondy LOM
0%°(175)
FARMINGTON
ELEVHL | awyigigarsy
MISSED APPROACH RWI‘I’W 1566
CEmding nght turn to 2700 /.\ s
LoM Girect ST LOM and hoid /'\67 <
D\ 128 /
100010
2100 —>——§ g
\ f §
le———6 kg ————>| A 201
CATEGORY A | B c D ’ A“
K Y 700-1%/4 | 760-13/4 T02E I
4 700-3/4  sw gy o e 606 (700-1 34 AR 24
R €05 (7001 700-13/4 700-2 190
CIRCLING 700-1 (760-1) ooz | esnin o(:{ao;:f&u
When contrel zone ncd n effect 1 use Seymore Johnson alimeles seting 2
increase ali MDAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSA Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Rwy 22
HIRL Rwy 4-22 A
MAL Rwy 18-36 764 /¢
FAFto MAPS 9 AM
¥acs | 60 | o¢ [120 [150 | 120
A Mindaci €00 | 400 [ 300 224 |200
N D B RWY 4 XWH-TITW KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)
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KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)

AL:SOISFAR)

KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSOR APP CON
11973386
KIHSTON TOWER
128.6(CTAF)223 0
GND CON

121.2

UNICOM

238

KIKSTON
1096150 3=
Cran33

270070
Boacy LOM
026+ (17.6)

FAAMINGTON

ELEV 94 | mwytsigans

Reman MiSSED APPROACH
wihin 10 KM ) A Ry 910 155"
CEmdng nght tuento 2760 A 1
Lo Girect ST LOM anc hod. /'\67 @
/ 1z /
pi =141
£ A > A 201
CATEGORY A 8 ¢ [] ’ A“
- X 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 10z A VB 2
4 700-3/4 e g | A0 10 | Lo iat s A 74
¥ 605 (7001 700-1 3/4 700-2 045° 216 AM
CIACLING 700-1 grg)] s | ok oo, s ush
When controf 2one not n effect 1 use Seymere Johnson alimeter setung 2
inczease ail MOAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy §CTAF REIL Awy 22
HAL Rwy 4-2 0 A
MAL Rwy 1835 e
FAF1c MAP 5§ KM
Kscis | 60 | $0 ] 120 [150 | 180
His3ec| 600 [ 400 | 300] 224 [200

A
NDB RWY 4

B2WN-TIITW

KINSTON. NORTH CAROLINA

KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (ISO)

.....................................................................................................................................................
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P Amdd KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD ({SO)
N D B RWY 4 AL-SCILEAA) KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFP CON
1973386
KINSTON TOWER
128 § (CTAF} 238 0
V' Kb cox

1219

UNICOM 1

238

(145 2160
LOk o LOM

227°(103)

700 10
10N z

Sy LOM
O (1755
i FARMAGTCN
i
!
o i ) EEVH | puytgiagarsy
o DL waianw MSSED APPROACH Ry 9 05 1556°
2 P Cimbng nght trnto 2700 A 1
. . il Grect STLOM 2nd heid /'\5' -
g+ o / o\ 128 /
& :
B - . 136 UL
;JA‘A ) m > % §
h I A 2
< . [caecony A I s 3 D ’ AL
j - - N 123
34 X 606 {700-314 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 TOZE =
700-3/4 VO3 | eosrron- varg | 608 oot gy o A 221
7
' - 806 (7303 700-13/4 700-2 oo
! CIRCLING 7001 (733 g trons ain | 66 ooz o'; ;x |.6 &v
- Whengoaucizore nt me2iect 3 wee Seymare Jothnson atmeler setting 2
~ - {cressead MOAs 60 fert 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF AfL mnﬂ
2 ; HIRL Rwy 4
- MAL Rwy 18-36 6 A\
' FAF10 VAP 5 9 NU
i Kesa | 60 | s0 | 120 | 158 | 180
A MisSec|600 | 400 | 300|224 {200

NDB RWY 4 SBT3 KINSTON, NORTH CAROLINA

. ' KINSTON/EASTERN REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (1SO)
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Amdt 8 KINSTOH/EASTERH REG JETPORT AT STALLINGS FLD (1SO)

N D B RWY 4 AL-5T2FAR) KiNSTON, HORTH CAROLINA

SEYHOUR SOHKSOK AP COR
119.73326
XIHSTON TOWER
128.6{CTAF) 238 0
GND COX

1218

UNICOM 1

238

FRAMINSTON
& ELEVSL Rary 18335 3757
Reman AESSE ROATH ———I Aol
wiNe 16 AW DAPPR: Ray 01 155
o Cirbrg rg L= 70 A .

