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In accordance with Policy A.4.2.6 of the ALA Poliry Manual, the Policy Monitoring 
Committee (PMC) has reviewed all actions taken by the ALA Council during the 2015 ALA 
Annual Conference for possible incorporation into, addition to, or changes to the ALA Poliry 
Manual. Based on Council actions at the Annual Conference in San Francisco, CA, the Policy 
Monitoring Committee finds the following 3 items that require Council action: 

Item #1-2. At the 2015 ALA Annual Conference, the ALA Intellectual Freedom 
Committee recommended and the ALA Council separated the Policy B.2.1.7 Labeling and 
Rating Systems into two new interpretations (Labeling Systems, ALA CD#l 9.4 and Rating 
Systems, ALA CD#19.5). 

Based on Council's action, PMC MOVES INSERTION of the new interpretations as 

follows: 

B.2.1. 7 Labeling Systems 

Labels as viewpoint-neutral directional aids are intended to facilitate access by making 

it easier for users to locate resources. The .Prejudicial label is used to warn, discourage, 
or prohibit users or certain groups of users from accessing the resource. The 

prejudicial label presupposes that individuals must be directed in making up their 
minds about the ideas they examine. The American Library Association affirms the 

rights of individuals to form their own opinions about resources they chose to access. 
Adopted 1951, amended 1971, 1981, 1990, 2005, 2009, 2015. (See "Policy Reference 
File": Labeling Systems: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights, 2014-2015 ALA 

CD#19.4); and 

B.2.1.8 Rating Systems 

Many organizations use or devise rating systems as a means of advising their opinions 
of the content and suitability or appropriate age or grade level for use of certain 
materials. However, the American Library Association affirms the rights of 

individuals to form their own opinions about resources they choose to read or view. 

Libraries are not required to provide ratings in their bibliographic records. If they 
choose to do so, they should cite the source of the rating in their catalog or discovery 
tool displays to indicate the library does not endorse any external rating system. 
Adopted 1951, amended 1971, 1981, 1990, 2005, 2009, 2015. (See "Policy Reference 
File": Rating Systems: An Interpretation of the Library Bill ofR.ights, 2014-2015 ALA 

CD#19.5) 



Rating Systems 
An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights 

2014-2015 ALA CD#l 9.5 
2015 Annual Conference 

Libraries, no matter their size, contain an enormous wealth of viewpoints and are responsible for making 
those viewpoints available to all. However, libraries do not advocate or endorse the content found in their 
collections or in resources made accessible through the library. Rating systems appearing in library public 
access catalogs or resource discovery tools present distinct challenges to these intellectual freedom 
principles. 

Rating Systems 

Many organizations use or devise rating systems as a means of advising either their members or the general 
public regarding the organizations' opinions of the contents and suitability or appropriate age or grade level 
for use of certain books, films, recordings, websites, games, or other materials. Rating systems presuppose 
the existence of individuals or groups with wisdom to determine by their authority what is appropriate or 
inappropriate for others. Rating systems also presuppose that individuals must be directed in making up their 
minds about the ideas they examine. The creation and publication of such systems is a perfect example of 
the First Amendment's right of free speech. However, The American Library Association also affirms the 
rights of individuals to form their own opinions about resources they choose to read or view. 

The adoption, enforcement, or endorsement, either explicitly or implicitly, of any of these rating systems by 
a library violates the Library Bill of Rights and may be unconstitutional. If enforcement ofrating systems is 
mandated by law, the library should seek legal advice regarding the law's applicability to library operations. 

Libraries often acquire resources that include ratings as part of their packaging. Librarians should not 
endorse the inclusion of such rating systems; however, removing or destroying the ratings-if placed there 
by the publisher, distributor, or copyright holder- could constitute expurgation (see "Expurgation of Library 
Materials: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights"). 

