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Executive Summary

The overall appropriations environment is gloomy as there is much information still to be learned about how Congress will fund hurricane relief.  The education and library communities are fearful about possible drastic cuts to many programs.  Many appropriations bills have yet to be passed, including the Labor, HHS, Education bill and the legislative committees.

The ALA Washington Office has been working to support libraries affected by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita by lobbying to get language included in hurricane relief legislation that would secure library funding for preservation, restoration of materials, and for reimbursement of expenditures made by libraries aiding evacuees. 

FCC Chairman Martin has proposed using “certain” (but unspecified) universal service funds (USF), including E-rate funds, for helping the hurricane-impacted states rebuild services in their schools and libraries.  

In June, the FCC released a major Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) that explores the Universal Service program, including E-rate. We will be submitting NPRM comments with recommendations for major restructuring that will improve the program and encourage library participation.

Following a growing trend, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), in a rule on "Non-Internet Public (NIP) Designation" issued June 21, endorsed the notion that some public information that is readily available in hard copy should not be disclosed in digital form.

Late on Friday, July 29, the final day before its summer recess, the Senate passed S. 1389 (the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization Act of 2005) on unanimous consent (no debate, no amendments, no roll call vote). The bill adds to the USA PATRIOT Act many of the safeguards for library and reader privacy that have been sought by the library community since the passage of the law in 2001, including tougher requirements for searching library records under Section 215. The House version of the bill does not include these safeguards. 

On September 9, 2005, U.S. District Court Judge Janet Hall ruled <http://www.ctd.uscourts.gov/Opinions/090905JCH.DoeOP.pdf> that the FBI must lift a gag that is preventing an “organization with library records”—an ALA member—from participating in the PATRIOT Act debate. The ruling has been stayed until the government’s appeal is heard and decided.

The Library of Congress this year convened a “Section 108 Study Group” to prepare findings and make recommendations to the Librarian of Congress by mid-2006 for possible alterations to the law that reflect current technologies.  

On June 27, 2005, the U.S. Supreme Court held in Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios v. Grokster, Ltd. that the distributors of peer-to-peer (P2P) file-sharing software could be liable for copyright infringements committed with their software.  

The OITP Copyright Advisory Committee has selected seven individuals from a pool of 24 candidates to serve as “copyright scholars” for the next year on the Copyright Advisory Network (www.librarycopyright.net), an electronic bulletin board where librarians learn about copyright by discussing their own copyright queries with others.  

Representatives from AASL, OITP, and two school library media specialists had a first meeting with law faculty, and representatives from public interest groups including the National Council of Teachers of English and Boston public television station WGBH to discuss possible collaboration on a major project -- copyright education for K-12 students. 

ALA has continued to be involved in the redrafting of the Hague Convention on Choice of Court Agreements, a multilateral agreement that creates rules for determining jurisdiction in international lawsuits and provides for recognizing and enforcing judgments by the courts of the Member States (including the U.S.).  

OITP continued its MacArthur Foundation-funded study of Internet Credibility with a meeting that brought together a small group of experts who are now exploring several different projects, including a search engine and research commons based on credibility principles; a major publication in an academic journal; and a credibility handbook. 

ALA has been very concerned about the potential cost impact of the FCC’s move to seek similar technical capabilities for wiretapping broadband service that they now have for telephone service under the original CALEA. We anticipate that this fight will continue and will likely move into the legislative and judicial arenas.

A total of 851 messages were emailed and faxed by ALA members to Congress from the Legislative Action Center in the past three months.  The most popular message sent to Congress was addressed reauthorization of the PATRIOT Act legislation.

Preparations for National Library Legislative Day (NLLD) 2006 are underway. NLLD 2006 will held on May 1st and 2nd (Monday and Tuesday).  ALA is again partnering with the DC Library Association (DCLA) and the Special Libraries Association (SLA).

In August, the ALA Washington Office officially relocated to its new offices at 1615 New Hampshire Avenue, NW. The Washington Office will welcome members, constituents, colleagues, and political allies to an open house on October 19th. 