Seect 7 LOM 2t ot <
/ Az /

=
J
/'3

i £AV |

I CATEGoAY A T y < 3

| A K K

T I b S
CRQLING 7001 &% ¢y ;lgfrl;é?{#a sl%a

Wiercor T et neet 1 useSoymoce bt il ey 2
metease 2 NOAs 63 feet 3 ACTYATE MALSA Fay LCTAF

i

i FAF L3 NAP S G AU

H Koz 819 120 158 182

EA MizSec| 600 | 400 | 306 22¢ |22 |

: BEn-irw KINSTON, KGRTH CARGLINA f '
: N D B RWY 4 KINSTON/EASTERH REG JETPORT AT STAU_IHGSI FLD (ISLG: ‘
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Layout 1:
Frequency below name

Amdt 8

ISLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP)

AL-S038FAA)

ISLIP, NEW YORK

18LIP APP CON
12053672
13UP TOWER
1832332
GKD CON
121.7

CLNC DEL
121.85

ATis

128 45
RADIO

122.6

CTAF

193

- NDB RWY 4

KINSTON
1096 S0 s=v
Chan 33

2100
to LOM
221°(103)

270070
Bondy LOM
029° (17 8)
FARMINGTON
ELEVSY Rwy 18 leg 376¢"
Reman msseoappRonc V%] Rwy 4
within 10 NM A\ Rwy 0 1dg 1506
Climbing nght turn to 2700 A 8
LOM direct STLOM 2nd hold /.'\67 o
N 128 - /
22001 15
2100 —>—§8 - 8
am [T~} g
et NM e | N\ 204
CATEGORY A [ B ¢ Y v /\u
123
34 - 606 (700-3/4 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 T0ZE A S %
700-3/4 TR | sowmoo- 1y | 66001 ve s A 224
. 606 (700-1 700-13/4 - 49 216 NM
CIRCLING 7001 (001 06 o0 0n) | _sob oo ouo:fom
When control zone not in etfect” 1. use Seymore Johnson altimeter setling 2
inctease all MDAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Awy 22
RIRL Rwy 4-22 e A
MIRL Rwy 18-36 764 1o
FAF to MAP 5 9 NM
Knots | 60 | $0 [ 120 | 150 | 180
A Minsac| 600 | 400 [ 3c0] 224 [200
N D B RWY 4 372N - T1-3T'W ISLIP, NEW YORK

{SLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP)

60




Layout 2:

Frequency to the right of name

Amdt 8

. NDB RWY 4

AL-5038FAA)

ISLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP)

ISLIP, NEW YORK

ISLIP APP CON 120.5 3%7.2
ISLIP TOWER 119.32332
GHD CON 121.7

CLNC DEL 121.85

ATIS 128 45

RADIO 1226

CTAF 1193

a

to LOM
227*(103)

KINSTON
1006150 25,
Chan33

NDB RWY 4

270070
Bondy LOM
020 (178
FARMINGTON
ELEY 4 Rwy 18 kg 3799
Remain MISSED APPROACH [_Hevs | ey d
withis 10 NM A Ruy 91 1506
Climbing nght turato 2700 A %
LOM duect ST LOM and hold 17 ..
/'\ 128 /
2000X 180
2100 —>—¢ g
200 | T~/ g
6 HM > A 201
CATEGORY A ] B ¢ D v /\“
123
s4 - 606 (700-3/4 700-14/4 | 700-13/4 0 AL %
700-3/4 ¢ ) 606 (700 - 11/4) | 606 (700-1 34) 84 A g 24
R 606 (700-1) 700-1 3/4 700-2 49* at6 NM
CIRCLING 700-1 ( 6060014 | 606 100) 045~ at6 M
When control zone not in effect 1 use Seymore Johnscn altimeter setting 2
increase all MOAs 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF AEIL Rwy 22
HIRL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-36 764 10
FAF 1o MAP 5 9 M
Knots 80 | 90 {120 150 | 180
A JMins0c 1600 | 400 | 300] 224 [2.00 |
BN - T3 ISLIP, NEW YORK

ISLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR {ISP)




Layout 3:

Two column

Amdt 8

ISLIP/LONG iSLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP
N D B HWY 4 AL-5038FAR) ISLIP, NEW (YORK)

1BLIPAPPCOH 120 5367.2
1LIP TOWER 11932332

GKD CON 1217
CLNC DEL 121.35
ATIS 12845
RADIO 128
CTAF 119.3

KINSTON
1096150 22
Chan33

1o LOM
Lo 2214(103)

