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2023-2024 ALA CD#19.3 
2024 Annual Meeting 

 
TO: ALA Council 

DATE:  June 18, 2024 

RE: (select one) 

  ACTION REQUESTED 

X INFORMATION 

X REPORT 

ACTION REQUESTED/INFORMATION/REPORT: (add below) 

Report: ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee (CD#19.3) 

Information:  Draft Revision - Prisoners' Right to Read: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of 
Rights (CD#19.4) 

Information – Draft Revision - Restricted Access to Library Materials, An Interpretation of the 
Library Bill of Rights (CD#19.5) 

Action requested from Councilors is to cast their vote to: (if applicable) 

None.  Two information items. 

ACTION REQUESTED BY: (add committee name) 

N/A 

CONTACT PERSON:  
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2023-2024 ALA CD#19.3 
2024 Annual Meeting 

 

ALA INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM COMMITTEE 
REPORT TO COUNCIL 

2024 A NNUAL MEETING 
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 

 

The ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee (IFC) is pleased to present this update of its activities 
and the activities of the Office for Intellectual Freedom since the LibLearnX Conference in 
January 2024:   

REVIEW OF INTERPRETATIONS OF THE LIBRARY BILL OF RIGHTS 

In preparation for the publication of the eleventh edition of the Intellectual Freedom Manual, the 
Intellectual Freedom Committee began review of the Interpretations of the Library Bill of Rights 
and other ALA policy documents addressing library users’ intellectual freedom and privacy. In 
February, five working groups were formed to review the five interpretations deemed to be in 
most need of review and revision: 

• Restricted Access to Library Materials  
• Diverse Collections 
• Prisoners’ Right to Read 
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address privacy and security concerns that arise when creating and modifying name authority 
records.  

During LibLearnX, members of the subcommittee joined with members of the Rainbow 
Roundtable to present a well-received panel, "Upholding Trans Patron Privacy & Information 
Access." The panel was highlighted by American Libraries 
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• BOOK RESUMÉS: Working in collaboration with dozens of publishers and librarians 
and with the support of professional review resources like Booklist and School Library 
Journal, OIF staff coordinated the launch of  Book Résumés as a tool against censorship. 
Book résumés are one page, easy-to-print documents designed to help support access to 
books targeted by censors. Each book résumé summarizes the book’s significance and 
educational value and includes a synopsis, professional reviews, awards and accolades,  
and information about how a title has been successfully retained after a demand to censor 
the book. Over three hundred book résumés are now housed on ALA’s Unite Against 
Book Bans website, with firm plans to continue to work with Unite Against Book Bans’ 
publishing partners to continually expand 
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information to gain expertise and solid grounding of relevant legal concepts so that they 
are prepared to share that information with non-attorneys. Faculty members, all licensed 
attorneys, presented on topics such as the First Amendment, CIPA, social media and 
internet, privacy, and copyright to ninety-one attendees representing 48 states who 
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Unite Against Book Bans was also invited to participate in the Freedom to Learn National Day 
of Action on May 3, led by the African American Policy Forum. Unite Against Book Bans 
supported this effort through its social media channels, on its website, and in messaging to 
supporters and Jennie Pu with ALA’s Policy Corps Cadre represented Unite Against Book Bans 
at the Freedom to Learn National Day of Action event in New York City. AAPF and the UABB 
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and the Freedom to Read Foundation. We thank Deborah Caldwell-Stone, Eric Stroshane, Betsy 
Gomez, Joyce McIntosh, Karen Gianni, and Sarah Lamdan for their support of our members and 
colleagues who are fighting censorship and other challenges to intellectual freedom in their 
communities.  

Respectfully Submitted, 

ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee 

Lesliediana Jones, Chair 

Becky Calzada 

Peter D. Coyl 

Karen E. Downing 
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ideas in any format. The carceral library collection, like all library collections, should reflect the 
needs of its community.  