Because AACRII, RDA and the MARC format provide an opportunity for libraries to include ratings in their 
bibliographic records, many libraries have chosen to do so - some by acceptance of standard records 
containing such ratings and others by a desire to provide the maximum descriptive infonnation available on a 
resource. Libraries are not required by cataloging codes to provide this information. However, if they 
choose do so, whatever the reason, they should cite the source of the rating to their catalog or discovery tool 
displays indicating that the library does not endorse any external rating system. 

The inclusion of ratings on bibliographic records in library catalogs or discovery tools may be interpreted as 
an endorsement by the library. Therefore, without attribution, inclusion of such ratings is a violation of the 
Library Bill of Rights. 

The fact that libraries do not advocate or use rating systems does not preclude them from answering 
questions about such systems. In fact, providing access to sources containing information on rating systems 
in order to meet the specific information seeking needs of individual users is perfectly appropriate. 
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) 53.1.7 

Updating of the content of the policy abstract, and of the parenthetical reference Is regarded as 
housekeeping and does no.t require a vote of Council. The following was presented at the 2010 
ALA Midwinter Meeting by the Council Policy Monitoring Committee for Council's information. 

The following is the replacement policy abstract for ALA Policy 53.1.7 Labeling and Ratings 
System: 

Prejudicial labeling and ratings presuppose the existence of individuals or groups with 
wisdom to determine by authority what is appropriate or inappropriate for others. They 
presuppose that individuals must be directed in rnaking up thelr m·ind·~ abc;>Ut the ideas 
they examine. The American Library Association affirms the rights of indivlduafs".tQ farm 
their own opinions about resources they choose to rE$d or vi~w. Adopted 1'951, 
amended 197L 1981, 1990, 2005, 2009. (See " Policy Reference File''; labeling and 
Rating Systems: An lnterpretatlon of the Library Bill of Rights: 2008-09 ALA ·co #19..7.) 



2008-2009 ALACD#l9.7 
2009 ALA Annual Conference 

Labeling and Rating Systems 
An Interpretation of the Library Bill of Rights 

Libraries do not advocate the ideas found in their collection$ or in reso\lI'ces accessible throl,lgh 
the library. The presence of books and other resources in a library does not indicate endorsemen.t. 
of their contents by the library. Likewise, providing access to digital information does not 
indicate endorsement or approval of 'that infonnation by the library. Labeling .and rating systems 
present distinct challenges to these intellectual freedom principles. 

Labels on library mate.rials may be viewpoint-neutral directional aids designed to save the time 
of ~s. or they may be attempt$ to pl'ejudice or di~outage users or restrict their llCCess to 
materials. When labeling is an attempt to pr-ejudice attitudes, it is a ~so:C' s. tool. The American 
Library Association .opposes ·tabeling as a means. of predisposing people~s attitudes toward 
library materials. 

Prej1,1dicial label.$ .a,re designed to restrict access, based ·on a valµe judgment ~t the content, 
language, or themes of the material, or the backgr-ound or views of the creator(~) of the inaterlal, 
render it inappropriate or offensive for all or ·certain groups of users. The prejudicial label is 
used to wam, discourage, or prohibit use.rs or eertain groups of users from accessing the material. 
Such labels sometimes are \lSed to -place materials in restricted locations where acceSs depends 
on staff intervention. 

Viewpoint-neutral directional aids facilitate atcess by making it easier for users to locate 
materials. The materials are housed on open shelves. and are equally accessible 1o all users, who 
may choose to consult or ignore the directional aids at their own discretion. 

Directional aids can have the effect of prejudicial labels when their implementation become& 
proscriptive rather than descriptive. When directional aids are used to forbtd a<!Cess or·to suggest 
moral or doctrinal endorsement, the effect is the same as prejudicial labeling. 

Many organizations use rating systems as a means of advising either their members or the 
general public regarding the organizations' opinions of the contents and suitability or appropriate 
age for use of certain books, films, recordings, Web ·sites, games, or other materials. The 
adoption, enforcement, or endorsement of any of these rating systems by a library violates the 
Library Bill of Rights. When requested, librarians should provide information about rating 
systems equitably, regardless of viewpoint. 