I. Appropriations

The overall appropriations environment is gloomy as there is much information still to be learned about how Congress will fund hurricane relief.  The education and library communities are fearful about possible drastic cuts to many programs.  ALA has been closely watching this in terms of LSTA and the Literacy Through School Libraries funding as well as other library appropriations issues.

Many appropriations bills have yet to be passed, including the Labor, HHS, Education bill and the legislative committees. There are bills passed in both the House and the Senate which could benefit libraries, but they may not pass this session, due to time.  The Reauthorization of Head Start mentions libraries as effective partners for children's literacy, while the Senate language more strongly encourages Head Start programs to reimburse libraries for their expenditures.  In the Reauthorization of the Vocation Education bill, there is language which allows money to be used by school libraries to purchase materials and databases.  And in the Reauthorization of Workforce Investment, appropriated funds can be used in public libraries.

The Congress has passed a continuing resolution which will fund government operations until November 18.

Hurricane Relief

The ALA Washington Office has been working to support libraries affected by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita. We have worked with both the Gulf Coast states and the states serving and housing evacuees to obtain an accurate picture of the needs of libraries in those areas. We are working hard to get language included in hurricane relief legislation that would secure library funding for preservation, restoration of materials, and for reimbursement of expenditures made by libraries aiding evacuees. 

We are also strongly encouraging the Institute of Museum and Library Services (IMLS) to ensure that FEMA directs reconstruction funding to libraries. 

FCC Chairman Martin has proposed using “certain” (but unspecified) universal service funds (USF), including E-rate funds, for helping the hurricane-impacted states rebuild services in their schools and libraries.  At this writing more details about the Martin proposal are expected.

II. Telecommunications

Hill leaders repeatedly claimed over the summer that telecommunications reform legislation would start moving forward, beginning with a digital television bill and moving on to other reform bills including one on universal service and the E-rate.  However, at this writing the digital TV bills have not moved although there have been more hearings and lots of debate.  Some observers predict that the anticipated “end of October” deadline will slip as well.

In recent weeks ALA has learned that at least four provisions of concern to libraries are targeted to be added to the digital television legislation.  These issues include media ownership and deployment of advanced broadband services (i.e. disallowing localities from building broadband systems), freeing new entrants into the video services markets from local cable franchising (i.e. eliminating franchising authority to local governments), the copyright-related broadcast flag bill (see ALA’s copyright agenda), and the Digital Opportunities Investment Act (DO IT – a proposal that would establish a trust fund from the sale of spectrum space with revenues going to digitization, education, and other “digital opportunities” and related public service efforts.)

E-rate NPRM
In June, the FCC released a major Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) that explores the Universal Service program, including E-rate. In addition to addressing operational issues with E-rate, the NPRM also invites respondents to think broadly about restructuring the program to improve it for applicants.

OITP used its E-rate Task Force (ERTF) Forum at Annual as an opportunity for initial information gathering on this topic. We also hosted a meeting of the ERTF, a few state-level E-rate experts, and representatives from PLA and interested foundations to explore this topic further. We will be submitting NPRM comments with recommendations for major restructuring that will improve the program and encourage library participation. 

III. Access to Information

Government Printing Office (GPO) 

The Fall Depository Library Council meeting will be held in Washington, DC, October 16 – 19.  GPO has made a number of documents available for comment over the last several months. These include Superintendent of Documents policy statements on: the procedures GPO uses for determining the dissemination/distribution policy for the Federal Depository Library Program; policy governing official agency requests to withdraw, withhold or restrict access to information products or services available from GPO’s Information Dissemination programs; and the policy governing manual and automated harvesting of publications from federal agency Web sites for GPO’s Federal Depository Library and National Bibliography Programs. The Washington Office has coordinated with the Government Documents Round Table (GODORT) in responding to these documents. 

