
MEMORANDUM

TO: Frank King
Rick Faulk
Frank Ingad
David Reed
8race Johnston
A~ Stodda~l

FROM: Semmes Walsh

SUBJECT; Windows vs. OS/2 Comparison

¯ DATE: October 18, 1989

Two documents are attached, which compare 08/2 and Windows. Bo~ ~re pa, rt of a
Lotus/IBM project to develop a presentation for use within IBM, conveying the relative
advantages of OS/2.     .

The first d.ocument ts what we’re p~viding to ]BM. Entitled "Comparison of O$/2 and
W~ndows, it comPares the two environments from a technical as wel! as a .b.uslness
perspective. At i~s heart ~s a comparative chart listing O8/2 and Windows 3 s dilference.s
and their impact on developers ar~l end users. Ths chart Is followed by a non-technical
explanation of each of the differences,

The matedar for the first document was compiled pdmadly from dfscussions with Pay
Oz_zie and David Reed. Thanks go to David t’or editing and reviewing the paper as a
whole.

The second document, entitled "Why’ OSI2", is |he cub’rent version of the IBM internal
presentation, which ma~es use el the matenaJ we have provided. It is IBM Confidential
matedai so please use discretion in distributing it.

Please let me know it you have questions or suggestions about either of Ihe documents.

i Semmes
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COMPARISON OF 0S/2 AND WINDOWS

SUMMARY

¯ There is r~o hardware platform where Windows Is cleady better than 0S]2

~rdows ~equ~ ore/~ [o l_~ub ~e~ RAM the. OSt2 to s..,u~o.~.~_.,~e .c~mu-e~ aP~s
calion.~ t~ote: ~cent pertormance ben~. ~ ~.m =.e~me,. i ~e ~s a~,
even s~lter ~n ~). ~ a ~e

~’s ~sses reds to ~ are
~n~g ~ ~e su~ ~ ~ GUt
Two ~ ~ ~ w~t~ t~=

* User and support _costs are lower wlthoul Wlndo~,s

Windows app~ca~lons can ~tedere v~h each ol~er. ]’his can cause data loss, and ~ raises
support
It OS/2 fs Ihe fL,’mldestb’~, tion. @o!ng tO .’~nd~w.. s..ordy adds .COsl. because I’l~rating out of
Wmdow~ ~nlo OS/2 requves tra,nmg a~o app~_.at~ons, u~3rao~.

From a devetoDer’s Derspeclive, OS/2 Is the preferable environment

OS/’2 provid.es _be~er to~. Is Io.1’ comple.~ application.s, ~ Lotus develop me r~ is done under
OS/2; even +or ~ ~ wmoowS pr0~ucts.
OS/~ is easie~ and safer for corporate developers to use lot almo~ any application.
The differences be~’een OSr2 and Y~ndows equale to sizeabJe developmen! costs in the
migralion between enviro~menls, ~ eitt~er 0irection.



COMPARISON OF 0S/2 AND WINDO WS

0St2 - WINDOWS PROFILE
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COMPARISON OF 0S/2 AND WINDOWS

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN WINDOWS 3 AND 0SI2
’ " .~¢hileclural Code Product User

Compatibility Compat b Iity Impact Impact

t~ t = ~r~um~o~ ..... X

oos_=~_ _o.= ....... X
2 2 3 X

~ ~ ~ x

Z ~ 2 X

2 2 2
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COMPARISON OF 0S/2 AND WINDOWS
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COMPARISON OF 0S/2 AND WINDOWS

Icons, bitmaps, colors, resource files
Th~ mechanism:; and tools avmtable to de~ w~ ~ns, blimps. ~b~ pare~ ~eme~ (now

t~n.

Netblos
~ a~ o~ use d~e~m ~1I ~s ~ ~e u~ of Netb~s.

Positioning of characters relaffve to dra~ng posi~on
~is ~ ~h~ ex~e of the ~e de~n~ ~e~

Prlnt]ng
sy=em~es = d~ere~ se~ of ~
tml~ ~o ~nler. In o~er Io get h~

t~ ot~er o~ng s~te~

Subro~lne linage
See d~c~n u~r ~ n~e~ ~.
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