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1 forvthe transfer of the assets recited in that dréféi
2 | of the'agreement?

3 _ MR. CALL: Objection. The document speaks

4 for'itself..

5 ' THE WITNEss} No, not based on Section 4.

6 BY MR. JEFFS:

70 Q. Okay. Now, the agreement - - ﬁhe draft of
8 | the agreement as of Mayﬂ31st, '96 provides that there
9 | are Various assets that are being sold to Calderé
:;dv under the transaction} is that iight?
11 o Ap Yes. | o
12 | Q. Ang“whgtldid.yoﬁ understand that the assets
13 | would be thatvwould be sold to Caldera under this
14 | agreement?
15 | A. éenerally, the assets that compriséd the DR
16‘ DOS'buéinesé.
17 Q. Okay. Take a ibok at Paragraph 2.7. That
18 | describes a definition of the term Transferred Assets;
V 19.] is that right?
20 A | Yés. _
_21 _ Q. And that descfibes théﬁ-as DOS Products, the
22 | Related Téchnology, the'Transferred Marks, the
23 | Documentation, and'ﬁhe‘claims; is that right?
 24 . A. Yes. |

{ 25 ~ Q. . And.is that the assets you're talking about
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_lb that would be transferred to Caldéra?:
2 | A, Yes. |
3 Q. Okay. Ana then right above that, 2.6,
; o 4 | Claims is defined; is that right?
5 ‘ A. Yes.
6 Q. Okay. And that specifically identifies
7 ‘Claims relating fo any violation of antitrust laws; is
8 | that right?
9 A. That's what it says.
10 Q. What was your ‘understanding that was being
11 referred to by that definition df the Claims section?
12 | A. I don't rememberrthe term antitrust beiﬁg,in
13 | this document, but based on my understanding of the
14 | transaction, that would relate to potential claiﬁsb
15 against Microsoft.
i6 _' Q.‘ Okéy. Did you héve an underétanding at the
17 | time that'the transaction Qés_being negotiated that
18 | part of what Caldera Qouldvbe purchasing was a
19 potentlal clalm that Novell had agalnst Microsoft for
2D 20 v1olatlon of the United States antitrust law? |
21 A. My undefstanding was that, by virtue‘of
22 | their ownershib of.théée assets, they would have a
23 claiﬁ(agéinst,Microsoft, ves.
24 'Q{: Okay. As of the éoint in time when this

‘25 | draft would have been prepared back in May of '96, do
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