Soft Copy assignment grading
Here are the criteria I used:

How complete was the digitizing?

Was the map easy to read and interpret?  Were the basics covered (legend, symbols, etc)

How thoughtful was the description of possible application(s).

Were the techniques adequately described?  Some people used the existing VHD hydrology data to locate streams, but what would you do if it didn’t exist?

How thoughtful was the discussion of error?  Should have identified at least two sources.  (I weighted this section heavily in my grading)  I was looking for at least two sources well described.
Some sources of error:

· Differences in time period between stereo model digitized water (1962) and VHD. numerous people missed the fact that the photos were 1962.  That’s big.

· data

· User error (tired eyes, and untrained eye)

· Stereo Analyst difficult to work

· Vegetation obscures view of the water courses.

· Unclear criteria for defining perennial streams

· Different resolution of sources (aerial photos vs source material for NHD)

· Stereo model poorly constructed (no one mentioned this, but this is a big issues). 
We didn’t have all the parameters of the camera model for the 1962 photos when we made the stereo model, so we had to guess and in some cases try and measure error in registration of the fiducial marks.

· DEM inaccurate (no one mentioned this either).  The DEM was used to calibrate the stereo model, and it has some inaccuracies in values and in some cases the DEM values don’t coincide closely with the water courses.  It needs more breaklines or the breaklines need to be adjusted for the 1962 water courses.