Less and Less Access to More and More Information 
Most of the documents that have come to light from Judge John Roberts' time as a special assistant to then-Attorney General William French Smith and later as an associate counsel to the president were either made public by the Ronald Reagan Presidential Library before the nomination or been cleared for release by the National Archives by previous administrations. Shortly after Roberts' nomination, the National Archives office said it was prepared to release thousands of pages of files from the Reagan Library in Simi Valley, California, that came from Roberts' work as a White House lawyer from 1982 to 1986, but the executive order did not permit their release until ''the incumbent president" can ''review all the records." Under Executive Order 13233, signed by President Bush in November 2001, the White House has the right to review, and in some cases block, the release of presidential papers from previous administrations. Bush's Executive Order said the ''incumbent president may assert any constitutionally based privilege" after the 12 years have lapsed to block the release of these files. Included among these many ''privileges" were ''records that reflect . . . legal advice or legal work." White House aides have exerted full control over the documents still under their authority, including those covering advice Roberts gave then-Solicitor General Kenneth W. Starr in the Administration of President George H.W. Bush. 

It is expected that the same claims of executive privilege will be made for the papers of Harriet Miers.

The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) is the latest agency to articulate a policy on “Sensitive But Unclassified” (SBU) information that is to be withheld from disclosure, including "Sensitive by Aggregation" – the mosaic theory redux.

A New Jersey utility, challenged by a local freedom of information request earlier this year, asked the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) to declare that a database of topographic mapping information sought by a member of the public was protected from public disclosure as “Protected Critical Infrastructure Information.” The utility argued that the “totality of the ... database, in a digital format, is information that is not customarily in the public domain," and that, "Although portions of the information contained in the database may be available from various sources and may therefore be in the public domain, the totality of the information ... is not in the public domain." In a June 3, 2005 letter, DHS PCII program manager Laura L.S. Kimberly wrote the Brick Township Municipal Utilities Authority (BTMUA) that  "your submission has been validated as PCII" – relieving them of any obligation to disclose the data, even under state law. DHS accepted the utility's argument.  As a consequence, the requester notes, common "topographic mapping information containing roads, streams, lakes, forests, buildings and structures, topographic contours, as well as virtually any type of information that can be shown on a map" is now "protected" under the CII umbrella.

Following a growing trend, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), in a rule on "Non-Internet Public (NIP) Designation" issued June 21, endorsed the notion that some public information that is readily available in hard copy should not be disclosed in digital form: "Anyone wishing to obtain NIP may get it upon request from the Public Reference Room or from Commission staff; however it is not made available to the public through the Commission's Internet site."

IV. Privacy/PATRIOT Act

Electronic Security, Privacy & You (E-SPY)  tc "Electronic Security, Privacy & You (E-SPY)  " \l 2
There have been a number of significant developments in the last few weeks related to privacy.

Late on Friday, July 29, the final day before its summer recess, the Senate passed S. 1389 (the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization Act of 2005) on unanimous consent (no debate, no amendments, no roll call vote). The bill adds to the USA PATRIOT Act many of the safeguards for library and reader privacy that have been sought by the library community since the passage of the law in 2001, including tougher requirements for searching library records under Section 215. 

The vote was a surprise, coming just one week after the Senate Judiciary Committee passed the S. 1389 and the House passed H.R. 3199 and just when everyone thought the Senate was rushing out the door for its summer recess. The two bills will now need to be reconciled by a Conference Committee.  The conference has been delayed several times – by Katrina and the Roberts Supreme Court nominations. The committee is tentatively scheduled to begin negotiations in mid-October. The House conferees have not been named at the time of this writing.

Sunsets

Both bills reauthorize sections of the PATRIOT Act that would expire at the end of this year. The House bill extends the sunset period for Section 215 to 2015; the Senate to 2009. The shorter sunset is preferable because it will cause more oversight by Congress.

