    Thanks again for writing for us such a nice piece. As I promised a couple of days ago, I I am sending you a few minor remarks, observations, and suggestions that may be useful for preparing the final version. I have shown your draft to Joe Malkevitch, who also liked it. His comments are incorporated in the list below.

* It would be perhaps more appropriate to move the second paragraph of your paper ("My good fortune...") to the very end of the paper, right before the bibliography. In this case, of course, the first words referring to the previous paragraph should be changed.

* Similarly, there may be a better place for the third and fourth paragraphs ("In the 1950's ...") to bring the next beautiful paragraph ("The early development...") to the front of the paper, where it belongs. For instance, a good place for these two paragraphs is the top of page 5, just before the part "Finally, what about the future...?" Perhaps, one could remove the word "finally", because three paragraphs later it is followed by a "Lastly". [A little explanation for this suggestion: the fourth paragraph, "As a side-effect...",

contains too specific comments, which don't belong to the introduction. However, this paragraph belongs together with the previous one, so the two can only be moved together.]

* In the last sentence of paragraph 4, "The same is true...", I (and mainly Joe Malkevitch) would reduce the sharpness of the statement by replacing the words "well beyond" with "less geometric than".

* In paragraph 5: A list of 50 "Poorly formulated unsolved problems in combinatorial geometry" was put together in 1963 by Leo Moser. After 1977 his brother, Willy Moser, together with J\'anos Pach (since 1986) have repeatedly expanded and privately distributed the collection. These editions served as the basis of the more survey-like recent book "Research Problems in Discrete Geometry" by Brass, Moser, and Pach [4].     In the same paragraph and later, Erdos's name should be  correctly spelled (not with an Umlaut over the letter `e', but with two long accents, in tex: Erd{\H o}s).

* At the bottom of p.1, "Over the fairly recent years" should be replaced by "In recent years". The "shopping list in this paragraph could be expanded by "pseudolines" (after lines), oriented matroids, rigidity, linkages, combnatorial complexity of geometric objects, geometric transversal theory, etc.

* On p.2, 8th line from below: "sophisticated computational component WAS unavoidable"... Perhaps "APPEARS unavoidable" is better.

* At the top of p.4, alongside with [25] and [4], you may wish to mention my book J. Pach-P.K. Agarwal: Combinatorial Geometry, Wiley, New York, 1995, whose Part II has the subtitle "Arrangements of points and lines".

* On p.4, at the end of the third paragraph: "the geometric reach... is DIMINISHED by the insistence..."  Here, perhaps the word "LIMITED" would be more appropriate.

* I agree with the contents of the third paragraph from below on page 4 ("Another factor..."), but I fail to see how it is related to the issue of joint authorship? By the fact that several people may discover the same results at the same time (?!), because they have no access to the internet? I believe that the main reason behind joint authorship is not a "regrettable fact", but the information revolution that provides cheap and fast new channels of communication, such as e-mail and almost unlimeted access to the public homepages run by colleagues. This is a (largely) positive development. In this context, I agree with you that it is regrettable that for many of the best databases one has to pay a huge amount of money, which is an extra burden to colleagues working in poorer institutions, including institutions in developing countries and American non-research universities.

* On p.5, at the end of the 3rd paragraph: "particular field" --> "particular subfield" 

* Any thoughts for a good title?

    Again, thanks for writing this beautiful piece. I hope that you will find at least some of these comments and questions useful.

