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To: Jessis Li at SERVER4

cc: Daniel Hocher

beec: Yuelin Yang

Subject: (1) Prodigy and (2) Microsoft works version 2.0 licenses

- Message Contents —-— -
Jesgie,

As per your request when we met in person in Taipei on May
22, 1 would like to confirm the following regarding the
above referenced licenses.

1. Prodigy license

I raised many potential issues in a May 8 ec mail to
you. We then discussed which issues actwally seedad ta be
addressed, Of the issues which you decided needed to he
addregged, I confirm that the contract was revised to
address those issues. There is no legal reason mot to sign
the contract.

2. Microsef: works vei-sion 2.0

This contract is very similar to the license signed hy
Acer/Smith Corona which is why I faxed to you my april 2,
1991 memo ta Ronald Chwang and Fred Kiremidjian regarding
that license. In that memo, I discussed many poteatial
issues raised by the contract. In the case of Acer/Smith
Coraaa, a business decision was made to praceed with the
contract withsut sddressing any of those issues. This is
understandable given the leverage that Microsoft has sipce
there are no viable alternatives. Assuming that a
busingss decision is made to proceed withont
addressing any of those issuea in this case, as was
done with Acesr/Smith Carona, I confirm that there is no
legal reason not to sign the contract,

Regarda,
Yuelin
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