Section 215

The House legislation allows the FBI to obtain library records of anyone whenever they are "relevant" to a counter-terrorism or counter-espionage investigation. The Senate bill requires the FBI to give facts showing reason to believe that the records sought are “relevant to” counter terrorism or counter intelligence investigation, and that items “pertain to” a foreign power, agent of a foreign power, or person in contact with a suspected agent or are “relevant to” the activities of a suspected agent who is the subject of the investigation. It also requires the FISA Court to "find" these facts (i.e., not just rubber-stamp the request). The Senate bill also requires records or other things to be described with “sufficient particularity” to allow them to be identified -  reducing the danger that the FBI will engage in fishing expeditions in library or bookstore records. 

The House legislation requires the Director of FBI to personally approve any request for records from a library. The Senate legislation requires the personal approval of Director or Deputy Director of the FBI for library, bookstore, firearms or medical records. Both bills allow disclosure of receipt of a Section 215 order to “any person necessary to produce the tangible things pursuant to an order under this section” or “an attorney to obtain legal advice." The Senate version allows a recipient to consult an attorney, to obtain legal advice "in response to an order under this section;” the House version only "with respect to an order under this section.”

Both bills allow the recipient of a Section 215 order to challenge the order. The House version allows this only in special “petition review panel” of the FISA court and only to determine “legality” of the order. The Senate bill gives recipient of the order the right to challenge both the order itself (on same basis as for a grand jury subpoena) and the secrecy/gag order, but only in the FISA court.

The Senate bill improves the reporting required of the Justice Department. It requires that the DOJ report annually on the total number of applications made for Section 215 orders approving requests for the production of tangible things, and the total number of orders either granted, modified, or denied, when the application or order involved the production of tangible things from a library (as defined in section 213(2) of the Library Services and Technology Act), or the production of tangible things from a person or entity primarily engaged in the sale, rental, or delivery of books, journals, magazines, or other similar forms of communication whether in print or digitally, as well as records related to the purchase of a firearm, health information (as defined in section 1171(4) of the Social Security Act), taxpayer return information.

Section 505

Both the Senate version and the House version allow a recipient of a National Security Letter to challenge the request in a U.S. District Court. The House version allows the court to set aside if it is “unreasonable” or “oppressive.” The Senate version permits the court to set it aside if “unreasonable” or “oppressive” or it would violate a constitutional or legal right.

In regard to the gag order, both bills allow a challenge to the gag order in a U.S. District Court. In the House bill, the gag order is no longer automatic but is based on a certification that disclosure would harm national security, interfere with diplomatic relations, harm an investigation or endanger life or physical safety. In the Senate version the court can set it aside unless doing so would harm national security, interfere with an investigation, interfere with diplomatic relations, or endanger life or physical safety. In both bills, if the government certifies this would result, certification must be treated as “conclusive.” In the House bill, if a year has elapsed since issuance of the order (or previous challenge), issuing official must re-certify but certification is still conclusive.  

Both bills allow the government to go to a U.S. District Court to seek enforcement of the NSL. The Senate stops there. The House bill makes violation of the enforcement order punishable as contempt.  It establishes new penalties for violating the gag order of up to 1 year in prison, or up to 5 years if committed with intent to obstruct an investigation or judicial proceeding.

National Security Letter Lawsuit

On September 9, 2005, U.S. District Court Judge Janet Hall ruled <http://www.ctd.uscourts.gov/Opinions/090905JCH.DoeOP.pdf> that the FBI must lift a gag that is preventing an “organization with library records”—an ALA member—from participating in the PATRIOT Act debate. The opinion comes in a case brought by the ACLU challenging a provision of the PATRIOT Act that authorizes the FBI to demand records without judicial review through a National Security Letter.

The decision marks the second time a federal court has dealt a blow to the National Security Letter (NSL) provision of the PATRIOT Act. The first ruling found that the entire NSL provision was unconstitutional. 

