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Tarrytown, NeW York 10591 

: M&gnavox et al. v. 

Dear Tom: 
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1983 

b we diacuaaed on the tel pho y aterday morninq, 
d fright ot the Flehr, Hohbach firm in S n Franciaco 

arrived at our offices to 1napect docum nta being produced 
by gnavox in the Activiaion caae. Wh n b arrived, be 
informed ua that ~er Greer of Wel h & atz would be 
aaaiatinq him in the document ina ction. H also stated 
that Velab 1 Kats had b en retain 4 aa dditlonal counsel by 
Activiaion. He tmmediately told ~ right that we might 
have aome problema in permitting ~er Greer to inapect the 
doownenta, an4 then diacuaaed the matter with you by telephone. 

In accord with our telephone conversation, when 
.Roqer arrived we informed him that we would not permit hia 
to inspect the documenta at t.bia t • at ted that we 
had at least two concerns. The first is that the Protective 
Order ntered in thia action peralta ua of documents 
produc under it only ~or the p~a • of th Actlvlaion 
litigation. do not un4erab.nd how e1 h ' t can 
repr sent their clienta in otber actions on th aaae patent 
and adh r to this provision of th ord r. Second, the 
r presentation by elah & Eats ia probably violation of 
the pr ~loua agreement entered into with rs of that 
firm anC1 Bally Midway in connection with • ttl nt of the 
1974 caa • e informed Roger that w had theae ttera 
under conaideration and had DOt yet com to a firm conclusion, 
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but under the oircwnatatnoea eould not permit. him to inspect a 

the 4oowlenta at tb.t.a time. We did agree that he would be 
able to inapeot the docuaent.a at a later tJ.ae once the 
matter vaa reaolYed appropriately. 

While Roqer was here he ~ave me a latter coneeming 
the retention of Wal•h ' Kata by Act.iviaion. A copy of the 
letter 1• enoloaed. 

W. are reviewing the early Bally Midway aettleaent 
agreement aa wall •• Judge Henderson• a opinion on the 110tion 
t.o disqualify the Flehr, HOllbach firm and we will diacuaa 
the matter vi th you further when we have complete4 that 
rev.t.w. 

Very truly youra, 

m:oJAAN I WILLI»UJ, ANDBBSON ' OLSON 

J'l'W&bj 
holoaure 

w 

cc: W.t.l11• .t . ... Streeter, w/enol. • ~ ""P,.. 
Charlea B. Quarton, w/encl. 
Louia Etli.nger, v/encl. 4: C.. 
'fheodo~e w. Anderson, v/encl. 
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James T. Williams, Esq. 
Neuman, Williams , Anderson & Olson 
77 West Washington Street 
Chicago , Illinois 60602 

Dear Jim: 

Re: The I-1agna vox Company v . 
Activision, Inc . 
Civil Action No. C 82 5270 TEH 
Our File 43225 

We have been retained by Activision, Inc . in con
nection with the above- referenced litigation . Accordingly , 
we are outside counsel within the provisions of paragraph 
2 of the March 15, 1983 stipulated protective order . 

Very truly yours , 

WELSH & KATZ 

By 
( 

( . - . ..- .\ \. \.~ 
~ -(_ 1~/1. _,- ' \ .• 

Roger D. Greer 

RDG: ld 


