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Intellectual 
Freedom



Autonomy

• Access to information is vital for human 
autonomy as it is “instrumentally valuable” for 
having “the moral capacity to make one’s own 
choices” (Barbakoff 2010, Introduction). 

• Five competences for human autonomy: 

1. access to information about many life 
possibilities

2.  self-reflection

3. critical thinking

4. self-worth

5.  willingness/ability to act” 

(Barbakoff 2010, “What are the practical 
applications...”).



Flourishing

• “ …the good that results from living in accord with the virtues. In its 
simplest form, flourishing is the idea that to be good is to fulfill one’s 
purpose in life. 

• Put another way, to flourish is to pursue the ideal self. Since everyone 
determines his or her ideal self, flourishing is an internally created 
good.”

(Burgess, 2016, 134)



CENSORSHIP 
PRACTICES



http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/mod/indexlibrorum.asp

History of 
Censorship



Models of Censorship

• State-sponsored

• Institutional

• Individual

Anthony Comstock
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anthony_C
omstock



Freedom of Expression – UN Declaration of 
Human Rights (1948)

Article 19 - Everyone has the right to freedom of 
opinion and expression; this right includes 
freedom to hold opinions without interference 
and to seek, receive and impart information and 
ideas through any media and regardless of 
frontier



Mill – On 
Liberty

Four Grounds for Freedom of Expression (p. 50)

1. Silenced opinions may be true

2. Silenced opinion may contain some grain of 
truth even if it is held in error

3. Truth must be contested or it is simply 
prejudiced opinion

4. Meaning of truth must be held with conviction 
from reason and personal experience.



The First Amendment

Congress shall make no law 
respecting an establishment of 
religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof; or abridging the 
freedom of speech, or of the press; 
or the right of the people peaceably 
to assemble, and to petition the 
government for a redress of 
grievances.



Important 
Cases
http://www.ala.org/advocacy/in
tfreedom/censorship/courtcase
s

Tinker  v.  Des  Moines  School  District  (1969)

Miller v. California (1973)

Board of Education, Island Trees Union Free School 
District v. Pico (1982)

Hazelwood v. Kuhlmeier (1988)

United States v. American Library Association (2003)



Professional Ethics – 
ALA Code

II. We uphold the principles of intellectual freedom and resist all efforts to censor 
library resources.

III. We protect each library user's right to privacy and confidentiality with respect to 
information sought or received and resources consulted, borrowed, acquired or 
transmitted.

IV. We respect intellectual property rights and advocate balance between the 
interests of information users and rights holders.

VII. We distinguish between our personal convictions and professional duties and 
do not allow our personal beliefs to interfere with fair representation of the aims of 
our institutions or the provision of access to their information resources.

IX. We affirm the inherent dignity and rights of every person. We work to recognize 
and dismantle systemic and individual biases; to confront inequity and oppression; 
to enhance diversity and inclusion; and to advance racial and social justice in our 
libraries, communities, profession, and associations through awareness, advocacy, 
education, collaboration, services, and allocation of resources and spaces.



Library Bill of 
Rights



Freedom to Read Statement 
(2004)

1. It is in the public interest for publishers and librarians to make available the widest diversity of 
views and expressions, including those that are unorthodox, unpopular, or considered dangerous by 
the majority.

2. Publishers, librarians, and booksellers do not need to endorse every idea or presentation they 
make available. It would conflict with the public interest for them to establish their own political, 
moral, or aesthetic views as a standard for determining what should be published or circulated.

3. It is contrary to the public interest for publishers or librarians to bar access to writings on the 
basis of the personal history or political affiliations of the author.

4. There is no place in our society for efforts to coerce the taste of others, to confine adults to the 
reading matter deemed suitable for adolescents, or to inhibit the efforts of writers to achieve 
artistic expression.

5. It is not in the public interest to force a reader to accept the prejudgment of a label characterizing 
any expression or its author as subversive or dangerous.

6. It is the responsibility of publishers and librarians, as guardians of the people's freedom to read, 
to contest encroachments upon that freedom by individuals or groups seeking to impose their own 
standards or tastes upon the community at large; and by the government whenever it seeks to 
reduce or deny public access to public information.

7. It is the responsibility of publishers and librarians to give full meaning to the freedom to read by 
providing books that enrich the quality and diversity of thought and expression. By the exercise of 
this affirmative responsibility, they can demonstrate that the answer to a "bad" book is a good one, 
the answer to a "bad" idea is a good one.



Freedom to View Statement 
(1990)
1. To provide the broadest access to film, video, and other audiovisual 

materials because they are a means for the communication of ideas. 
Liberty of circulation is essential to insure the constitutional guarantee of 
freedom of expression.

2. To protect the confidentiality of all individuals and institutions using film, 
video, and other audiovisual materials.

3. To provide film, video, and other audiovisual materials which represent a 
diversity of views and expression. Selection of a work does not constitute 
or imply agreement with or approval of the content.

4. To provide a diversity of viewpoints without the constraint of labeling or 
prejudging film, video, or other audiovisual materials on the basis of the 
moral, religious, or political beliefs of the producer or filmmaker or on the 
basis of controversial content.

5. To contest vigorously, by all lawful means, every encroachment upon the 
public's freedom to view.



Discourse of Censorship

• Relationships among

• Power

• Identity

• Nature of Knowledge

• Status of libraries in communities

• Outsider perceptions of 

 institutional practices

• Reading Practices





Difficult Knowledge

“Knowledge that many adults find challenging to 
address in their own lives but especially with 
children” (p. 9)

Censorship attempts are often harmful because 
they deny children both agency and the 
vocabulary to describe their own bodies and 
lives. 



Strive to achieve representation—

not balance.

-Jenna Freedman



Back to the Full 
Spectrum
of Liberal 
Values
• 1. Human Rights – Against Tyranny

• 2. Economic Freedom

• 3. Individual Progress

• 4. Social space

• 5. Group identity 

• (Freeden, 2015, p. 13)

• https://www.thisiscolossal.com/
2016/06/spiraling-rainbow-
vortexes-by-jen-stark/

https://www.thisiscolossal.com/2016/06/spiraling-rainbow-vortexes-by-jen-stark/
https://www.thisiscolossal.com/2016/06/spiraling-rainbow-vortexes-by-jen-stark/
https://www.thisiscolossal.com/2016/06/spiraling-rainbow-vortexes-by-jen-stark/


READ BANNED 
BOOKS

• Image by Jane Mount

• https://www.idealbookshelf.com/
products/ideal-bookshelf-1223-
banned-
books?_pos=1&_sid=c701964b0&_
ss=r



Be Prepared! - Organize

https://twitter.com/flsadele/status/14603673757
49066757/photo/1

https://www.nytimes.com/2021/10/02/us/york-
pennsylvania-school-books.html



NATIONAL COMMUNITY



NATIONAL COMMUNITY



Donate to the 
Merritt Fund

• The LeRoy C. Merritt Humanitarian Fund 
was established in 1970 as a special trust 
in memory of Dr. LeRoy C. Merritt. It is 
devoted to the support, maintenance, 
medical care, and welfare of librarians 
who, in the Trustees’ opinion, are:

• Denied employment rights or 
discriminated against on the basis 
of gender, sexual orientation, race, 
color, creed, religion, age, 
disability, or place of national 
origin; or

• Denied employment rights 
because of defense of intellectual 
freedom; that is, threatened with 
loss of employment or discharged 
because of their stand for the 
cause of intellectual freedom, 
including promotion of freedom of 
the press, freedom of speech, the 
freedom of librarians to select 
items for their collections from all 
the world’s written and recorded 
information, and defense of 
privacy rights.
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