





IFC meets FBI

If FBI agents asked librarians or library employees to
violate state statutes protecting the confidentiality of library
records, they did so unknowingly, FBI agents stated in a
September 9 meeting with the ALA Intellectual Freedom
Committee. The Bureau continued to defend its controver-
sial Library Awareness Program and other counter-
intelligence efforts affecting libraries, admitting only that
these ‘‘ought to have more strict guidelines.”’

“If we see a circumstance based on our continuing
coverage where we think we need to brief some more
libraries, then we’ll do that,”’ James H. Geer, Assistant
Director of the FBI, Intelligence Division, told the commit-
tee. ‘‘But we’ll do that in accordance with new policy that
we will institute, that will start with—number one thing—
will be that the chief librarian will be the first person to con-
tact.”

Geer was joined at the meeting by Thomas DuHadway,
Deputy Assistant Director of the Intelligence Division; James
Fox, agent in charge of the FBI’s New York office; and FBI
agents Terry Turchie, Chief of the Soviet Intentions Section,
Intelligence Division; and Linda Reel, counsel to James Geer.

Representing the IFC were chair C. James Schmidt and
committee members Gordon M. Conable, Mark C.
Goniwiecha, Pam Klipsch, Ginny Moore Kruse, Gene D.
Lanier, Ann E. Prentice, Mary E. Raphael, Judith Sessions,
and Wallace White. They were joined by Judith F. Krug,
Director of the AL A Office for Intellectual Freedom; Patrice
McDemott, former OIF Assistant Director; ALA counsel

mmMary Hutchings Reed; and Freedom to Read Foundation

counsel Bruce J. Ennis. Patricia Wilson Berger of the Infor-
mation Resources and Services Division, National Bureau
of Standards, attended as an observer on behalf of ALA
President William Summers and the ALA Executive Board.

Responding to questions from the IFC, agents Geer,
DuHadway and Fox were careful to distinguish between the
FBI's Library Awareness Program and other incidents in
which FBI agents questioned librarians or library employees
in the context of ongoing investigations of identified foreign
intelligence agents.

‘‘The Library Awareness Program was conceived in New
York. . . . [to] articulate our concerns about the operations
of the Soviets—that the Soviets do come in libraries, that
the Soviets do develop a relationship with librarians that is
not intended to further academic freedom in the world, and
that they do ask for volumes of material, and we even made
reference in the past to the theft of materials. . . . ,”’ Geer
explained. It was further explained that the '80s version of
the FBI Library Awareness Program (there was an earlier
Library Awareness Program in the 70s) was limited to 21
contacts with libraries, the last of which occurred in
December 1987.

By contrast, the agents contended, other incidents outside
the New York Area that have been confused with the Library
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Awareness Program involved investigations of specific in-
dividuals, although they admitted the distinction was not
always made clear. ‘‘[Wlhat we need to do is somehow—
we’re having an awfully difficult time, and I admit it at the
outset—define our interests for you, and make it very, very
clear to you that this is no broad sweeping kind of program,
that we thought it was focused and it was focused. It needed
to be structured a little better and it needed some more strict
guidelines in which these agents can operate and it needed
to have used nothing but experienced agents who would be
competent to articulate our interests to the people involved,”’
Geer said.

Nevertheless, he asked the committee, ‘‘Why do you find
it in any sense unusual for an FBI agent to come in to inter-
view a librarian?’’ Schmidt responded that ‘‘on the facts of
the visitations about which we have knowledge. . . ., the in-
quiries made by FBI personnel were directed at personally
identifiable information about some user or users of that
library. . . [and that] inquiries made by the agents were right
up front for personally identifiable information or very rapid-
ly led to [such requests].”’

While Geer stated, ‘‘I don’t know of any instances where
we’ve ever knowingly asked anyone to violate a state
statute,”’ he added that state confidentiality statutes ‘‘when
they were proposed, never considered this kind of thing. My
sense of it is that the state legislatures . . . might have built
some flexibility in there. I have no interest in what library
user is going into the library or [in what they are] reading,”’
he said. However, the agent added, ‘‘a Soviet or a Soviet
student is another thing.”’

‘It doesn’t make any difference that the law only protects
circulation records,’’ Judith Sessions told the agents. ‘‘The
ethics of our profession protect the informational conversa-
tions which we have with [patrons]. In other words, it may
only be what he checked out that is protected by law, but
if he talked to us about looking for hydrogen fusion infor-
mation, we consider ourselves ethically bound to keep that
to ourselves. That is a trust. Collectively, the reference in-
terview is bound by our ethics for confidentiality.’’

The meeting left many questions unanswered, and several
IFC members expressed disappointment that the FBI
representatives were unable to provide more detailed fac-
tual information. The sole constructive accomplishment of
the meeting was the suggestion, favorably received by both
sides, that ALA provide the Bureau with a written statement
describing and explaining librarians’ ethical obligations for
distribution to agents, and that the Bureau reciprocate with
a written statement explaining the structure, purpose and
goals of the Library Awareness Program for distribution to
librarians.