Carceral libraries and their staff may be required to prohibit materials that promote illegal acts or 
harm. These restrictions are because of the following:   

• Federal, state, or local laws   
• Administrative rules   
• Court decisions  

Staff should only restrict items posing a real and imminent risk to safety and security. These 
limiting factors may reduce available materials. However, following the Library Bill of Rights 
and its interpretations can help minimize the impact.  
Use these principles to serve people who are incarcerated or detained. They apply to everyone, 
no matter where they are from or if they have been convicted of a crime.  

• Collection Management: Libraries should follow a written policy for how to maintain 
their collections. Library workers and carceral administrators should agree on the policy. 
The policy should align with the Library Bill of Rights and its interpretations.  
• Challenges Procedures: If someone challenges a library item, the library should have 
written procedures to follow. This includes a policy that explains what makes an item 
unacceptable.3  
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• External Material Access: Incarcerated or detained people should be able to get 
materials from the outside.  

 When free people, through judicial procedure, segregate some of their own, they incur the duty 
to provide humane treatment and essential rights. Among these are the rights to read and to 
access information. The right to choose what to read is crucial, and the suppression of ideas is 
fatal to a democratic society. The denial of intellectual freedom—the right to read, to write, and 
to think— reduces the humanity of those segregated from society.  
 
__________________________ 
  
 1    Procunier v Martinez, 416 U.S. 428 (1974)  

2 28 CFR 540.71(b): “The Warden may not reject a publication solely because its content 
is religious, philosophical, political, social or sexual, or because its content is unpopular or 
repugnant.”  

3 “Challenged Resources: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights,” adopted June 25, 
1971 by the ALA Council; amended July 1, 1981; January 10, 1990; January 28, 2009; July 1, 
2014; and January 29, 2019.  

4 “Access to Library Resources and Services for Minors: An Interpretation of the Library 
Bill of Rights,” adopted June 30, 1972, by the ALA Council; amended July 1, 1981; July 3, 1991; 
June 30, 2004; July 2, 2008 under previous name "Free Access to Libraries for Minors"; July 1, 
2014; and June 25, 2019.  

5 “Services to People with Disabilities: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights,” 
adopted January 28, 2009, by the ALA Council under the title "Services to Persons with 
Disabilities"; amended June 26, 2018.  

6 A person who has the ability to use information and communication technologies to find, 
evaluate, create, and communicate information, requiring both cognitive and technical skills.  

 Adopted June 29, 2010, by the ALA Council; amended July 1, 2014; January 29, 2019; First 
Draft Revision for Review, June 5, 2024. 
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Library policies that restrict access to resources must be crafted and managed carefully to ensure 
they adhere to the principles of intellectual freedom. This caution is evident in many ALA 
policies:   
 

• “Evaluating Library Collections”   
• “Access to Library Resources and Services for Minors”   
• “Preservation Policy”   
• ACRL “Code of Ethics for Special Collections Librarians”3   

 
Libraries aim to provide access to diverse viewpoints on current and historical issues. Proposals 
for restricted access should be scrutinized to ensure that they do not suppress viewpoints or  
create barriers . Libraries must have policies and procedures that serve the diverse needs of their 
users and protect the First Amendment right to access information.  
  
NOTES  
 

1. “Labeling Systems: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights,” adopted June 30, 
2015, by the ALA Council; originally part of “Labeling and Rating Systems: An Interpretation 
of the Library Bill of Rights,” adopted July 13, 1951, by the ALA Council; amended June 25, 
1971; July 1, 1981; June 26, 1990; January 19, 2005; July 15, 2009; and July 1, 2014.  

  
2. “Access to Digital Resources and Services: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of 
Rights,” adopted January 24, 1996, by the ALA Council; amended January 19, 2005; July 15, 
2009, under the previous name “Access to Digital Information, Services, and Networks”; 
amended June 25, 2019.  

  
3. “Evaluating Library Collections: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights,” adopted  