In the decision, which has been stayed until the government’s appeal is heard and decided, U.S. District Court Judge Janet Hall held that the "John Doe" organization has a First Amendment right to engage in the "current and lively debate in this country over the renewal of the PATRIOT Act." She wrote, “The statute has the practical effect of silencing those who have the most intimate knowledge of the statute’s effect and a strong interest in advocating against the federal government’s broad investigative powers pursuant to § 2709 [the section of the US Code that Section 505 of the PATRIOT Act amended]: those who are actually subjected to the governmental authority by imposition of the non-disclosure provision. The government may intend the non-disclosure provision to serve some purpose other than the suppression of speech. Nevertheless, it has the practical impact of silencing individuals with a constitutionally protected interest in speech and whose voices are particularly important to an ongoing, national debate about the intrusion of governmental authority into individual lives. The court, therefore, concludes that § 2709(c) is both a prior restraint and a content-based restriction on free speech.”
No final ruling is expected before the first or second week in October.
V. Copyright

Copyright Legislation and Legislative Activities

Copyright Office Inquiry on Orphan Works
The library community participated in July in a public roundtable discussion sponsored by the U.S. Copyright Office to air views on how to address issues surrounding orphan works.  Orphan works are those copyrighted works whose owners are difficult or even impossible to find.  On May 9 we filed reply comments with the U.S. Copyright Office in further support of a proposal to change copyright law to allow use of orphaned works after a due diligence search for an owner.  The five major U.S. library associations filed as the Library Copyright Alliance, the new name for our longtime coalition on copyright matters.
Library of Congress Section 108 Study Group

The Library of Congress this year convened a “Section 108 Study Group” to prepare findings and make recommendations to the Librarian of Congress by mid-2006 for possible alterations to the law that reflect current technologies.  The group, named after the section of the U.S. Copyright Act that provides limited exceptions for libraries and archives, held its inaugural meeting at the Library of Congress in April; a second meeting in New York City in June; and its third meeting in Washington on September 8 and 9.  The U.S. Copyright Office will then hold public hearings before submitting recommendations to the U.S. Congress.  

Copyright Court Cases

MGM Studios, Inc. v. Grokster, Ltd.  
On June 27, 2005, the U.S. Supreme Court held in Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios v. Grokster, Ltd. that the distributors of peer-to-peer (P2P) file-sharing software could be liable for copyright infringements committed with their software.  The Court, in a unanimous ruling, declared that distributors of P2P systems may be held liable if they actively induce copyright infringement by users of those P2P systems.  

Importantly, the Court strongly reaffirmed its earlier ruling in Sony Corp of America v. Universal City Studios, which held that technologies could not be outlawed if they were capable of substantial non-infringing uses.  The Supreme Court acknowledged the positive uses of P2P technology, stating that ”[g]iven these benefits in security, cost, and efficiency, peer-to-peer networks are employed to store and distribute electronic files by universities, government agencies, corporation, and libraries….”  The library associations, through their coalition Library Copyright Alliance, welcomed this balanced decision that supports the interests of libraries while addressing issues of widespread copyright infringement.  By focusing on conduct that induces infringement, rather than on the distribution of technology, the decision ensures the continued availability of new and evolving digital technologies to libraries and their patrons.  This outcome is what we had hoped for when we filed our amici curiae (friends of the court) brief in March along with the American Civil Liberties Union, the Internet Archive and Project Gutenberg,  All of the numerous briefs filed in the case can be found at http://www.eff.org/IP/P2P/MGM_v_Grokster/.  

Because the Court decided the case by discovering active inducement of infringement, rather than revising the substantial non-infringing use rule announced in Sony v. Universal, we hope that the decision will have little adverse impact on libraries.  This is particularly so because libraries already fulfill statutory requirements to take affirmative steps to discourage infringement (posting the Section 108(f)(1) notices by photocopiers) and are highly unlikely to engage in any other inducing conduct.  Given that the Court seems to have found an appropriate balance between content owners and technology companies, we do not believe that congressional action is called for at this time.

