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Sciram and | created a project for the DOS 4.0 retal upgrade.
We put & on \\TROJAN\DOSZ. The project Is calied 40RETAIL.
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| am assuming your handsiing this one besed on the Info you
got from AaronR pascal Please comect me I { am wrong?

Tom

P.S. | am reterting to BN's quiestion

Susan Johnson
robertre
anthonys; davidma; vich
NP taults In device drivers .. SRS
Thursday, September 22, 1968 135PM LY
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Once the has been verffied as the nesded access
tos focation, the device driver G .esnt need
to request access veciiication each time & the CPU
during task-time processing of this the

dmndmm The next peragraph ssys
Note

the device driver must verffy the
user 'S 8CCess tO the memory with the Vi
device driver must not yield the between
the YerffyAccass and the Lock, *otherwise the user

and lock the memoary. The access Is valld for the

durstion of the lock.

I} -~ - °
Sa the documentation that the reason you'd want 10 lock a
B e e T e
Is no mention arywhers In the VerfyAccess man that says amything
sbowt having to protect the segrment from

| suggest someons check our docurmentation on this.

| | be but X's documentsd, atbel badly. A questiorc
ammaiudmdlemebo&or

something simlar? We may be able to do to jet 1.0 DOs
fun unhindered. | askad why this was never seen and Ross toid
thEEwndemmmmdm.n
they've just never this happen befora.

Based on the above, 'm leaning towasds elther taking out the message
or putting & under vinstrict control. Comments?
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