Adopting such systems into law or library policy may be unconstitutioniil. If labeling or rating 
systems are mandated by law, the library should seek legal advice regarding. the law1s 
applicability to library operations. 

Libraries sometimes acquire resources that include ratings as part of their packaging. Librarians 
should not endorse the inclusion of such rating systems; however, removing or destroying the 
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l ratings-if placed there by, or with permission of, the copyright boldc;rr-<;ould constitute 
expurgation (see "Expurgation of Library Materials: An Interpretation of the Library Bill of 
Rights"). In addition, the inclusion of ratings on bibliographic records jn library catalogs is a 
violation of the Library Bill of Rights. 

Prejudicial labeling and ratings presuppose the ~xistenc·e of individuals or groups with wisdom to 
determine by authority what is appropriate or inappropriate for ·others. They presuppose that 
individuals must be directed in making up their minds about the ideas they examine. The 
American Library Association affirms the rights of individuals to form their own opinions about 
resources they choose to read or view. 

Adopted July 13, 1951, by the ALA. Council; amended June 25, 1971; July l, 1981; June 26, 
I99o; January 19, 2001 :r"J 11, iooy · 
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2004-2005 ALA CD#l9.4 
2005 ALA Midwinter Meeting 

LABELS AND RATING SYSTEMS 

An Interpretation of the LIBRARY BILL OF RIGHTS 

Libraries do not advocate the ideas found in their collections or in resources accessible through the 
library. The presence of books and other resources in a library does not indicate endorsement of their 
contents by the library. Likewise, the ability for library users to access electronic infonnation using 
library computers does not indicate endorsement or approval of that infonnation by the library. 

Labels 

Labels on library materials may be view-point neutral directional aids that save the time ofuseFs) or they 
may be a,ttei:npts to prejudice or discourage users or restrict their access to materials. When labeling is an 
attempt to prejudice attitudes, it is a censor's tbol. The American Library Association opposes labeling as 
a means afpredisposing people's attitudes toward tibrary materials. 

Prejudicial labels are designed to restrict access, based on a vciluejudgment that the conten'I; language or 
themes of the material, or the backgrm.md or views of the creator(s) o{tj:ie material, renqer it inappropriate 
or offensive for all or certain groups of users. The prejudicial label is used to warn, disco~ge or prohibit 
users or certain groups of users from accessing the material. Such. labels may be used to remove materials 
from open shelves to restricted locations where access depends on staff intervention. 

Viewpoint-neutral directional aids faciHtateaccess by making it easier for users to locate materials. The 
materials are housed on open shelves and are equally accessible to all users, who may choose to consult or 
ignore the directional aids at their own discretion. 

Directional aids can have the effect of prejudicial labels when their implementation becomes proscriptive 
rather than descriptive. When directional aids are used to forbid access or to suggest moral or doctrinal 
endorsement, the effect is the same as prejudicial labeling . 

... 

Rating Systems 

A vaiiety of organizations pronml gate rating systems as a means of advising either their members or the 
general public concerning their opinions of the contents and suitability or appropriate age for use of 
certain books, films, recordings, Web sites .. or other materials. The adoption, enforcement, or 
endorsement of any of these rating systems by the library violates the Library Bill of Rights. Adopting 
such systems into law may be unconstitutional. If such legislation is passed, the library should seek legal 
advice regarding the law's applicability to library operations. 

Publishers, industry groups, and distributors sometimes add ratings to mate1ial or include them as part of 
their packaging. Librarians should not endorse such practices. However, removing or destroying such 
ratings- if placed there by, or with permission of, the copyright holder- could constitute ex.purgation 
(see Expurgation of Library Materials: An Interpretation of the Li'lJ;·ary Bill of Rights). 



