March 31, 2000

David O Carson, Esq.
Ceneral Counse
Copyright GO 1&R

Sout hwest Station
Washi ngton, DC 20024

Dear M. Carson,

I wish to express ny discontent with the current Digital MIIennium
Copyright Act (DMCA). Specifically, the sections preventing reverse
engi neering of software deter innovation.

Article I, sectionn 8 of the Constitution states that the purpose
of copyright is "to pronote the progress of science and useful arts,
by securing for limted times to authors and inventors the exclusive
right to their respective witings and discoveries.” Used judiscally,
copyright fosters innovation by incentivizing inventors to publically
di scl ose their creations. Copyrights did not, however, prevent other
inventors fromdiscovering for thenselves how the inventions worked.
Such actions were covered under patent |aw, not copyright. Wth the
DMCA, however, such action is legally actionable under copyright |aw.

Reverse engineering is vital to continued innovation in the field
of conputer software. As a software engineer, | routinely learn from
ot her developers. | use their progranms, try to understand their
i nner workings, and read their conputer source code to learn fromthe
original author. For sonme areas of conputer programr ng, reverse
engineering is the only way to show a programis strength. An
encryption algorithmw Il only be considered secure when dozens of
security experts throughout the world have read the source code and
tried to break the security mechani snms. The DMCA woul d nake the
very process of computer security programrng ill egal

Pl ease reconsi der the enforcenent of the DMCA. The law wi || deter
sof t war e engi neeri ng.

Thank you for your tine,

David Lacy Kusters



