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It was an intensive and hardfought struggle, but the American Library Associa-
tion (ALA) won the first skirmish in the legal battle to protect intellectual freedom
on the Internet. The association is the lead plaintiff in a suit filed by the Citizens
Internet Empowerment Coalition (CIEC), a coalition of 47 organizations that
includes the ALA, the Freedom to Read Foundation, online providers, publishers,
parents and other groups (see Newsletter, July 1996, p. 113; May 1996, p. 71, 73;
March 1996, p. 35). The suit challenged the new Communications Decency Act (CDA)
on the grounds that it is overly broad and so vaguely worded that it would subject
librarians and other members of the public to criminal prosecution for posting
materials online that are otherwise constitutionally protected.

The suit, filed in Philadelphia, was consolidated with a similar suit brought earlier
by the American Civil Liberties Union. On June 12, the special three-judge appellate
panel named to hear the case announced their unanimous decision that the main pro-
visions of the act were unconstitutional. When Congress approved the CDA, it set
up the special judicial panel as part of an accelerated appeals schedule for evaluating
the telecommunications law’s constitutionality. The case is on the way to the U.S.
Supreme Court, however, after the U.S. Department of Justice announced June 28
that it would appeal.

““The judges’ ruling is a tremendous victory for librarians and everyone who uses
libraries and cares about free speech,’’ said ALA’s 1995-96 President Betty J. Turock.
“It means that librarians can do their jobs without fear of landing in jail. It means
all Americans will enjoy the same access to information in cyberspace that we have
on library and bookstore shelves.”’

™‘‘We are ecstatic. The decision was everything we could have wished,’’ added Judith

Krug, director of ALA’s Office for Intellectual Freedom, which is playing a key role
in managing the suit. ‘“This decision was a total victory for the First Amendment.
The decision not only reflects the unique nature of the Internet and its value as a
pathway of information and ideas, but also that the medium deserves the highest
level of protection the United States Constitution provides.”’

Other plaintiffs included America Online, the American Booksellers Association,
American Society of Newspaper Editors, Apple Computer, Association of American
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building coalitions
allies on the local level

The following are edited texts of remarks presented by
Cecile Richards, Executive Director of the Texas Freedom
Network, and Deborah Jacobs, Director of the Corvallis-
Benton (OR) Public Library. The speeches were delivered
at a program at ALA’s 1996 Annual Conference in New
York entitled ‘“Allies on the Local Level: How to Build
Coalitions to Support Intellectual Freedom,’’ cospon-
sored by the ALA Intellectual Freedom Committee and
the Association of American Publishers Freedom to Read
Committee.

remarks by Cecile Richards

I want to thank the American Library Association for
having this session. Taking on the important issue of
intellectual freedom as you have over the years is critical.
What we’re seeing today with the Religious Right is the
serious challenge to many of the values we hold dear in
this country—everything from the free expression of ideas
to critical thought and thinking, and the celebration of
diversity.

So you know something about me, I’m the mother of
three young children—which is, for any of you who are
moms and dads, your main identity until they get
bigger—who love going to what is already a family
friendly library in Austin, Texas. I didn’t realize that was
the new term being used but I found out the Religious
Right has now decided that public libraries are a danger,
too.

I could tell you a lot more about myself but I guess
I’d like to think I’m an example of what can happen if
you read Maya Angelou’s book, I Know Why The Cage
Bird Sings, in junior high school. We deal with that book
alot in Texas. It was given to me by my sort of surrogate
mother, my mother’s best friend who is a public school
librarian. It introduced me to a life that was so different
from my own, and led me to read some of the books that
I think were most influential to me as a young
person—Man Child in the Promised Land, The Auto-
biography of Malcolm X, and lots of other dangerous
things.

That’s why I feel so strongly about some of the issues
we deal with in Texas. I think what’s happening is that
we’re living in a time in which national leaders and the
Religious Right are basically trying to determine for the
rest of us what family values are and what it means to
be a good Christian and a good person. Rev. Pat
Robertson and Dr. James Dobson and others about
whom I’ll talk, have created a litmus test for pretty much
every issue, thought or belief. I think the larger danger
is that they have really begun to mount a national attack
on everything that is public.
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What we’ve proven in Texas this year, I think, is that
this assault by the right really does feed into what I think
is a broad discontent and insecurity a lot of people in this
country are facing. It is not supported by the majority
of people in any state. I come from Texas where we’ve
got as many problems, I think, as they do in Oregon. 1
think it is always dangerous that we’re silent in the face
of the attack. What I hope we can do some today is equip
ourselves and also educate our supporters about the
dangers to public institutions and to intellectual freedom.

What I’d like to cover today are three areas. One is
a little bit of background on the Religious Right. I assume
some of you have already had some skirmishes, but I will
give you a little bit of background on what you might
expect if you haven’t seen them yet. Second, I'll cover
a little bit about our experience in Texas in forming an
alternative state-wide organization to the Religious Right.
And the third is some lessons we’ve learned that I hope
can be helpful in some way in your own state. In the mid-
dle, I’ll show a video that we developed in Texas last year
in response to the growing phenomena of the Religious
Right taking over school boards in our state.

In terms of the background of the Religious Right, I’d
like to give you my definition. I believe that the far right,
the Religious Right, is misusing religion in order to pro-
mote a political agenda. It has nothing to do with religion
except that some of the motivation for membership and
leadership comes from fundamentalist Christianity. But
their agenda is really to achieve political power.