Some find it easy and even proper, according to their ethics, to establish criteria for judging materials as 
objectionable. However, injustice and ignorance, rather than justice and enlightenment, result from such 

, practices. The American Library Association opposes any efforts that result in closing any path to .• 
r knowledge. 

Adopted July 13, 1951. Amended June 25, 1971; JuJ.y 1, 1981; June 26, 1990. by the ALA Council. 
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STATEMEWT ON LABELING 

An In-teJr.pJt.eta:tlon 06 .the LIBRARY BILL OF RIGITTS 

Labeling is the practice of describing or designating certain library 
materials by affixing a prejudicial label to them or segregating them 
by a prejudicial system. The American Library Associat~on opposes this 
as a means of predisposing people's attitudes towards l~brary materials 
for the following reasons: 

1. Labeling is an attempt to prejudice attitudes and as such, 
it is a censor's tool. 

2. Some find it easy and even proper, according to their ethics, 
to establish criteria for judging publications as objectionable. 
However, injustice and ignorance rather than justice and 
enlightenment result from such practices, and the American Library 
Association opposes the establishl!lent of such criteria. 

3. Libraries do not advocate the ideas found in their collections. 
The presence of books and other resources in a library does not 
indicate endorsement of their contents by the library. 

The American Library Association opposes efforts which aim at closing any 
path to knowledge. This statement does nott however, exclude the adoption 
of organizational schemes designed as directional aids or to facilitate 
access to materials. 

Adopted July 13, 1951. Amended June 25 , 1971 ; July 1, 1981, by the ALA Council. 

[ISBN 8389- 5226-7] 



- Af.£R1CAN LIBRARY Assoc1A· 

Item: 
INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM Item Number: 103. 1 

Approved by: ALA Counc i I Page: of 

Issue Date: June. 197l Supersedes: Statement of Ju1~ 1 1951 

Labellng Library Materials 

Because labeling violates the spirit of the LIBRARY BILL OF RIGHTS, the American 
Library Associati-0n opposes the technique of labeling as a means of predisposing 
readers against 1 ibr~ry materials for the following reasons: 

1. LabeJjng is an attempt to .prejudice the reader, and as such it 
is a censor 1s tooi. 

2. Although some find it easy and even proper, .according to their 
ethics, to establish criteria for judging publications as 
objectionabl e, injustice and ignorance rather than justice and 
enlightenment result from such practices, and the American 
Library Association must oppose the. establishment of such criteria. 

3. Libraries do not advocate the ideas found in their collections. 
The presence of a maga·zine or book ln a library does not.indicate 
an endorsement of its contents by the library. 

4. No one person should take the responsibility of labeling publications. 
No sizable group of persons would be likely to agree either on the types 
of material which should be labeled or the sources of Information which 
should be regarded with suspicion. As a practical consideration, a 
librarian who labels a book or magazine might be sued for libel. 

S. If materials are labeled to pacify one group, there is no excuse for 
refusing to label any item in the library's collection. Because 
authoritarians tend to suppress ideas and attempt to coerce individuals 
to conform to a specific ideology, the American library Association 
opposes such efforts which aim at closing any path to knowledge. 



ResoluUona 
Lab sling 

Recommendations of the ALA Committee ·on 
Intellectuul Freedom, o~rng the labeli?ig of 
Library materlo.ls, were adopted 'UJlanlm.QUSly 
by the .ALA QouncJl nn J11ly 13, 1951. The 
co=ittee's report W11$ p~e_iited by Rutherford 
D. Rogers1 chalnn1111. The teport and the 
re9Pmnien&Uoos ap~ cm ,pages .24.l.-44 of 
. -Au~st 1951 ALA Bullmln. 

Ordltlanc& Banning · . 
Fom Pal?Jler, cluunnnn 11f the Su~criptloi>. 

Books Committee, presented the foUOwing .sQ~ 
m.ent whillh WJIS otaci,:tly 11pptoved by- tlie ALA 
C(>uncU on July l,S, . 