20010
Bondy LOM
029° (17 6)
FARMINGTON
ELEVS4 Rwy 18 ldg 370¢°
Remain MISSED APPROACH I T .
within 10 NM OACH A Rwy 9 1dg 1506
Chimbing fight turn to 2760 A t
LOM duect STLOM and kold /'\67 <
/ o | /
28004 16)
2100 —>—£3 g
aw [~} g
5 M | A 201
CATEGORY A | B I Y ' /\”
4 . 806 (700-3/4 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 Toze A 018
790-3/4 GO | o600 111 | 06 (r00-1.3/4) s A s 24
- 606 (7001 700-1 3/4 700-2 .
CIRCLING 700-1 {700-1) 406 700 w0 | so6 oo 045216 Bl
Wihen control zone not in effect *  use Seymore Johnson atimeter setting 2
increase all MDAs 60 fest 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Rwy 22
HIAL Rwy 4-22 A
MIRL Rwy 18-36 764 1
FAFto MAP 5 9 M
fKnots | 60 | 0 [120 | 150 [ 180
A Tuinsec|600 | 400 | 300224 [200
N D B RWY 4 AN -TTITH ISLIP, NEW YORK
ISL" NG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP)

62




Layout 4:
Boxed

24
Amdt8 ISLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (ISP)
NDB RWY 4 ALSOSHAN) ISLIP, NEW YORK
ISLIP APP COH 1SLIP TOV/ER l GHD CON CLNC DEL L AN RADIO I CTAF
12053672 119.3233.2 121.7 12185 128 45 122.6 119.3

KINSTON
1006180 22—
Chan33

270010
Bondy LOM
029°(178)
FARMINGTON
ELEV 4 Rwy 18 1dg 3769
Remain MISSED APPROACH ML 4
within 10 NM /\ Rwy 9 1dg 1596
Cumbing night turn to 2700 A [
LOM Girect STLOM and hold /'\67 @
N 128 /
2000 ¢ 180
2100 ——§2 8
ZJ.QQ \ '/ g
6 NM >| AP
CATEGORY A l B I D v Ax
- 700- 700-11/4 | 700-13/4 TOZE LI
4 700-3/4 606 (00374 606 (700 - 1/yg) 606 mm:{/q o A g 224
K 606 (700-1 700-13/4 700-2 .
chaws | 7001 oo-h §06 700-1 /4) | 606 7002 v
When control zone not m effect 1 use Seymore Johnson altrmeter setting 2
increase all MDAS 60 feet 3 ACTIVATE MALSR Rwy 4-CTAF REIL Awy 22
HIRL Rwy 4-2 A
MIAL Rwy 18-36 764 7
i FAF to MAP 5 O NM
fknots | 60 | % 120 150 ] 180
A [Minsacf 600 | 400 | 300] 224 {200
N D B RWY 4 35N -TTITW 1SLIP, NEW YORK
ISLIP/LONG ISLAND MAC ARTHUR (1SP)




APPENDIX F: CHART TEMPLATES




Chart 1: 1° off axis

Amgt 21

ILS RWY 27

28

MINNEAPOLIS-ST PAUL INTL (WOLD-CHAMBERLAIN) (MSP)
AL-264 {FAA)

MINNEAPQLIS, MINNESOTA

MINHEAPOLIS APP CON
11933355
MIKNEAPOLIS TOWER
126.7 251.6

GNO CGN

1219 348.6

CLNC DEL

1.2

ASR

ATIS 13535

FLYING CLOUD
e RN —-—

335 heading (4 3)
andLoc (63)

FARMINGTON
N5TFET -
Cun 104

ELEVMT | pwyzzidg72se

ILS RWY 27

KETAM MISSED APPROACH
One Minuts Ll Climb to 1500 the climbirg
Holding Pattern VAGEY laft turm to 4000 dirsct GEP
LOMANT  yORTAC znd hod. o M8
€20 we
N | MM
| b 4
BE o | e
e— s —le—o—s] os =
CATEGoRY | A ] 8 1 ¢ ] o |
11827 1030/24 200 200-172)
stoczr | 1260724 ooy | J260A40 | 1260/50 w00y
- 1340-11/21 1460-2 | 1800-3
crcune | 13401 secsaon 499 (500-1 1;22) 619 (700-7) | 959(1000-3) | ToZCL AWy 261
REIL Rwys 20R and 1L
X HIRL Bwys 422, 118-26L and * 1L-29R
FAF to MAP 4.5 NM
Kncls | 60 | 90 | 120 [ 150 | 180
Minsac| 430] 300 | 215] 148 130
AN W MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA

MINNEAPOLIS-ST PAUL INTL (WOLD-CHAMBERLAIN) (MSP)

65




Chart 2: 23° off axis

66

24
Amdi 2 ELY MUNI (ELO)
VO R/D M E RWY 25 AL-S974 (FAR) ELY, MINNESOTA
HIBBING
12218
URICOM 122 8 (CTAF)
INTERNATIONAL
_» FAUS
i///v
5000 TO
VOR/DME
253° (77 4)
GRAND - .
MARAIS 7. 7 a
VORDME ELEVUSS |
Remain
" MISSED APPROACH
withsn 10 NM / Citmb to 3300 then rght
/ tutn duect to ELOVOR/
L0 OME and hold
3300 30ME
‘ €Lo J TOZE
060Mg 4 1451
2300 | L ' s
I 24nu &
CATEGORY A | 8 [ c [} e N
325 1840-1 3s0(200-n) 319{290”%
- K »
CRCUNG | 1920-1 45(500-1) 14%‘519501-?% 41324(5 gog]
HIBBING ALTINETER SETTINGS MINTRUALS
. - 0 060-11/4
825 2060-1 sos(700-1) 2 / WAL Ruy12:30
CIRCLING | 2140-1 635(700-1) 2,102-%3.‘1{3) }g‘ég&%, AE Py 2D
Obtain kocal aitmete: setting on CTAF, when not availitle, use Hibbing Knots & | 90 | 120 | 150 | 188
aimeter setting ACTIVE REIL Rwys 12-30CTAF Y\ WA Win Sec
VO R/D M E RWY 25 AT°45H - $1°50W ELY, MINNESOTA
ELY MUNI(ELO)




Chart 3: 45° off axis

32
Amdt 4
o ST PAUL-DOWNTOWN HOLHAN FIELD (STP)

NDB RWY 13 ALZESFAN) T PAUL. MINNESOTA

MINNEAPOLIS APP COH

121.2335.5

ST PAUL-DOWRTOWN TOWER H

119.1 (LTAR) 551.8 FARMINGTON

1217

CLHC DEL

121.7 270070

ATIS 118 35 Bondy LOM

UNICOM 122.95 020+ {17 8)

SWINNINT
RADAR

340010
Bondy LOM
126%(246)
GOPHER
- EEVIR | Awy 1265122
witho 10 KM
MISSED APPROACH LOM JAR T ®
Chmbing nght turr to 2700 1025
¢vect ST LOM and hoid \\
L )
o 1 7
......... | 1580 2700
] T |
CATEGORY A B ¢ )
: - 580- . 23/4
s | R8T | oen iUy | 15802t | etz
chane | 2801 11080114 (1380212 | o808 20556 M
DUAL ADF of RADAR MINIMA from LOM
" X 23 A 230
s I 14401 73s(s00n 713544@80% 17;154&&22”‘2) MLy 12X A
When contral tower 1 closed, use M. pohis 3% seiting Ind REIL Awy 30 76
5:30 Dtsal ADF or Radar MDAS 20 feet FAF {0 WAP 5 9 NM
X Kaots ] 60 | %0 | 120 | 150 | 180
A MinSec| 556 | 356 | 257] 222 | 158
NDB RWY 13 SN -3 04W ST PAUL, MINNESOTA
ST PAUL-DOWNTOWN HOLMAN FIELD (STP)
67




Chart 4: 63° off axis

37
{ Amdt 388350
: BANGOR INTL (BGR)
. VOR/DME BWY 36  noem BANGOR, MAINE
BAKGOR APP CONT
124.5390.9 ‘\%"BGRZ
b e i «
120.7 257. .
GND CON ANCOR ac:u%oéue ";';
121.948 6
CLNC DEL < P 194
;«ﬂégmn X! o
ASR ,;p‘)
A yag
/'\1749
7,
BREEN
8GR 10 DME
< \
{1AR) 2 3000 NoPT
RINTH o 359° (4)
VORTAC ELEVISZ ]
Re
w:nsm‘w ]
2500 = . MISSED APPROACH 519 mM
. A Chmbto 2700 via B3R R-155
~  4bw onie 1o Bucds 16 DME and hod from FAF
|
1500 | !
| 900 ™.
[Pa— o T
CATEGORY A I B ] c 0
. . 560/50 A
53 560/24 368 (400-112) asa(zo[o-- % 322 A
CIRCLING 640-1 ] 660-1 l 660-1 1(2 760-2 6.
438 (500-1) 453 {500-1) 468{s00-11/2) | s68(600-2) |
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Chart 5: 67° off axis
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