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This section is later commentary on the decision made between 
1100-1300. There was no right decision to make in this situation 0 
only a different degree of wrong ones. The initial selection of this 
area N of Quadra was premature, as it turned out, because the top to 
240-250 disappeared quickly. We examined the area of scattered ebhees 
NE of Oceanographer and rejected it as too low, scattered and 
unorganized, but it could have made the 5B1 mission difficult to 
irterpret.

At 1107 - I had decided to shift to the alternate and was about 
to execute that. Before doing so, we took one more look at the area N 
of Quadra. It had stopped weakening, contained several hard growing 
cu 100-120- and both Quadra and our radar confirmed the continuity 
for the weak NNE-SSW radar line. I therefore decided at 1120 to 
confirm the original hasty decision and fixed the butterfly to cross 
the line, with some allowance for slow westward drift, as observed.
(This worked very well - zone was in existence from at least 1030-1630). 
CV990 had aborted - this suited decision as with low cu eg we didn't 
need such a high aircraft.

GATE Control recommended a CA of near 8*sN 2240W. Rejected this 
because no echoes were in this area - we could have seen them 
easily - especially on radar. We did see a very distant CB, South 
of Meteor, but the combination of great distance and the feeling that 
the CB's have very short lifetimes Sedifio the decision to stick to what 
we knew something about.

A confusing situation ensued when both Dakar and Control 
aircraft tried to set up different C2's at same time. I am satisfied 
that aircraft Control worked very well indeed. Only second thoughts 
are whether alternate would have been better use of resources. I 
don't think so, however.

General Commentary on Mission

The mission was successful, but the subject of the mission was 
not what we expected, so it is difficult to say which mission was 
successful. Best estimate Is a ID on a very low cumulus system, 
with 5A1-5B2 overtones. The system under observation was a zone of 
enhanced cumulus with scattered light showers. The zone was 
oriented from about 030-210° true, and about 25mm wide. While cloud 
tops and shower intensity generally became less as time went onr 
there were always plenty of growing cumulus, obviously entraining 
very strongly the dry air above the inversion (ca. 6000'). On each 
and every leg of each and every pattern, radar echoes were present, 
although quite weak after the first pattern, within the butterfly, 
and as late as the third pattern there were showers near the crossing
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point of the butterfly. Cloud tops appeared to be 10-12K near the 
start of the mission, gradually lowering to 6-8000' near the end.
The mesoscale system, such as it was, remained easily visible throughout, 
especially from the east side, near C2 and C4 (Quadra), where a 
clear boundary between the cumulus area and the large suppressed area 
to the east was maintained. The cumulus area gradually drifted 
westward through the (fixed) pattern so that it was near C5 by 1600.

Cumulus definitely less 
here, but no well-defined 
western boundary of the 
zone.

This boundary 
quite sharp

Suppressed area 
40 nm

QUADRA

Cloud base seemed to rise slowly as time went on. First run by 
C-130 was 1000 - 900 ft. to be under 1000' bases. By third pattern, 
1200' was under most bases except in immediate vicinity of showers, 
where some scattered near 800' was observed. The biggest change
in cloud base appeared to be in eastern suppressed area where they 
seemed to rise from approximately 1300 to approximately 1600 ft.