Copyright Education Initiatives

Copyright Advisory Network

The OITP Copyright Advisory Committee has selected seven individuals from a pool of 24 candidates to serve as “copyright scholars” for the next year on the Copyright Advisory Network (www.librarycopyright.net), an electronic bulletin board where librarians learn about copyright by discussing their own copyright queries with others.  The scholars are librarians from across the country who expressed interest in volunteering their time to help colleagues with copyright problems.  The scholars will not provide legal advice, but are knowledgeable about copyright law and common copyright library situations and ways to deal with them.  The scholars will receive additional training this fall at the Washington Office.  

With the new scholars on board, the Network will be publicized as a new and improved service. Members can anticipate a quicker turnaround time for queries posted. User evaluation of the network is also planned. As of June 2005, the Copyright Advisory Network has been accessed over 22,000 times.  

Copyright Curriculum Project

Representatives from AASL, OITP, and two school library media specialists had a first meeting with law faculty, and representatives from public interest groups including the National Council of Teachers of English and Boston public television station WGBH to discuss possible collaboration on a major project -- copyright education for K-12 students. The representatives decided to collaborate in hopes of securing funding from the philanthropic foundations. In addition, the various groups bring particular expertise to the project so collaboration will improve the final product. The group agreed that they would develop a set of coordinated education modules delivered in various ways to both students and teachers in addition to a self-paced module for individuals. More details will be forthcoming as the group begins its work.

International Copyright Issues  

The Hague Convention on Choice of Court Agreements

ALA has continued to be involved in the redrafting of the Hague Convention on Choice of Court Agreements, a multilateral agreement that creates rules for determining jurisdiction in international lawsuits and provides for recognizing and enforcing judgments by the courts of the Member States (including the U.S.).  

The Convention will make more readily enforceable “choice of court” provisions in contracts (including those governing copyrighted materials, such as software) and the resulting court judgments, in the event that the parties resort to the courts to settle a legal dispute.  Many groups, including libraries and the business community, continue to be concerned about terms in non-negotiated contracts and licenses (including “shrink-wrap” and “click-on” contracts), which allow the licensor to designate in advance which court will hear the parties’ disputes.  

To address the concern that the Convention would make these terms more easily enforceable, a number of groups had pressed for an exclusion from the scope of the convention, i.e., an express provision that non-negotiated contracts, such as shrink-wrap and click-on agreements, would not to be covered by the convention.   Ultimately, however, the pressure from software and copyright industries in the US and abroad to include non-negotiated contracts was more effective.  As concluded in a diplomatic conference on June 30, 2005, the convention contains no such express exclusion.  (The convention, which now must be ratified by Member Countries of The Hague Conference, is available on the Hague Conference Web site at http://www.hcch.net/index_en.php?act=conventions.text&cid=98.)  

Thus, any relief for US businesses and institutions from the enforcement of choice of court terms in non-negotiated agreements will have to come from other provisions of the convention itself (the “escape clauses” are quite limited), from implementing legislation, or from opposition to ratification of the convention.  We will be working with other organizations that share our concerns about the Hague Convention to develop a strategy for the coming year.    

World Trade Organization (WTO) and the General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS)

The WTO administers a number of trade agreements including the GATS, a treaty that will remove barriers in competition in the services sector. The US Trade Representative (USTR) negotiates the American obligations and commitments under GATS; these include the sector of “recreational, cultural and sporting services” which covers libraries, archives, museums and other cultural services. 

In 2002 ALA sought confirmation from the USTR that GATS obligations would not and should not apply to public library services.  ALA requested the US Trade Representative and his negotiators to remain mindful of the needs of publicly supported libraries and to protect and promote these interests as implementation and further negotiation of the GATS proceeded. 

In spring 2003, in the course of further GATS negotiations, the USTR (at the request of ALA) put forward clarifying language in the schedule of commitments to the effect that the commitment for libraries does not apply to non-profit, public or publicly funded entities.  Those negotiations failed to move forward (for reasons unrelated to our issues), but resumed in spring 2005.  In June 2005, libraries were surprised to find that in its May 31, 2005 proposal, the US had – with no notice to ALA - withdrawn such clarifying language that it offered previously regarding libraries, archives, museums and other cultural services.  ALA sent a letter to the USTR, expressing grave concern about this development and about the lack of communication, and requested a meeting.

