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Part 1: The Puzzle
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Information visualization has
become popular . . .

EXcuses to get
99% | outof tickets

Didn’'t see
sign

USA Today



America’s Most Popular Charts

The Onion

... and parodied
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It can be done well . . .

I The shape of the beast 1
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. .. but to what purpose?

2009 Weather in NYC
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Advances In computer graphics . .




From Pong and Space Invaders . .
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to Grand Theft Auto
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Statistical perspectives on graphic:

A Theories of graphics:
I Bertin(1975), Wilkinson (2005)

A Graphics as alternative to statistical modeling
I Tukey(1977)

A Graphs for comparisons
I Cleveland (19856
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Problems with effectiveness researc

ull information aesthetics. Where form follows data SUGGEST  ARCHIV

Research: Why Chart Junk is More Useful than Plain Graphs

G . Stlds been scientifically proverthe accuracy of
people in describing charts with 'chart junk' Is no worse
than for plain charts, and the recall after é82veek

gap was actually significantly better. In addition, people
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A But, before you go anslashdotthis . . .



The cchartjunke study is . . . junk!
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Part 2: Different tools, different goal

A Can we uncover the differences between the
values and priorities ahfovisand statistical
graphics?






