
Licensing relating to FPC/Lazarus usage 
Free Pascal licensing is pretty liberal, including some additional clauses to avoid some people's fear and some 
practical concerns regarding LGPL/GPL licensing. The primary difference is that static linking to FPC runtime 
libraries is allowed on top of the LGPL, which allows shared linking only. Making such exception clauses are 
pretty standard for runtime libraries: [GPL with linking exception]. The LGPL is such an exception that is target 
to linking of shared objects; the FPC modification goes one step beyond and also allows static linking. 

The base licensing principle is that usage of FPC and its libraries should be possible in a normal responsible 
way. This means that anything that is linked into end users programs should be usable in commercial programs 
in the classical sense, without heaps of additional clauses that make licensing a puzzle. This is realised by 
choosing for the LGPL license, with additional clauses that remove any doubt or double interpretations about 
static linking. This combined license (LGPL formal text + additional FPC disambiguation) is commonly referred 
to as "FPC modified LGPL". The condition is: 

As a special exception, the copyright holders of this library give you permission 
to link this library with independent modules to produce an executable, regardless 
of the license terms of these independent modules, [..] 

This clause is mainly meant to avoid (maybe even justified) uncertainties about the "shared linking only" and 
"reverse engineering" clauses in the LGPL. 

Lazarus follows the same principles. 

Licensing relating to FPC (the compiler)/Lazarus program (IDE) itself 
The FPC and Lazarus binaries are mostly GPL. However products made by GPL programs are not 
automatically subject to the GPL, so this only applies if you modify or integrate (by static linking) the core 
compiler binary itself. Since there are many misconceptions about the actual meaning of GPL, in case of 
doubt ASK(on the forum or mailing lists)! 

Below are some of the more popular misconceptions and their rebuttal: 

§ If I distribute FPC with my application for internal scripting, I must also package the FPC source. 
No, a link to the FPC site in some copyright addendum is enough, though you should keep the source 
yourself for three years, see the next paragraph 

§ If I modify FPC and distribute it with my application (but am not linked to it), I must ship the 
source of my application. 

No, only if you link your application to GPLed code. If you package it, modifications (the modified 
source) on your site or distribution media is enough. 

§ If I link to GPL code, I must publish my own sources. 
Yes, but only when you distribute them outside your organization. See Lazarus licensing section 
and [1]) Note that FPC is set up in a way that linking to GPL code is usually not needed. 

So in short the GPL only applies if you try to integrate a core FPC binary (fpc.exe, ppudump.exe 
etc) into your application. Not if you merely call it. There is one unpleasant side detail though, see 
the Lazarus licensing section. 

(Note: Strictly speaking the GPL specifies that the source must be provided on request by the 
one shipping it for a "nominal fee covering costs", but since work is also cost, you can charge 
based on a commercial hourly rate for that, and as high as 25-50 Euro per incident. This makes 
this avenue no problem in practice, since everybody will rather download, and the few that don't, 
pay for the privilege.) 
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