"The .American Library· Assoolat!ou recog
nizes the constructive lntent of ordinances 
pas~ Jn 5ome t:Qmtt11uµt1" wh.lch prohlblt 
Sdling directly to homes without .Speclfic invita
tion Or reques~ from th'! bQuseholder. 

"The Association 1$ deeply canceme<l, how~ 
ev~, over the etfects of such ordinani:es which 
~eprlve comrolllilties or educationnl be.nelb !n 
the form of boob, .mngntines, ~~~opl!dill!, 
and other mat~ for Jt!ferent:e and study. In 
a .demnctacy it is Important thnt pub~n~f:nlon 
be infotmed and that a high ~dur;a level 
among all the people be maintatned.. It 11 
unfortunate, therefore, that ln attempting to 
rorrcct certain eYJls blanlcet reStficttons are lm
posed whic.h work ®Dtrary to some of the best 

Tetium 
As. ~I>Olted m the June 195~ ALA Bu'/l~ 

(p. 19()/. the ALA F!ecutive ·Board. On May 
1, 1951.1 . .adopted • Statement or l'ollci' on 

at ALA Heailquarters. Thi.r rta~t 
r ucild the .Executive Board•s ~Iution mi 
. ure adopted at the Mid'Wlnter .Meeth\g ·fn 
1 lUfY :Js95t 

At th& tne:eting of the AL.A COunbll on Jul 
9, ~951,, RalPll T. Ester<.lu~ pl'8$eil~ the. tot 
lowuig ~Olutlon -regu~ the l!:xecutive 
BoFf' "Statern!!Xll: of l'oliaj : 

llBIO~lied, · '!'hat the ~five &atd'.1 t.{a 
1951 :evi&ed 'Statemei:it t>E PolJcf ~g th~ 
tezailre of profauional lihr~ emp1o~ by 
·tho Ameriean Llbraxy Association be refemd to 
tbe Bi!.atd on P{ltsojinel ~t(on forJtu.dt 
aud for a.a . o.Plnion ii\ ~ .of .iaund ~nne1 
pnicUces: th11t the Board ~ Personnel Admln1s~ 
tration i:eport the results df its .study . .arid Jtls • 
!Jpinlou end rec<munenclatio111 to thl! Counpfl; ' 
that the Council cqnduct 'its Bwn mil ·HJXlrlte 
study ·of po~tble effects o;Q h~dquarten opi:n.
tions Qf the ten\ll'e atanwent; 11,iid that an)' 
bnplementa.tion of the headauarters staJf fenttte 
}>!iliey ~ postponed Ulltll die Council 1t11 nad 
an opporl:unity '.ti) CQPSider hotll the recom· 
mendatJons of the Bban} on Per$0lii!el Admm· 
·lstratlon and the results nt its own .study.• 

This tesohitiOJ! Wll.!I omclally approve<! by 
the Councll .on JuTy fi, 

I 
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Labeling-
A Report of the ALA Committee 

On Intellectual Freedom1 

AT THE Midwinter Meeting, the report of 
the Committee on Intellectual Freedom 

dealt brieBy ~1b live or six ca&M. This 
morning. I a.$k your consideration of only 
one problem, but it is one wh1oh has mani
fold. illlplicatiollll of '$. r11tber serious nature. 
This fs the probletn ·Of labeling. 

What is labelhig and how lias it become 
a matter oE wgency? ApprQrimately eight 
months ago, we ~ved a report that th~ 
Montc:lair (N.J.) Chapter of the So~ of 
the Ameriellll Revolution was ~g _pres
sure on horarfus in New Jers~ to put a 
prominent label Qr ·.inscription · o.n "publi~~ 
tlons which advocate or favor Communism, 
Ot which are issued or distributed by any 
CQmmunist .organization or '3DY other organi
:iat:\on formlilb-' .des!gnated by auy authori2ed 
govemme·nt official or 9;1.ency as Commu
nistic or subversive • • .; furthennQre, suqh 
publicationa " .. , should not be .freely avail
able in libraries to readers Qr in schools to 
pupils, but .should be obtainable only by 
signing suitable applications." 

