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Bill Todd wrote:

Andrew wrote:

Sorry wrong again.

At the risk of being pedantic, to be wrong 'again' | would
already have

had to have been wrong in the current discussion at least
once.

Well if you can point to one single part of this thread where you have
been right then | will be happy to buy you a sweet.

How about the fact that Win2K, contrary to your assertions, indeed

*does* support a full 64 GB of RAM? Not that you appear to have managed
to understand even that simple a correction below, so | won't bother
creating a full (and rather lengthy) catalog of the other instances in

this thread where not only | have been right but you have been either

dead wrong or utterly irrelevant to the subject at hand.

Does it really. Windows 2003 does we know that but can you provide a
Microsoft reference for 64GB support in Win2K.

The Pentium may well have supported 64GB of RAM in
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