‘_‘_i Wy ‘u\%k-'\ ("XT‘*\ "K’-u‘r\"-“‘-' "t‘{\r %‘_L\ A, d‘; L\u)} ‘T\M \'1:\ L—‘\\(’\-q
Neggad Wi vin Mt doilo et &) @y 4, @, T Via Moneti, 8

52044 Cortons (AR)
Msrch 17, 1983

Desr Bob:

Thanks for the telegrsm, I have made my reservations »nd
will fly Rome-NYC on Thursday April 21, asrriving (exhausted?

in the late afternoon or early evening. I will stay in NY with
the kids thst weekend snd go to Chi on Monday morning. My

Bd of Eds meeting is Tuesday. I will go back to NYC Wednesday
morning April 27 snd thence to Rome égein on the evening of
April 28, Let's meet, then on Wednesday the 27th or Thursday
the 28th; I'll have most of Wednesday snd sll of Thursday aveil-
sble. I look forwsrd to it. I expect you heve s fsir smount

of news after sll this time.

I wes concerned about one thing in our phone call. You ssid
you had not received my letter sbout the arrangements ss I hoped
they would be made, But that must mesn thst you did not receive

- my expense informstion regsrding the trip to Sunnyvale February

-8. Damn: I probsbly sent you the only copies of that stuff
-- if they're lost what do I do? Check to see if you didn't re-
ceive that letter sfter sll.

I wesn't surprised that meetings could not be arranged for
the end of April. It sounds to me ss if the Atari design group
is in severe dissrray. Nor does that surprise me. All those
delightful people may be computer geniuses but they have & long
way to go before they sre resdy even to stert thinking sbout
making en encyclopeedia ©- or snything remotely like an encyclo-
psedia. The remark thet the "ides of an encyclopasedis is confin-
ing" is the tipoff. Of course it's confining; and thank God it's
confining., There have to be some limits to what you intend to
do snd whst you intend to offer, Read Wordsworth's Sonnet "Nuns
fret not st their msrble waslls." It's sbout how necessary limits
are to a work of srt. If nothing else the peinting hss s frame;
it's not infinite. But there are other limits, too, interior ones.
Infinity end art are at the opposite poles of thought snd the one
is the death of the ether. When I ssid the IE should, smong
other things, be s work of srt I mesnt it should be fine, that
is, have limits, be finite, if you pleesse. The opposite is not
reglly infinity -- thast is not within man's cepscity; rather,
it is hsppenstance. Do you wsnt to mske s kind of bag of oddi-
ties, an enormous peddlsr's pack of informstion —-- but no knowledge
becsuse knowledge, unlike informstion, is orgenized, has limits,
is @ work of humen art? If you do, I don't. (This is rhetorical;
I don't think you do; you understand the difference; and I suspect
Alan does too.§

In saying this I don't want to be understood ss insisting

that the limits on the IE be too strict or even very strict.

ertasinly they should not be as strict as those that confine snd
define s print encyclopsedis, even one as large as EB. We have
in fact still to develop the "rules of srt" that will have to be
developed for the IE. For example, s rule of art of s print en-
cyc -- thaet like things be trested in like weys (snd in like
space) -- may be wrong for the IE, since it will never 8ll e
visible 8t once. Not entirely, wrong, of course, but wrongly
conceived if we think of it ss being exactly the same rule for
each work., And so on. I went to think more sbout this. But
that there must be rules of srt I sm sure. Humsn beings cannot
WOrkK -- cannot do good work -- without them. You know this. Alsn
knows it. Sussn knows it. I doubt if anybody else does -- maybe
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