The committee noted that the SAR reso
lµtion did not malce clear who would rlo the 
labeling, who wotild decide what is . 00m-
11mnistic or "$UbverSive" or hr. what criteria 
such decisions would be made. It would 
appear that labeling, if done in the local 
library, would require a member or mem
bers of the staff to examine carefully into 
the contents of, and attitudes in, every 
item acquired by the library in order to 
ascertain whetb~ QI not there was any 
communist or subversive slant, espousal or 
authorship therein. It is fair to assume that 
a variety of labels or statements would have 
to be fashioned to apply to the great diver
sity of shades of opinion or guilt in the 
light of whatever criteria might be estab
lished. It is conceivable that such a ptoject 
could be handled centrally by the ALA 
or tbe gave · lications of 

this sort of politbµro arrangement .are rep!ll
sive to people reared in the democratic 
ttaditfon. 

The ~mmittee £e1t that the. .practicability 
and financial problems of such a project 
were not ne00$$arily r$vant tQ its decision, 
wbicih should be made on the basis of the 
principle iiivolved. 

As we rooked more d.eeply into the prob
lem of labeling) we found that it is not an 
uncommon propo~ Ju addition to the 
Soru of the .Aliierican Revolution, we dJs:.. 
covered. that other groups have tried to 
use it as a teclmique of ~g freeQi>m 
tQ r~. Religious groups 11ometim~ .Ji.Sk 
libraries to labe~ if .n:o.t to b&.D; publications 
they find objectionable. There ·are also .indi
!l8tions that so-called "patriotic" organiza
tions. other than the SAR are moving danger
ously close to ~ p~o!als, 

In .April, PresidCl:Jt Gr i-eceived a let-
1er direct from 1:he Montclair Chapter of the 
Soll$ of the Am~rican Revolution requesting 
this Association to adopt the s~Jolicy. 
This letter urged, as did the ori • reso
lution, that so·called communistic and sub
versive materials not only should be labeled 
but also should be segregated in libraries 
and given out only upon writtert and signed 
application. 

By this time, members of the Committee 
on Intellectual Ft~m had had an oppor
tunity to study more fully the background 
of the problem and to submit their recom
mendations. When the issue was put to 
them formally, nine out of eleven members 
voted, and all nine were united against the 
idea of labeling as proposed by the Sons of 
the American Revolution. It was recognized 
by some of us that the committee's unani
mity might stem from the fact that we were 
unusually sensitive to the subject of Intel: 
]ectual freedom. There was ruso some 

41 

concern over the fact that, for the most 
part, we represented large public or insti
tutional libraries; whereas the practical 
p?Qblems of labeling seem likely to develop 
in smaller libraries. It was tlierefore cQD-



242 ALA BULLETIN: JULY-AUGUST 1951 

sidered advisable to seek a slightly brpac4?r 
basis for judgment, and we pro~d.ed 11t 
once to obtain the counsel of 24 other prac
ticing librarians in libraries locatecl geo· 
graphically from Texas to Minnes<>fa .pnd 
from North Carolina to the state ·o! Wash. 
ington, the selection e.tnphasizing but not 
being restricted to sml\ll and me~size 
public libraries as well as. college, university 
and state libraries. 

Twenty m~t ·Qf the 24 to whom we wrote 
replied to our inquiry and without exoe.Ption 
Op£>osed labeling. Despite the smallness of 
Otll' sample the unanimfty among. the replies 
seems impressive. 

