Figures:
I don’t fully understand the part numbering scheme, it looks like individual parts often have unique numbers from one figure that are used in other figures, but sometimes not.  This may need some review throughout as I found a number of places where the figure numbering doesn’t match the text.
· In Fig 1, “Actuator Arm” still needs to be changed to “Docking Arm” to be consistent with the text.
· In Fig 2, the “204” annotation is more clear to me now, so if you prefer to only have one, that works too.
· In Fig 3, one of the brushes is labeled “608”, and it should presumably be “308”.  The rod is labeled 1002 and should presumably be 302 to match the text.
· In Fig 6, Some of these numbers are underlined, inconsistent with the style elsewhere.
· In Fig 10, “522” and “526” are underlined, which is a different style to other figure numbers.
· In Fig 11, “Actuator Arm” still needs to be changed to “Docking Arm” to be consistent with the text.
· In Fig 11, change “position sensor” to “proximity sensor” to be consistent with text (1106)


[0003] 
-  The power may or may not pass through the sub-sea docking controller (it may be switched elsewhere…), so maybe “from the docking controller” could be struck from the second to last sentence. [ah]

[0009]
- Possible caption change:  FIG. 3 illustrates an example of electrical current transfer across contacts and brushes, and rectification.  [ah]
[0025]
- The jaw assembly is referred to as “144” where it should be “114”. [ah]
[0030]
- Thank you for including the option to hang this from the surface, it may be best to refer to the buoy in the last sentence as a “surface buoy” to make that point.  In our field, sometimes one refers to a sub-surface buoy, so “buoy” is a little ambiguous.  
[0042] Docking rod is refered to as 212, but shown in the diagram as 414, I’m not sure of the numbering scheme as the docking rod is in fact 212 in Fig 2, so maybe it’s correct.
[0031]
- I think this should refer to FIG 2, based on all the 200 series numbers in the subsequent description.

[bookmark: _GoBack][0032]  The last sentence here isn’t incorrect, but it’s a bit mis-leading to talk about solar power from a float that is shown as a sub-surface float.  It does point out that this can be on or near the surface, but most would interpret this figure as being a subsurface arrangement.  Maybe it’s OK to just say “powered by a sub-sea cable that can get power from a number of sources, solar buoy, wave-buoy, sub-sea turbine, sub-sea cable, etc.)
[0034] – I think this may mean to refer to FIG 4 in the second sentence.


Claims
12.   Optical homing techniques could be used instead of sonar, I’m not sure if that’s relevant here.
17.  Docking capture assembly could be located further back than one half the vehicle length from the front, there’s nothing magical about that, in our case it’s just the convenient place.  Similarily, one could place the dock right at the nose of the vehicle, probably with two actuated capture arms instead of the guide structure.  


