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Proposed Class 1: Audiovisual Works-Criticism and Comment
This paper focuses on proposed class 1: Audiovisual Works-Criticism and Comment. There were five petitions seeking expansion of the present exemption to allow circumvention of protected technological measures (TPM) on quotations of motion pictures on digitally transmitted videos, Blu-Ray discs, and DVDs (Hayden, 2018). The existing exemption permitted circumvention for criticism and comment purposes by the following users: multimedia e-book writers, faculty of Massively Open Online Courses (MOOCs), university and college faculty students, filmmakers and kindergarten through 12th-grade educators (Hayden, 2018). The proposed exemption was to remove the restrictions on the type of use or users and instead allow circumvention to anyone whose purpose was to criticize or comment. Notably, the petitions were seeking the circumvention of TPMs for non-profit purposes. BYU, one of the petitioners, had a suggestion of creating a single exemption that would allow circumvention of TPMs for non-profit purposes based on section 110(1) and 110(2).In addition, BYU suggested the elimination of limitations based on the type of user or use as long as the purpose of circumvention lays solely on criticism and comment (Hayden, 2018).
Petitioners seeking expansion of the existing exemption demonstrated the reason why the current measures limited their use which was non-infringement to the copyright. Therefore, the acting register recommended the existing exception to be expanded to accommodate or to reflect some of the proposals which were in accordance with the copyright infringement policies (Hayden, 2018). To make the final exemption, the acting register adopted the proposals by agreeing to condense the regulatory language where applicable. However, the acting register did not approve BYU's proposal on the development of a single circumvention of TPMs. The acting register has to scrutinize the proposals to protect copyright works from infringement.
The need and value of the triennial process cannot be overlooked. The triennial process is an integral policy study relating to potential exemptions on the Digital Millennium Copyright Act ban against TPMs that limit access to copyrighted materials (Irvin, 2015). The process includes the members of the public in the renewal of the existing exemptions. The U.S Copyright office allows the public to submit their petitions. The petition may criticize the existing exception or may be a proposal to expand on the existing one. The petitions submitted are considered pursuant to a more inclusive rulemaking process (Irvin, 2015). For instance, the seventh triennial process, the members of the public petitions submitted in the 7th triennial proceeding, were used in the comprehensive rulemaking of the renewed exemptions. Therefore, the triennial process is of immense need and value in relation to inclusivity of the members of the public in the rulemaking process involving circumvention of TPMs.
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