Although our reqµest: suggested possib1e 
pros and cons, pl~nty o! leeway w.as left 
for ~dlvidual points .of view and the manner 
in whiqh our colleagues tooic advantage of 
their right of free expr6$Sion ·i®fc~e11 that 
intellectual heedom is not yet dead. With
out naming names, I wotild like t6 quote 

some 0£ their remarks because they pu~ 
the case more eloquently than I possibly! 
could: 

l 
"Libraries must oppose the practice 0 

labeling :if they wish to maintain their posi. 
tlo0$ as impaiti<U agencies providing info~: 
mation on all a!lpects of any question!' · 

n 
"I am 'Opposed to the idea of labeling 

hooks as pro or anti anything. because ther! 
e~ be IW ~onable ~a to ~uch an att~t 
once it is begun." 

- iII ti 

7ersonally. I . ·• . thin1c. labelling u "6~ 
dangerous 1lS the evils ,it may attempt tp; 
conect-anc} I am aware that some rdaf 
evils do exist. , • • Reco~g this titne ·• 
a period of danger, and also realizlng, that 
the .SOViet CommuniSts do .not play und~· 

RECOMMENDATIONS UNANIMOUSLY ADOPTED lJY TIU! ALA ·COUNGii. 
July 13, i9SI 

In ~ew of our own convictiont alld those of Qther pr~tiping lih>ariaxis wnose coUD$81 
we sought, the Committee on Intelleetual Freedom recommends to the .ALA Council .the 
following policy with respect lo labeling library matet:ials: 

Lil;>rariaru should not use the technique of W.beling ras a me!llls of l'redUposing readers 
against library materials for the fo]owingreasons: 

1. Although totBlitarian states find it easy and even proper • .according to their ethics, 
to establish criteria for judging publications as "subversive," injustice ·and ignore.nee rather 
than justiQe and enlightenment result from such practices, and the American Library As· 
sociation has a responsibility to take a stand against the esta:blishment of such criteria iD 
a democratic state. 

2. Libraries do not advocate the ideas found in their collections. The· presence of a 
magazine or book in a library does not indicate an endorsement of its contents by the library. 

3. No one person should take the responsibility of labeling pubUcations. No s.izable 
group o! persons would be likely to agree either on the types of material which should 
be labeled or the sources of information which should be regarded with suspicion. "As a 
practical consideration, a librarian who labeled a book or magazine pro-communist might 
be sued for libel. 

4. Labeling is an attempt to prejudice the reader, and as such, it is a censor's tool. 
5. L abeling violates the spirit of the Library Bill of Rights. 
6, Although we are all agreed that communism is a threat to the free world, if matedals 

are labeled to pacify one group, there is no excuse for refusing to 1abel any item in the 
library's collection. Because communism, fascism, or other authoritarianisms tend to 
suppress ideas and attempt to coerce individuals to conform to a speciflc ideology, Aroeri· 
can librarians mµst be opposed to such "isms ... We are, then, anti-conimunist, but we are 
also opposed to any other group which aims at closlng any path to knowledge. 

3 



LABELING 

the same set of rules as does a democracy, 
r still vote strongly against 1!.Jl.Y labelling 
progr9.!ll such 11S the Sh,~ requests." 

IV 
"I am opposed to '1Jch a procedure. • • • 

Those who read should be ab1e to discriml
uate-to thinlc for'themselyes," · 

v 
"You m~ pnt me dCJWD ll$ opposed to 

Jabell4ig any literat;ure .in American P\lblic 
l..ibraries, 1egardless of the 'slant' or l:be 
subiect. • •. ~ Once Jabe'!Un.s js ,.tatted on 
behalf o! «!e youp or Qrgawzatioil, libraries 
-would have to label other materlal for its 
slant, political, ~ligious, ~nt>Jnic or what~ 
ever. (.Imagine the book 'YOb ¥ust Eat 
Meat• being labeled: 'This boolc; is con· 
sldered objectionable by the V~getaria.ns of 
America.')" 

