	NWS / SPoRT Coordination Call

	January, 2011
	
	
	Telecon

	

	Meeting called by
	NWS Southern Region HQ

	Type of meeting
	Telecon – Monthly Coordination Call

	Facilitator
	Bernard Meisner

	Note taker
	Kevin Fuell

	Timekeeper
	n/a

	Attendees
	SPoRT – Fuell, Stano, Jedlovec, Molthan, Case

	

	Agenda topics

	
	NWA – sport related topics planned by WFos
	kevin fuell

	Discussion
	

	With the NWA meeting in Birmingham, AL, SPoRT wanted to start thinking about the topics that WFOs might submit.  Essentially, it is a bit early for the WFOs to have thought about this and many are still unsure.  MOB and HGX had some thoughts that mostly pertained to measuring the impact of the SST on local modeling.

	

	Conclusions
	

	More discussion on this topic is needed to prepare for NWA, otherwise abstract deadlines will quickly approach without much new content being added to pre-existing WFO presentations.  SPoRT is willing to help or co-author presentations.

	

	Action items
	Person responsible
	Deadline

	WFOs consider topics for NWA related to SPoRT dataset applications

	WFOs
	next call

	


	
	SPort collaborative modeling project planning
	kevin fuell

	Discussion
	

	SPoRT would like to explore the best way to collaborate with WFOs in the local modeling efforts.  SPoRT is exploring the use of multiple datasets that would provide unique NASA data to initialize fields typically left to coarse observational data or climatological parameterization.  The proposal by SPoRT is to have neighboring WFOs running the same domain while one run uses all available SPoRT capabilities and the other does not.  Then have these WFOs share model output.  Several issues arise from WFO feedback that take this option off the table
· MLB – Sharp: Reconfiguration of local modeling would require considering effort by the WFO.  Also, the transfer of model data between WFOs may hinder one of the two neighboring WFOs in terms of the number of products that can be shared given the bandwidth limitations as well as the latency of getting the files to the neighbor.

· HGX – Wood: May be able to expand one domain to be the control run

· Offline / non-realtime research resources are the consensus by the WFOs to do validation

· SRH – Bernard: Suggestion of having forecasters come to SPoRT to evaluate model similar to HWT program

· MOB – Medlin: Suggests offline validation and then upgrade changes to real-time.  Also suggests that WFOs look for unique case where SPoRT could re-run with multiple configurations
· SPoRT – Jedlovec: Offers to have a face-to-face meeting in Huntsville to develop a plan that overcomes these various issues.

	

	Conclusions
	

	Several logistical and hardware issues need to be overcome for a collaborative effort.  Continued discussion is needed to find ways that SPoRT can contribute to WFO local modeling and WFOs can contribute to the quantification of results.

	

	Action items
	Person responsible
	Deadline

	Look for a date where WFO leads can attend a 1-day planning meeting in Huntsville
	Kevin Fuell
	next call

	