Ten years ago, the Religious Right was dominated by
the tele-evangelistic personalities such as Jim and
Tammy Faye Baker and Jerry Fallwell, who built empires
through television. It was a fairly limited movement and
pretty much focused on a few social hot button issues,
for instance, gays and abortion. The fortunes of this
movement rose or fell with individual leaders.

But even then it was interesting. Jerry Fallwell, who
has continued to be active, had his eye on public educa-
tion. His book, American Can Be Saved, described his
vision of the future. This is a quote from the Reverend
Fallwell: ‘I hope I live to see the day when we won’t have
any public schools. The churches will have taken them
over again. And Christians will be running them. What
a happy day that will be.”

Now, ten years later, we see that the Religious Right
has grown dramatically and has changed in several signifi-
cant ways. I want to mention some of them to you
because I think in terms of figuring out how to deal with
them at a local level, it’s important to know the type of
organizations you’re dealing with.

The first is that they are no longer leadership depen-
dent. The days of it just being a tele-evangelist, a preacher
on the air, have gone. The classic example of that
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IFC report to ALA Council

The following is the text of the Intellectual Freedom
Committee’s report to the ALA Council delivered by IFC
Chair Candace Morgan at ALA’s 1996 Annual Con-
ference in New York on July 10.

As chair of the Intellectual Freedom Committee, [ am
pleased to report on the Committee’s activities at this
Annual Conference.

Resolution to Affirm Intellectual Freedom as ALA’s Core
Value

Intellectual freedom has long been one of the highest
priorities for ALA membership, governing bodies, and
staff. Our Mission Statement emphasizes the Associa-
tion’s commitment to ensuring access to information. As
ALA continues to grow and thrive, it is inevitable that
we will experience cycles of financial growth and decline.
However, the threats to intellectual freedom are always
present. If we are to remain vigilant in our advocacy for,
and defense of, intellectual freedom, the Intellectual
Freedom Committee believes it is important that Coun-
cil, ALA’s governing body, formally affirm that this core
value, intellectual freedom, should be clearly evident in
all aspects of ALA’s budget development and fiscal
management.

I recommend the adoption of Resolution to Affirm
Intellectual Freedom as ALA’s Core Value. [Council
returned the resolution to the Intellectual Freedom Com-
mittee for further study.]

Resolution of Commendation

ALA’s leadership role in American Library Associa-
tion v. The United States Department of Justice is a shin-
ing example of quick and effective action in defense of
intellectual freedom. The American Library Association
and the Freedom to Read Foundation worked closely with
our attorneys, Jenner & Block, on the factual background
for this case. With the invaluable assistance of Judith
Krug and the staff of the Office for Intellectual Freedom,
Jenner & Block presented a compelling case to the judges
about the effects of the Communications Decency Act
on libraries. In reaching their 3 - 0 decision finding the
CDA unconstitutional, the judicial panel relied heavily
on the factual evidence provided by the plaintiffs. The
strength of the Pennsylvania Court’s decision puts us in
the best position possible for its hearing before the U.S.
Supreme Court.

This victory for the First Amendment and libraries
would not have been possible without the timely and
decisive leadership provided by ALA President Betty
Turock, Executive Director Elizabeth Martinez, and
members of the Executive Board in committing signifi-
cant funding from the American Library Association
Library Future Fund for the cost of this litigation.
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I present to you a Resolution of Commendation
already adopted by the Intellectual Freedom Committee
and the Intellectual Freedom Round Table and endorsed
by the Committee on Legislation, and ask that you join
us in expressing gratitude and appreciation to Betty
Turock, Elizabeth Martinez, and members of the
Executive Board for their leadership in this historic
litigation.

Questions and Answers about Access to Electronic
Resources

As the Committee promised when Council adopted the
Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights on Access to
Electronic Information, Services, and Networks at the
1996 Midwinter meeting, the IFC and Division represen-
tatives met in Chicago in March to work on a Questions
and Answers document to assist librarians in applying the
Interpretation to the specific situations faced in different
types of libraries. For a variety of reasons, the draft docu-
ment we prepared was not circulated widely enough prior
to this conference. We have incorporated a few sugges-
tions that we received and will circulate a new version
immediately after this conference. The committee will
discuss this document again at the 1997 Midwinter
Meeting.

The Freedom to View

The American Film and Video Association, the spon-
soring organization for The Freedom to View statement,
went out of existence several years ago. This anti-
censorship statement applies to the freedom to view film,
video and other audiovisual materials. The statement was
endorsed by the ALA Council in 1990 and has been
adopted by many libraries. Dr. Ron Sigler, the developer
of the statement, has asked the IFC to review it with the
goal of adding it to the ALA intellectual freedom policies.
The Intellectual Freedom Committee agrees with Dr.
Sigler and will circulate the document to the ALA Council
and all divisions, committees and round tables for review.
If there is general agreement that the statement should
be added to ALA intellectual freedom policies, the com-
mittee will bring it to Council at the 1997 Midwinter
meeting.

Leadership Development Training

In 1994, OIF held a national Leadership Development
Institute (LDI) for 75 librarians and library
administrators. The institute updated participants in
intellectual freedom principles and prepared them to train
others in their states and regions. The goal was to train
librarians across the country in these important principles.
To accomplish that goal, OIF sought outside funding
from the Nathan Cummings Foundation for ten regional
leadership development sessions. In early 1995, the Foun-
dation provided $52,000 for this endeavor. These regional
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