Vt 
"Labeling is not merely an 'attempt to 

prejudice. the reader.' It is surely in the 
minds of some .-0£ its proponents an attempt 
to control or frighten him." 

vn 
' "How soon after we start labeling books 

will we begin to bum them?" 

vm 
uThe suggested acti9Jl i£ undertaken 

would seem to me (1) to invade the privacy 
of the individual and (~) to deny a demo
cratic principle that people are able to 
weigh the evidence and to make sound 
conclusions. The outcome (of labeling) 
will be that public libraries will purchase 
only books which will not be challenged. 
with the inevitable' result that the original 
and eiqierlmental will be driven out. • • • 
The idea of requiring readers to make writ
ten application for the use of matedals 
labeled as Communist slanted seems in 
some ways more frightening than labeling." 

IX 
"If we wish to live in a free ()ountry. 

we must develop our minds to 1ecognize 
propaganda and to think. A label is m~ely 
the thinking of one person or a group of 
persons," 

x 
"There is room in Am~a for all people 

to read and .form their own opinions. . • . 
In a democracy people m11$t have the right 
to knc;>w facts about everything. (This) does 
not necessarily mean they advocate every· 
thing .about w.h.iCh they know. Maybe quite 
the contrary •• ~ • I oppose all ef£orts to 
predispose _readen £or or against any ma.. 
terlals. , .. . ,. 

Xl 
"To ~quire lahcling ·of materiltl with any 

particular .slant-su(lh ~ communism.-1S to 
saer!flce the prmbipk of free thought 8.Qd 
opiili6n. . .Ame.rican citizens of the fublre 
a.re goi.ng to be- free to consldi,r all points 
of view-or they are not going to have that 
.freedom. Man)' of us-not only the pro(es· 
sional anti-communist-have blind spots. 
But librarlans' must not agree to putting 
bliµders of any lcind on their readers. 'I)e 
principle o£ free inq\liry, which is funda
men~J IX> American librarianship and Ameri
can democracy. piust be maintained:Jgains.t 
labelers as against all other censors." 

xn 
~very group in the COll,lltry, with an 

axe to grind. must be happy in the thought, 
that if one 0£ them can make ·an opening 
wedge to wreck the 'Library Bill of Ri~ts/ 
the rest of them can all come in, ancT the 
Free Public Library will be a thing of the 
past. • • • Everyone working here is against 
lab~g. Where would the 'Sons of the 
American Revolution' be today if their 
great grandpas had .been as 'scam' of dif
fcr<mt viewpoints as they .are? 

"I spent an a!ternoon asking borrowers 
what they thought of labeling books (par
ticularly subversive books) so they would not 
fall into the hands of the easily persuaded. 
Their answers were obvious, but the shock 
registered in their faces at mtch an idea, was 
something to see. Here are some of tbcit 
comments: 

"A well-educated old lady: 'Hitler began 
by bwn1ng the hooks. Isn't this anotlier 
form of the same thing.' 

••A college girl: 'It's an idea of old men. 
We young people are able to make de.cisions 
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that are good. Give us credit and the 
chance to do it.' 

"Another college student: 'They talk 
about the wonderful education we get in 
America. How are we going to make use of 
it, and really know that democracy is right 
if we are only allowed to read what they 
want us to believe.' 

"Housewife: 'Stalin tells only one side 
of the question. I thought Americans didn't 
believe in his methods.' 

"Man: Tm an adult. Sound mind. Good 
education. Who the hell has the right to 
tell me what to read or warn me what not 
to read?' 

I End of Section I 

"Teacher: 'What are you trying to do? 
Take away freedom of thought and freedom 
of conscience? The Constitution gives me 
the right to read and think as I please, 
regardless of what anyone else thinlcs. I 
pay taxes to support the library and eAJ>ect 
to find a good selection of books on the 
shelves. I'll be my own censor.' 

"Housewife: 1t violates all principles of 
freedom of thought. It is treason to the 
principles on which the country was built.' 

"High school senior: 'How can we tell 
that our way is right if we can't make com
parisons. Are they afraid of comparisons? 
Then Democracy is sure on the skids.' " 


