Review of the review of “Timing and style of deposition on humid temperate fans, Vermont, U.S.A.” by Jennings et al.

The authors did a satisfactory job in addressing each comment or concern made by the three reviewers.  Out of all the 50+ suggestions, only the trench logs were not changed by the authors.  I feel that this stylistic non-change is acceptable as the authors have had the opportunity to try different visual representations that best conveys their message.  

The revised manuscript is ready for publication as is.  If there is time I have a few minor suggestions.

1. Page 7:  “…deposition of gravel requires increased sediment transport capacity…” actually deposition requires decreases in sed. trans. capacity otherwise it would not be deposited.  I understand the meaning but the wording is confusing.

2. Page 9 to 10:  You could combine the last two sentences of paragraph 1.  

3. Figure 2H has black text that is difficult to read.

4. Text is very small on trench logs.  This may be an artifact of the computer screen but I had the image at 100% and it was difficult to read.

5. I understand the reviews concerns for the gravel clasts.  They dominate the logs and make the more important information such as the buried soils and the stratigraphic information more difficult to access.  Maybe the clasts should be outlined in a finer pen width.  Furthermore, there is no real mention about clast orientation or if clast orientation is significant.  I would tend to side with the reviews to less emphasize the clasts.