In a letter to ALA prior to a meeting in July 2005, the USTR stated that the clarifying language previously offered and then withdrawn was “redundant with the general exclusion [from GATS] for governmental services.”  USTR further explained that in its view, “…services provided free of charge to the general public are not supplied on a competitive or commercial basis, and therefore are excluded by definition from the scope of the GATS…[and] nothing in the GATS limits the ability of federal, state, or local governments to provide subsidies to public libraries.”
The USTR explained that it withdrew the language that it had put forward in 2003 because “[r]ather than achieving the desired result of providing greater clarity concerning the nature of governmental services in the library sector, the language was having the opposite effect of injecting uncertainty into the general exclusion for all services supplied in the exercise of governmental authority.”  The USTR further reiterated its position that “we have not in any way deviated from our longstanding policy of ensuring that trade agreements do not have any adverse effects on the supply of public services. We remain fully committed to preserving public support for public libraries, and to ensuring the efficient supply of all public services.”  

USTR officials reiterated these assurances in a meeting with ALA on July 25, 2005, along with a renewed intention to consult with ALA on these and related issues of importance to libraries.  ALA will continue to follow up regularly with USTR to monitor developments with regard to the GATS negotiations.  
VI. Policy Research and Analysis

Internet Credibility 

OITP continued its MacArthur Foundation-funded exploration of this topic with a meeting in August. This meeting brought together a small group of experts – several of whom have worked with OITP on this project since it began – to review the results of the April symposium and identify next steps. The group is currently exploring several different projects, including a search engine and research commons based on credibility principles; a major publication in an academic journal; and a credibility handbook. OITP will be actively involved in all of these projects.

Study of Law Enforcement and Libraries 

The preliminary results of this study – released shortly before Annual – received a great deal of attention from the community and the press. Stories about the study appeared in many major news outlets, including a story and an editorial in the New York Times. The session at Annual announcing the preliminary results was lively and well-attended. The final analysis of the research is now complete. The final report is available at www.ala.org/oitp.

2004 Survey of Public Libraries and the Internet

The results of this periodic study of public libraries and the Internet -- conducted by researchers at Florida State University and cosponsored by the Gates Foundation and OITP -- were announced at Annual at a well-attended press event hosted by the Chicago Public Library.  Stories about the results appeared in several major papers including the New York Times. The researchers plan to follow up with another study in 2006. The final study report is available at www.ala.org/oitp.

CALEA

OITP has been following the issue of CALEA - the Communications Assistance for Law Enforcement Act -- for over a year now. Federal law enforcement officials have been in ongoing conversations with the FCC seeking similar technical capabilities for wiretapping broadband service that they now have for telephone service under the original CALEA. We have been very concerned about the potential cost impact of such a move on public and academic libraries, and have been making our case to the FCC and the Department of Justice in a variety of ways.

The FCC released its ruling on CALEA on September 23, 2005. Unfortunately, it is still unclear what impact the rule may have on libraries and their ability to provide public access. We anticipate that this fight will continue and will likely move into the legislative and judicial arenas.

VII. Grassroots Activities

Legislative Action Center (June 2005 to October 2005)

A total of 851 messages were emailed and faxed by ALA members to Congress from the Legislative Action Center in the past three months.  The most popular message sent to Congress was addressed reauthorization of the PATRIOT Act legislation.

National Library Legislative Day

Preparations for National Library Legislative Day (NLLD) 2006 are underway. NLLD 2006 will held on May 1st and 2nd (Monday and Tuesday).  ALA is again partnering with the DC Library Association (DCLA) and the Special Libraries Association (SLA).

VIII. Miscellaneous

In August, the ALA Washington Office officially relocated to its new offices at 1615 New Hampshire Avenue, NW. The Washington Office will welcome members, constituents, colleagues, and political allies to an open house on October 19th. 
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