Since the list of compatible licences includes the MPL, the EPL, the LGPL and more other licences, is the “copyleft” of the EUPL v1.2 weaker than before?
[bookmark: _GoBack]This questions the notion of “strong copyleft”, often based on the idea that linking two programs creates a derivative work of both.
· On one hand, the extension of the compatibility list may reflect the feeling that “we do not need strong copyleft licences anymore” because the free/open source software implementation is strong enough and because the pretention for extending the coverage of a licence in the case of linking has caused more fears than benefits.

· On the other hand, the European law (in particular recitals 10 and 15 of Directive 2009/24/EC on the protection of computer programs) seems to invalidate the idea of “strong copyleft”. According those provisions, any portion of code that is strictly necessary for implementing interoperability can be reproduced without copyright infringement. This means that linking cannot be submitted to conditions or restricted by a so-called “strong copyleft licence”. As a consequence, linking two programs does not produce a single derivative of both (each program stay covered by its primary licence). Therefore the question is not relevant: the EUPL v1.2 is copyleft (or share-alike) for protecting the covered software only from exclusive appropriation, but it has no pretention for any “viral extension” to other software in case of linking.