‘‘[Alfter the time we’ve spent here . . .”’ Geer said, ‘I
still can only say I see our obligation, I see it twofold, one

(continued on page 208)
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censorship continues unabated;
““axtremists adopt mainstream tactics

new survey finds:

Censorship remains a persistent problem for public
schools despite court rulings that rejected challenges of text-
books. That was one conclusion of Attacks on the Freedom
to Learn, 1987-88, People for the American Way's sixth an-
nual survey of school censorship controversies and other
challenges to public education. The report documented ‘‘an
energized movement of extremists pressuring public schools
on a broad range of fronts.”

Counting 157 incidents of ‘‘extremist pressure on school
systems or outright censorship challenges in the 1987-88
school year,”’ the report concluded that ‘‘far right’’ organiza-
tions were shifting their tactics away from individual efforts
to pull certain books out of classrooms or libraries to
‘‘mainstream’’ political tactics.

“‘As much as anything,”’ People for the American Way
President Arthur J. Kropp told a news conference, ‘‘the
report is testimony to the political maturation of the Far
Right. Their goals are just as destructive as ever, but their
tactics have become more creative. They have learned from
their setbacks in the courts in recent years and are developing
mainstream tactics to achieve extremist goals. Instead of
restricting their efforts to censoring textbooks already in the
schools, they’re now working to pressure textbook selection
Pcommittees or lobby state legislatures into approving cur-

vicula that pass a narrow sectarian litmus test. More and
more, they are operating within the system. That is certain-
ly their right, but it underscores how important it is that
parents who support the schools step forward to meet the
challenge.”

The report describes two kinds of activities. One,
*‘challenges to instruction,’’ includes attempts to remove or
restrict school books, programs or instructional materials.
The second, ‘‘other incidents,’’ covers what the group called
‘‘a broader array of tactics, beyond censorship, now being
used to impose an ideological or religious agenda on public
education. Among some of the report’s specific findings:

¢ Of the 157 documented incidents, S0 were in the South,
which led all regions; 46 were in the Midwest; 42 in the
West; and 19 in the Northeast. Several regional trends emerg-
ed: the West led the nation in incidents based on charges of
‘“‘satanism;’’ the South led in challenges to sex education;
the Midwest led in efforts concerning creationism. Incidents
occurred in a total of 42 states.

¢ Censors were successful in some measure in more than
a third of all attempts—removing books from school curricula
and library shelves, or restricting access to books and
materials. In Arlington, Texas, a high school production of
A Chorus Line changed a homosexual character to a victim
of child abuse and deleted references to sex.
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¢ The most frequent target of censorship was John
Steinbeck’s classic novel, Of Mice and Men, attacked in
Illinois, Towa, Kentucky, Maine, Oregon, and West Virginia.
The most frequently challenged authors were Steinbeck and
Judy Blume (seven challenges each); the horror writer
Stephen King (four); and Robert Cormier and J.D. Salinger
(three each).

® The focus of censorship attempts has shifted from tradi-
tional *‘far-right scare words’’ such as *‘secular humanism’’
or ‘‘globalism’’ to such charges as ‘‘offensive language’” and
‘‘satanism and the occult.”’ The charge of ‘‘offensive
language’’ was raised against recognized works of literary
merit ranging from All Quiet on the Western Front to One
Hundred Years of Solitude. Charges of ‘‘satanism’’ were
directed against children’s books, including Maurice Sen-
dak’s Where the Wild Things Are, and school celebrations
of Halloween. In Crown King, Arizona, a teacher renamed
her 666 Reading Club after parents and school board
members objected that the number was a sign for the devil.
The teacher had picked the number as the goal for how many
pages students should read each month.

® Activists continue to pressure for the teaching of the
religious doctrine of creationism, in spite of a 1988 Supreme
Court ruling striking down so-called ‘‘balanced treatment’’
creationism laws.

¢ Health and sex education curricula, including those
designed to protect children from teen pregnancy, drug
abuse, AIDS and other diseases, have come under renewed
attack. In one example, the report said Concerned Women
for America presented the Barlow, Florida, school board with
a petition with 4,456 signatures opposing teaching about con-
traception in sex education courses. The board agreed that
the courses should stress abstinence and not mention
contraception.

e ““Far right groups,’”’ like Concerned Women for
America and Citizens for Excellence in Education (CEE),
have taken to using the state and local textbook and cur-
riculum adoption process as a platform to launch their
crusades on teaching materials. CEE, the report charged,
has sought the return of all proposed textbooks in Texas for
“‘inclusion of Bible-based studies.”’ Rebecca Hageline, direc-
tor of communications for Concerned Women for America,
said the report was typical of People for the American Way’s
‘‘religious bigotry toward conservative Christians.’’

® Not all incidents reported by the survey, however, came
from the conservative end of the political spectrum. The
report also cited a ban on meetings of the Teens for Christ
Club in the high school in West Fork, Arkansas.

‘“‘In the past we have seen the Far Right take on novels
and reading series one at a time,’’ People for the American
Way chair John H. Buchanan said.- ‘“When a child brought
home a book that failed one or another ideological litmus test,
a protest would follow. We are still seeing that, of course,
but we are seeing something new as well. Increasingly, the
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